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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Mi gration is one of the three components, viz., 

fertility, mortality and nigration, of population change in 

an area. Internal migration has been a major catalyst in 

the emergent forms of population distribution and the 

at tendant spatial and regional imbalance in the availability 

of economic and social opportunities. Although the role of 

migration in pooulation changes is recognized, it is not 

often that due consideration is given to analysing and 

delineating the intricate linkages between internal 

migration, population distribution and regional development 

in Ethiopia. It is this fact that has inspired CSA in 

1982/83 to collect information, in a limited scale, on 

internal migration, as part of the Experimental Sample Vital 

Registration System (ESVRS) in rural Ethiopia and the 

results of which are presented in this report. 

1.1 Objective of ~ Report 

The objective of this report is to analyse the pattern, 

spatial distribution, time of migration, reason(s) for 

migration, character"istics of internal migrants and movers in 

rural Ethiopia. 

1.2 Source of Data and Methods 

The data on internal migrants and movers presented in 

this report, as mentioned above, were obtained through the 

Experimental Sa mple Vital Registration System (ESVRS), 

conducted in rural Ethiopia of 12 regions during the year of 

1982/8 3. The ESVRS was based on a probability sample of 
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Farmers' Associations, the lowest administrative tier of 

rural Ethiopia (for details on sampling procedure, see 

Report on Experimental Sample Vital Registration System 

(ESVRS) in Rural Ethiopia. Volume I: The analysis of Vital 

Events. The objectives of ESVRS include among other 

things, collection of information on birth, deat h, 

marriage and divorce 

rural Ethiopia. The 

and other population parameters of 

data collection of the ESVRS are 

organized into three phases. Firstly, a base line survey of 

all households in the sample unit was carried out at the 

beginning of the su rve y year in order to obtain a complete 

list of the usual residents of each selected household. 

Subsequently, some demographic and social cha racteristics of 

each usual member of the household and usual resident of the 

selected FA were collected. As soon as the base line survey 

was completed, a continuous registration of vital events 

(birth, death, marriage and divorce) was carried out during 

the whole of 1982/83 (i.e., from Sept. 1982-August/1983). 

The registration process was conducted by enumerator-cum­

registrar posted permanently in the selected enumeration 

area. At the third phase of data collection, a 

retrospective survey of the selected households was carried 

o'ut at the end of the year (i.e., Sept. 1983). The aim of 

the retrospective survey was to obtain information on the 

changes in the composition of the original households (i.e., 

those who were present at the beginning of the survey year) 

and also obtain information on demographic and socio-

economic characteristics, including migration status of the 

households that were newly formed during one-year survey 

period (i.e., from 12 Sept. 1982 through 11, Sept. 1983). 

" 



It was du ring this retrospective survey that 

information on internal migration and local moves were 

collected. The information was obtained through the 

question on changes in the size of the original household 

members and changes in the number of households in each 

selected area, as compared to those present at the time of 

base line survey. Information on the movements of persons 

into and out of the FA are obtained by asking the head of 

each individual households and comparing the current list of 

the usual members of the household with that of the list 

prepared during the base line survey. 

Questions asked with regard to migration include, place 

of origin and destination, ~ime of move and migration, age, 

sex, marital status of movers and migrants, reason(s) of 

migration and relation of migrants and movers to head of 

households. For purpose of clarity, there is a need to 

define some of the basic concepts used here. A !!ligrant is 

one who changed his usual place of residence from one 

administrative area to another. Moreover, as used in this 

study, to be considered as migrant the individual must be 

absent from his/her usual place of residencce or stay in 

his/her current place of residence for no less than six 

month s and not expected to return to his/her previous place 

of residence. However, if the individual is to return to 

his/her previous place of residence, even after six-months 

of stay in his/her current place of residence, then he/she 

is not to be considered as migrant. A !!lover, on the other 

hand, is one who changes his usual residence (house) within 

the same locality (Farmer' s Association) and has established 

a permanent residence (house) elsewhere in th~ same locality 

3 
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(FA). Unlike movers, migrants make moves between FAs, 

provinces and regions. In other words, migration defining 

areas include FAs, provinces, regions, rural to rural, rural 

to urban and urban to rural areas. The urban areas are not 

included in the survey. The migration interval in this 

study is one year period i.e., Sept. 1982-August 1983. 

The results of the base line, registration and 

retrospective survey concerning vital events (birth, death 

and nuptiality) are already reported (See Report on 

Experimental Vital Registration System (ESVRS) in Rural 

Ethiopia, Vol. 1: The Analysis of Vital Events). The 

present report exclusively deals with internal migration and 

local moves based on retrospective household survey. 

1.3 Coverage 

As to the coverage of the survey, both the survey and 

registration were conducted in the selected rural areas of 

the 12 regions (Arssi, Bale, Garno Gofa, Gojjam, Gondar, 

Harrarge, Illubabor, Keffa, Shewa, Sidamo, Wellega and 

Wollo) of the country. The sampling unit in each region, 

was an FA. A number of FAs of various sizes were selected 

in each region (for details on number of FAs selected in 

each region and sample design, see Volume 1: The Analysis 

of Vital Events) and all the households in each selected FA 

were completely enumerated. 

1.4 Organization ££ ~ Report 

This report is organized 

Introduction; 2) Volume of 

into six 

Migration 

Chapters: 

and Moves; 

1) 

3) 



Character s tics of Migrants and Movers; 4) Reasons for 

Migration and Moves and 5) Seasonality ~f Migration and 

Moves and 6) Summary and Conclusion. Analysis of data 

related to each of the topica is made and relevant tables 

are presented. 

---
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CHAPTER I I 

VOLUME OF LOCAL MOVERS ~ INTERNAL MIGRANTS 

During the 12 months period (September 12, 1982 to 

August 11, 1983) there was a total !J:!!:!!..21.!!..!: of 992,323 

residential mobilities, of which 323,461 were local movers 

and 668,862 were migrants. A turnov.!!..!: is the sum of in­

migrants, out-migrants and local movers. In this report we 

are concerned with migrants rather than migration £.!!..!: ~ 

.t2igration is a process which is defined as a move from one 

migration defining area to another that was made during a 

given interval and that involved a change of residence. A 

migra~ in this study is a person who had changed his/her 

usual place of residence from one migration defining area to 

another at least once during the migration interval and was 

still alive and present at place of destination at the end 

oft her e fer e n c e per i 0 d • The l2.£i!l. !!!21.!!.r. is de fin e d a s a 

person who changed his/her residence within the same 

Farmer's Association Area(FA), 

observation in the sample. 

the smallest unit of 

The types of migratory movements include intra-regional 

and inter-regional migrations. The !!l1.!:2..:..!:.!!.~!2!l2.1 
!!!~rations indicate movements of persons within the same 

region while inter-regional migrations refer t o movement of 

people between and among the different regions. Eac h type 

of migration is sub-divided into rural 12 .!:~~l, rural 12 
urban and urban 12 rural streams of migratory movements. 

Of the total 668,862 1 migrants (in-migrants + out-

1) The total migrants (in migrants + out migrants) reported 
in volume 1 was 1,205,093 while this was reported as 668,862 
in the present report. The discrepancy between 1,205,093 and 
6 6 8 , 8 6 2 i s due toot hen 0 n - inc 1 u s ion 0 f the n u m b e r 0 f r u r a 1 
to rural intra-regional in-migrants, which is 536,231, in 
this volume. 



migrants) 614,134 (in (U/R) + out (R/R + R/U)) or 91.8 

percent were intra-regional migrants, 50,644 (in + out)l or 

7.6 percent were inter-regional migrants and only 4,077 (in 

+ out) or 0.6 percent were international migrants.* 

2. 1 Volume of Local Movers 

Of the 323, 461 local movers, 143,086 (44.2 percent) 

were males and 180,375 (55.8 percent) were females. As 

indicated in Table 2.1, the overall sex -ratio of the local 

movers turned out to be 79 males per 100 females. 

Comparison of the local movers of each region as 

percentage of the respective male, female and total rural 

population shows that, relatively the largest percentage of 

local movers of both sexes are observed in Gondar (2.0 

percent) followed by Gojjam (1.9 percent). The smallest 

percentage of local movers are observed in Shewa (0.7 

percent) and Sidamo (0.7 percent). Among females the 

largest percentage of loc al movers are observed in Wollo 

(2.2 percent) followed by Gojjam (2.0 percent) and Gondar 

(2.0 percent) while among males the largest percentage of 

local movements are observed in Gondar (2.1 percent) 

followed by Gojjam (1.8 percent) and Illubabor (1.7 

percent). About 1.1 percent of male and 1.2 percent of 

1) Note that, in volume 1 the total (in and out) inter­
regional migrants was reported to be 54,721 while this was 
reported to be 50,644 in the present volume i.e., vol 2. 
This was due to inclusion of international (in/out) migrants 
(4,077) in the forrler figure. 

* The figures do not add up to 668,862. Ther e is a 
descrepancy of 7. This is due to approx imation error in 
using the sampling multiplying factors. 
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female as percentage of the total male arId female rural 

populations of the twelve regions moved locally during the 

12 months of the r efe rence period. 

In gene ral, local movements among females are more 

frequent than among males and this holds for every region 

with the exception of Arssi (sex-ratio of 116) and Gondar (sex­

ratio of 110). The local movers in these two regions are male 

dominated. The sex-ratio of local movers in other regions 

ranges between 94 and 43 males per 100 females (see Table 

2. 1 ) • 

Table 2.1 Volune 2!: ~ t1:>vers Within Famers' Association .l2l 
Region and Sex, 1982/83 

Male Female Total 
Sex a) a) a) 

N % N % N % 

Arssi 7,5CfJ 1.1 6,548 0.9 14,138 1.0 

Bale 2,524 1.2 2,978 1.4 5,502 1.3 

Gam Gofa 3,654 0.7 8,623 1.7 12,277 1.2 

Gojjan 25 ,073 1.8 26,769 2.0 51,842 1.9 

Gondar 19,462 2.1 17,779 2.0 37,241 2.0 

Hararge 5,643 0.5 11, CfJ3 1.1 17,546 0.8 

Illubabor 5,281 1.7 5,836 1.8 11,117 1.7 

Kefa 8,622 0.9 13,144 1.4 21,766 1.1 

~wa 20,600 0.6 24,852 0.8 45,452 0.7 

Sidamo 8,182 0.5 12,133 0.8 20,315 0.7 

Well ega 16,C07 1.5 20,000 1.7 36,087 1.6 

Wallo 20,454 1.5 29,736 2.2 5O,lCfJ 1.8 

Total 143,086 1.1 180,375 1.4 323,461 1.2 

Sex 

Ratio 

116 

85 

43 

94 

110 

48 

91 

66 

83 

68 

00 

69 

79 

a) Refers to local movers as percentage of rural population by sex of the 
respective region. 



2.2 Volume of Intra-regional Mig rants. 

The intra-regional migrants who made the move within a 

given region betw een rural to rural, rural to urban and 

urban to rural areas during the year 1982/83 constituted 

614,134 for all the regions. Out of which 243,613 (39.7 

percent) and 37 0,521 (60.3 percent) were males and females 

respectively. Table 2.2 gives the percentage of intra­

regional migrants in each region based on the total rural 

and urban population of the respective regions. 

Accordingly, 1.8 percent of the total rural population 

of the 12 regions made intra-regional migrations during the 

12 months of the reference period. Of these, 1.4 percent 

were males and 2.2 percent were females and the overall sex 

ratio turns out to be 65.8 males per 100 females. 

However, there is a sUbstantial variation in the 

percentage of intra-regional migrants among the regions. 

The highest percentage of intra-regional migrants were 

observed in Gojjam (2.8 percent) followed by Illubabor (2.4 

percent) and Wellega (2.4 Percent). The lowest percentage 

of intra-regional migrants were in Hararge (0.7 percent) 

followed by Bale (1.1 percent) and Shewa (1.1 percent). In 

the remaining regions, the percentage ranges between 1.2 

and 2.1 percent of the total population of the respective 

regions. And the sex-ratio also varies between 45.2 males 

per 100 females in Garno Gofa to 81.8 males per 100 females 

in Bale. This shows that intra-regional migration is 

dominated by females. 

The distributive effect of migration on population can 

9 
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best be understood in terms of migration stream. Migration 

Stream is defined as migrants who depart from a common area 

of origin and arrive at a COmmO!l area of destination during 

a particular period. Here, we identify the following 

streams of intra-regional migration, rural to rural, rural 

1£ ~~~ and £~£~ to rural migration. ConSidering the 

rural to rural migrants who moved within the same region, 

these constitute 2.1 percent (1.7 percent males and 2.5 

percent females) of the total rural population of the 12 

regions. Among the regions, rural to rural form of intra­

regional migration was the highest in Gojjam (3.3 percent) 

followed by Illubabor (3.2 percent) and Gondar (3.1 

percent). The lowest rural-to-rural intra-regional 

migration was observed in Kefa (0.5 percent) followed by 

Hararge (1.0 percent). In the rural to rural form of intra-

regional migration, females dominate males and this holds 

for every region with the sex-ratio ranging between 45.~ and 

81.2 males per 100 females. 

Considering the rural to urban form of intra-regional 

migration, this constitutes about 0.2 percent of the total 

rural population of the regions under consideration. The 

proportion (0.2) holds for both sexes. Among the regions, 

the percentage of rural to urban form of intra-regional 

migration is relatively highest in Bale (0.6 percent) 

followed by Arssi (0.3 percent) while it is relatively 

lowest in Gamo Gofa (0.1 percent), GOjjam (0.1 percent), 

Kefa (0.1 percent) and Wellega (0.1 percent). Here also 

females dominate males in every region except in Hararge 

(sex ratio 131), Kefa (sex ratio 122.6) and Gojjam (sex 

ratio 134). In these regions males outnumber females in 

the rural to urban form of intra-regional migration. 
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'rabl e 2.2 Voll..llTe of Intra-regional Migrants by Sex, Region and Stream.,. 1982/83 

1 2 3 
Region Sex Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Urban to Rural lbtal 

N % N % 'N % N % 

Arssi M 12,787 1.9 1,1 32 0 .2 761 1. 3 14 , 680 1.8 
F 17 ,96 1 2.6 1 , 217 0.2 1, 079 1.6 20 , 257 2.4 
T 30,748 2.2 2,349 0.3 1 , 840 1.4 34 , 937 2 .1 

Sex ratio 71.2 93.0 70.5 72.5 

Bale M 2,875 1.4 1 , 326 0.6 799 2.2 5 , 000 1. 0 
F 3,789 1.7 1, 353 0.6 975 2.3 6, 117 1.2 
T 6 ,664 1. 5 2 ,679 0.6 1, 774 2.2 11 , 117 1.1 

Sex ratio 75.9 98 . 0 81.9 81.8 

GaJro QJfa ~I 4 ,060 0.8 416 0.1 275 0.8 4,75 1 0.7 
F 8,972 1.7 824 0.2 703 1.9 10 ,499 1.6 
T 13 ,032 1.3 1, 240 0. 1 978 1.4 15, 250 1.2 

Sex ratio 45.3 50 . 5 3~ . 1 45.2 

Gojjarn M 32,741 2.4 1,072 0. 1 460 0.4 34 ,273 2. 1 
F 56 , 265 4.2 800 0.1 506 0.4 57 , 571 3 .6 
T 89 ,006 3.3 1, 872 0. 1 966 0 .4 91 ,844 2.8 

Sex ratio 58 .2 134.0 90 .9 59.6 

Gondar M 22 , 701 2.4 1, 523 0.2 1 ,0 11 1.0 25,235 1. 6 
F' 33 ,633 3.8 2, 187 0 .2 845 0.6 36 , 665 2.5 
T 56 , 334 3 .1 3,710 0.2 1, 856 0.8 61 , 900 2. 1 

Sex ratio 67 . 5 69.6 11 9 . 7 68.9 

~1ararge M 8 ,680 0.8 3 ,194 0.3 1 ,429 0 .9 13,303 0.6 
F 13,501 1.2 2,439 0.2 1,777 1. 0 17,717 0.9 
T 22 ,1 81 1.0 5,633 0.3 3,206 0.9 31, 020 0.7 

Sex ratio 64. 3 13 1.0 80.4 75. 1 

Illubabor M 8 , 794 2.8 614 0.2 396 1. 2 9 , 604 2.0 
F 12,060 3.6 669 0.2 618 1. 8 13 , 347 2.7 
T 20,854 3.2 1, 283 0.2 1, 014 1. 5 23 ,1 51 2.4 

Sex. ratio 72.9 91.8 64. 1 73.5 

Kefa M 3,333 0.3 1, 486 0 .2 16,041 21.8 20,860 1.7 
F 6 ,065 0.6 1,212 0.1 19,941 25.2 27 , 218 2.2 
T 9, 398 0.5 2,698 0. 1 35 , 982 23.5 48,078 2.0 

Sex ratio 55 .0 122.6 80.4 76.7 

Stiewa M 36 ,840 1.1 36 ,840 0 .9 
F 56 , 080 1. 7 56,.080 1.4 
T 92 , 920 1.4 92 , 920 1 . 1 

Sex ratio 65.7 65.7 

Sidan"O M 24 ,835 1. 6 2, 176 0. 1 1, 270 1.0 28 , 281 1.'5 
F 45 ,155 3.0 2 ,669 0.2 2,633 2. 1 50 , 457 2. 6 
T 69,990 2.3 4,845 0 . 2 3,903 1.6 78 , 738 2.0 

sex ratio 55 .0 81.5 48.2 56. 1 

v,ellega M 24 , 769 2 .8 1,178 0.1 678 ' 0.9 26,625 2.1 
F 30 , 485 2.7 1, 227 0. 1 949 1. 2 32 ,661 2.6 
T 55 , 254 2.5 2 , 405 0.1 1, 627 1. 0 59 , 286 2. 4 

Sex ratio 81. 2 96.0 71.4 81. 6 

W:>110 M 20 ,922 1. 5 1,866 0. 1 1 , 173 1. 0 23,96 1 1.3 
F 37 ,805 2.7 2 , 357 0.2 1, 770 1.2 41, 932 2.3 
T 58 , 727 2.1 4,223 0.2 2,943 1.1 65 , 893 1.8 

Sex ratio 55.3 79.2 66.3 57.2 

lbtal M 203 , 337 1. 7 15,983 0 . 2 24, 293 3 .3 243 ,613 1.4 
F 32 1,771 2.5 16 , 954 0.2 31, 796 3.3 370 , 52 1 2.2 
T 525 ,1 08 2 .1 32 , 937 0.2 56 , 089 3 .3 614,134 1.8 

Sex ratio 63.2 94.3 76. 4 65.8 

N.B:- 'Ihe percentages in colurrns 1 and 2 are based on the 1982/83 rural (Xlp..1!ation of the 
respective region. The rural pop..tlation i s obtained by ESVRS. 

'!he ~entage in col urm 3 is based on the 1984 urban p:::>pulation o f the respective 
regl.on. 

The percentage in column 4 is based on the 1984 total fOP,llation (Rura l and Urban) 
of the respective region. 
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Pertaining to the urban to rural intra -re gional ----- -- -----
migrants, these constitute 3.3 percent (3.3 percent males 

and 3.3 percent females) of the total urban population of 

the regions under consideration. Among the regions, Kefa 

has exceptionally the highest percentage (23.5 percent) of 

its urban population moving into the rural areas. The 

proportions of males and females urban to rural intra­

regional migrants in the same region turn out to be 21.8 and 

25.2 percent re dpecti ve ly. The observed high rate of ur ban 

to rural • . i.~ ratl.on could be attributed to the demand of 

labour in coffee plantations in the rural areas of the 

region. The lowest percentage of urban to rural intra­

regional migrants is observed in Gojjam (0.4 percent). For 

other regions, the proportion of urban population moving 

into rur'l ' . e as of the same region ranges between 0.8 and 

2.2 percent. And the sex-ratio reveals that females 

dominate males in every region except Gondar (sex ratio 

119.7l. 

Examination of Table 2.3 shows that out of the total 

614,134 intra-regional migrants, 525,108 (85.5 percent) 

constitute rural to rural, 32,937 (5.4 percent) constitute 

rural to urban and 56,089 (9.1 percent) were urban to rural 

migrants. This shows that rural to rural migration is the 

dominant form of intra-regional migration followed by urban 

to rural and r ural to urban forms. 

Of thJ total 243, 613 male intra-regional migrants 

203,337 (83.5 percent) made the move within the rural 

sector, 15,983 (6.5 percent) made moves f)'om rural areas to 

urban areas and 24,293 (10.0 percent) moved from urban areas 



to rural areas. On the other hand, of the total 310,521 

female intra-regional migrants 321,111 (86.8 percent), 

16,954 (4.6 percent) and 31,191 (8.6 percent) made the move 

within the rural sector, from rural to urban and from urban 

to rural areas respectively. In all streams, females 

dominate males with the sex-ratio of 63.2, 94.3 and 16.4 for 

the rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to rural 

migration respectively (see Table 2.3). 

Although the rural l£ rural form of migration dominates 

among intra-regional migrants in almost every region, one 

finds also regional variation in t h is stream of movement 

(see Table 2.3). ConSidering the regions, the rural to 

rural form of migration among the intra-regional migrants is 

found to be highest in Shewa followed by Gojjam, Wellega and 

Gondar. One hundred percent of the intra-regional migrants 

of Shewa moved from rural to rural areas. This figure 

accounted for 91 percent in Gojjam and over 90 percent in 

Wellega and Gondar. The rural to rural form of migration 

among intra-regional migrants is found to be lowest in Kefa 

followed by Bale. Only about 20 percent and 60 percent 

intra-regional migrants of Kefa and Bale moved from rural 

to rural areas. For the remaining regions the proportion . of 

rural to rural moves among intra-regional migrants varies 

from about 11 percent in Hararge to 90 percent in 

Illubabor. Rural to rural intra-regional migration is found 

to be highest in Shewa and lowest in Kefa (see Table 2.3). 

Rural to urban form of intra-regional migration is 

found to be highest in Bale followed by Hararge while this 

is lowest in Gojjam followed by Wellega. And the regional 

ranking with respect to rural to urban migration holds for 

13 
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Table 2.3 Volwre of Intra-regional Migrants by Sex, Region and Stream, 1982/83 

&lral to Urban &lral to Urban Urban to &lral Total 

Region Sex 
(R/R) (R/U) (U/R ) 

No. % No. % No. % No. % 

Arssi M 12,787 87.1 1,132 7 . 7 761 5.1 14,680 100 
F 17 ,961 89.6 1 ,217 6.0 1,079 5.3 20,257 100 
T 30,748 88.0 2,349 6.7 1,840 5.2 34,937 100 
SR 71.2 93.1 70 .6 72.5 

Bale M 2,875 57.4 1;326 26.5 799 16.0 5,000 100 
F 3,789 61.9 1,353 22.1 975 15.9 6,117 100 
T 6,664 59.9 2,679 24 . 1 1,774 15.9 11,117 100 
SR 75.9 98.0 82.0 81.8 

Garro Gofa i1 4,060 85.4 416 8.7 275 5 . 8 4,751 100 
F 8,972 85.2 824 7.8 703 6.9 10,499 100 
T 13,032 85.2 1,240 8.1 978 6.5 15,250 100 
SR 45.3 50.5 39.2 45.2 

Gojjarn H 32 , 741 95.5 1,072 3 .1 460 1.3 34,273 100 
F 56,265 97.7 800 1.3 506 0.8 57,571 100 
T 89,006 96.9 1,872 2.0 966 1.0 91 , 844 100 
SR 58.2 134.0 90.6 59.6 

Gondar M 22,701 89.9 1, 523 6.0 1,011 4.0 25,235 100 
F 33,633 91.7 2,187 5 .9 845 2 .3 36,665 100 
'r 56,334 91.0 3,710 5.9 1,856 2.9 61, 900 100 
SR 67.5 69.7 119.7 68.9 

Hararge M 8,680 65.2 3,194 24.0 1,429 10.7 13,303 100 
F 13,501 76.1 2,439 13 .7 1,777 10.0 17,717 100 
T 22,18 1 71.4 5,633 18.1 3,206 10.3 31,020 100 
SR 64.3 131.0 80 .5 75.1 

Illubabor M 8,794 89.7 614 6.2 396 4.0 9,804 100 
F 12,060 90.3 669 5.0 618 4.6 13,347 100 
T 20,854 90.0 1,283 5.5 1,014 4.3 23,151 100 
SR 73.0 91.8 64.1 73.5 

Kefa M 3,333 15.9 1,486 7.1 16, 04 1 76.9 20,860 100 
F 6,065 22.2 1 ,212 4.4 19,941 73.2 27,218 100 
T 9 , 398 19.5 2,698 5.6 35,982 74.8 48,078 100 
SR 55.0 122.6 80.5 76.7 

Shewa N 36,840 100 36,840 100 
F 56,080 100 56,080 100 
T 92,920 100 92,920 100 
SR 65.7 65.7 

Sidano M 24,835 87.8 2,176 7.6 1,270 4.4 28,281 100 
F 45, 155 89.4 2,669 5.2 2,633 5.2 50,457 100 
T 69,990 88.8 4,845 6.1 3,903 4.9 78,738 100 
SR 55.0 81.6 48.3 56.1 

Wellega M 24,769 93.0 1,178 4.4 678 2.5 26,625 100 
F 30,485 93.3 1,227 3.7 949 2.8 32,661 100 
T 55,254 93.2 2,405 4.0 1,627 2.7 59,286 100 
SR 81.3 96.0 71.5 81.6 

WOllo M 20,922 87.3 1,866 7.7 1,1 73 4.8 23,961 100 
F 37,805 90.1 '2,357 5.6 1,770 4.2 41,932 100 
T 58 ,727 89.1 4,223 6.4 2,943 4.4 65,893 100 
SR 55.4 79.2 66.3 57.2 

Total M 203,337 83.5 15,983 6.5 24,233 10'.0 243,613 100 
F 321,771 86.8 16,954 4.6 31,796 8.6 370,521 100 
T 525,108 85.5 32,937 5.4 56,089 9.1 614 ,1 34 100 
SR 63.2 94 .3 70.4 65.8 



both male and female intra-regional migrants. Twenty four 

(26.5 percent males and 22.1 percent females) and 18 percent 

(24.0 percent males and 13.7 percent females) intra-regional 

migrants of Bale and Hararge moved from rural to urban 

areas. The rural to urban components accounted for only 2 

percent (3.1 percent males and 1.3 percent females) of the 

intra-regional migrants of Gojjam (see Table 2.3). 

The £~~ 12 r~u~r~a~l~ form of migration among intra-

regiona~ migrants 1s found to be the highest in lafa 

followed by Bale and Hararge while this is found to be the 

lowest in Gojjam. This overall finding also holds for both 

males and females. Nearly 75 percent of the intra-regional 

migrants of Kefa moved from urban to rural areas, while this 

component accounted for 15.9 and 10.3 percent of intra-

regional migrants in Bale and Hararge respectively. Only 

one percent of males and females of intra-regional migrants 

of Gojjam moved from urban to rural areas (see Table 2.3). 

This shows that the rural to rural migration is the 

dominant form of intra-regional migration followed by urban 

to rural and rural to urban forms. 

holds for both males and females. 

The overall pattern 

The finding of the 

dominance of rural to rural form of migration among the 

intra-regional migrants also holds in every region except 

for Kefa. In Kefa, urban to rural form of migration 

dominates among the intra-regional migrants. This is an 

exception rather than the rule. The finding of the 

dominance of rural to rural form of migration among the 

intra-regional migrants is not unexpected given the fact 

that the economy of the country is essentially an agrarian 

in nature. 

15 
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Finally, it is to be noted from Table 2.3 that females 

domi~ate males in all streams of migration and in every 

region with th~ exception of rural to urban migration in 

G~jjam (sex-ratio 134), Hararge (sex-ratio 131) and Kefa 

(sex-ratio 122.6) ind urban to rural migration in Gondar 

(sex-ratio 119.7). 

2.3 Volume of Inter-regional In-migrants 

The inter-regional migration shows the volume of 

movement of migrants between and among different regions 

during the year 1982/83. Tables 2.4 and 2.5 give the volume 

of inter-regional in-migrants by region, sex and direction 

of flow (streams) for each region. During the period 1982-

83, there were 23,992 inter-regional in-migrants who have 

changed places of residences from one region to another. 

Among these migrants, 11,023 (45.9 percent) and 12,969 

(54.1) were males and females respectively. In other-words, 

over half of t~e inter-regional in-migrants were females. 

From Table 2.4, which gives the distribution of inter­

regional in-migrants by ~~~!£~ it can be seen that 

relatively a higher proportion of inter-regional in - migrants 

moved into Shewa region (23.3 percent) followed by Gojjam 

(13.7 percent), Sidamo (12.2 percent), Illubabor (10.2 

percent) and Gondar (10.2 percent) in that order. The 

smallest proportion of in-migrants moved into Hararge 

region accounting for only 0.4 percent of all inter-regional 

migrants. Thus, if magnitude and direction of migration are 

taken as indicators of preference of an area by migrants, 

then, Shewa, GOjjam, . Sidamo with the highest magnitude of 
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Table 2.4 Volume of Inter-regional In-mi9rants by Re9ion, 

Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Rural to Rural Urban t o Rural lbtal 
Region Sex 

No % No % No % 

Arssi M 366 4.4 276 10.2 642 5.8 
F 803 7.6 236 10.0 1,039 8.0 
T 1,1 69 6.2 512 10.1 1,681 7.0 
SR 45.6 116 ;9 61.8 

Bale M 339 4.1 134 5.0 473 4.3 
F 329 3.1 108 4.6 437 3.4 
T 668 3.5 242 4.8 910 3.8 
SR 103.0 124.1 108.2 

Garro Gofa 11 408 4.9 225 8.3 633 5.7 
F 359 3.4 128 5.4 487 3.8 
T 767 4 .1 353 7.0 1,1 20 4.7 
SR 113 .6 175 .8 130 .0 

Gojjarn M 1,208 14.5 140 5.2 1,348 12.2 
F 1,875 17.7 74 3. 1 1, 949 15.0 
T 3,083 16.3 214 4.2 3 ,297 13.7 
SR 64.4 189.2 69.2 

Gondar M 851 10.2 45 1.7 896 8.1 
F 1,279 12.1 262 11. 1 1, 54 1 11.9 
T 2,130 11.3 307 6.1 2,437 10 .2 
SR 66.5 17 .2 58.1 

Hararge M 62 0.7 62 0.6 
F 31 1.3 31 0.2 
T 62 0.3 31 0.6 93 0.4 
SR 0.0 200.0 

Illubabor M 1,023 12 .3 183 6.8 1,206 10 .9 
F 1,099 10.4 146 6.2 1,245 9.6 
T 2,122 11. 2 329 6.5 2,451 10.2 
SR 93.1 125.3 96.9 

Kefa M 470 5.6 16 0.6 486 4.4 
F 563 5.3 90 3.8 653 5.0 
T 1,033 5.5 106 2.1 1,139 4.7 
SR 83.5 17.8 74.4 

Shewa M 1,743 21.0 810 30.0 2,553 23.2 
F 2,542 24.0 494 20.9 3,036 23.4 
T 4,285 22.6 1 ,304 25.7 5,589 23.3 
SR 68.6 164.0 84.1 

Sidarno 11 926 11 . 1 551 20.4 1,477 13.4 
F 811 7.6 635 26.8 1,446 11. 1 
T 1,737 9.2 1,186 23.4 2,923 12.2 
SR 114.2 86.8 102. 1 

WeUega M 413 5.0 41 1.5 454 4.1 
F 360 3.4 360 2.8 
T 773 4.1 41 0.8 814 3.4 
SR 114 .7 126.1 

Wollo M 5U9 6.1 284 10. 5 793 7 . 2 
F 584 5.5 161 6.8 145 5.7 
T 1,093 5.8 445 8.8 1,538 6 . 4 
SR 87.2 176.4 106.4 

lbtal M 8,318 100 2,705 100 11 ,023 100 
F 10,604 100 2,365 100 12,969 }gO 
T 18,922 100 5,070 100 23 ,992 00 
SR 78.4 114 .4 85.0 
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in-migrants, could be considered the regions most preferred 

and Hararge with the lowest magnitude of in-migrants could 

be considered as a region least preferred by inter-regional 

migrants of both sexes. 

Consideration of the sex distribution of inter-regional 

in-migrants suggests that although there is a slight 

predominance of females over males among the total in­

migrants this overall pattern holds only for 6 out of 12 

regions. Forthe remaining regions the reverse is true. 

However, it should be noted here that the regions which ha ve 

attracted the highest number of in-migrants are dominated by 

the females; particularly, Shewa and Gojjam. 

It is also to be noted that the regions most preferred 

by males are also the regions most preferred by females. 

The regions which have attracted the highest number of male 

migrants are also the regions which have attracted the 

highest number of females and the converse also holds true. 

This is what one is also expected to find. Females, in 

general, are wholly dependent on men in economically poor 

patriarchal societies. Given this reality women are 

expected to move with their men. 

Inter-regional migration is sUb-divided into two 

categories of streams of mobility, rural l2 rural and urban 

to rural. Rural to rural migration is movement within the 

rural areas (i.e., movement from rural areas of one region 

to rural areas of another region) whi le urban to rural 

migration is flow of migrants from urban areas of one region 

to rural areas of another region. Examination of Table 2.5 

reveals that rural to rural migration appears to dominate 



Table 2.5 VoltJ.Ire of Inter-regional In-migrants by Region, 

Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Rural t o Rural Urban to Rural Total 
Region Sex 

No % No % No 

Arssi M 366 57.0 276 43.0 642 
F 803 77.3 236 22.7 1,039 
T 1,169 69.5 512 30.5 1,681 

Bale M 339 71.7 134 28 .3 473 
F 329 75.3 108 24.7 437 
T 668 73.4 242 26.6 910 

Garro Gafa M 408 64.5 225 35.5 633 
F 359 73.7 128 26.3 487 
T 767 68.5 353 31.5 1,120 

Gojjam M 1,208 89.6 140 10.4 1,348 
F 1, 875 96.2 74 3.8 1,949 
T 3,083 93.5 214 6.5 3,297 

Gondar l.j 851 95.0 45 5.0 896 
F 1,279 83.0 262 17 .0 1,541 
T 2,130 87.4 307 12.6 2,437 

Hararge M 62 100 62 
F 31 100 31 
T 62 66. 7 31 33.3 93 

Illubabor M 1,023 84.8 183 15.2 1,206 
F 1,099 88. 3 146 11. 7 1,245 
T 2,122 86.6 329 13 . 4 2,451 

Kefa M 470 96.7 16 3.3 486 
F 563 86.2 90 13.8 653 
T 1,033 90.7 106 9,3 1,139 

Shewa M 1,743 68.3 810 31.7 7,553 
F 2,542 83.7 494 16.3 3,036 
T 4,285 76 .7 1,304 23.3 5,589 

Sidamo M 926 62. 7 55 1 37.3 1,477 
F 811 56.1 635 43.9 1,446 
T 1,737 59.4 1,186 40 .6 2,923 

Wellega M 413 91.0 41 9 .0 454 
F 360 100 360 
T 773 95.0 41 5.0 814 

Wollo M 509 64.2 284 35.8 793 
F 584 78 .4 161 21.6 745 
T 1,093 71.1 445 28.9 1,538 

'lbtal M 8,318 75.5 2, 705 24.5 11,023 
F 10,604 81.8 2 ,365 18 .2 12,969 
T 18,922 78.9 5,070 21.1 23,992 
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inter-regional in-migration process. Of the total 23992 in­

migrants 18922 (78.9 percent) and 5070 (21.1 percent) were 

rural to rural and urban to rural in-migrants respectively. 

The dominance o~ rural to rural movers among inter-regional 

migrants as a whole is also evident for both males and 

females. Three-fourths of male and over four-fifths of 

female inter-regional migrants moved from rural to rural 

areas during the year 1982/83. The overall finding that 

the majority of inter-region~l in-migrants moved from rural 

to rural areas also holds for every region and for both 

males and females. 

Although the majority of inter-regional in-migrants in 

each region were movers from rural areas of one region to 

the other, their proportion vary from 95 percent in Wellega 

to about 67 percent in Hararge. The recipient of the least 

number of rural in-migrants happens to be Hararge region. 

Among the urban l£ rural inter-regional in-migrants 

the majority moved to rural Shewa (25.7 percent) followed by 

Sidamo (23.4 percent). The percentage share of the 

remaining regions ranges between 10.1 percent in Arssi and 

0.6 percent in Hararge. Both males and females inter-

regional in-migrants of urban origin preferred Shewa and 

Sidamo (see Table 2.4). 

2.4 Volume of Inter-regional Out-migrants 

During tt:.e year under reference, there were 26,659 

inter-regional out-migrants. Of these, 13,428 (50.4 

percent) and 13,231 (4~9 percent) were males and females 

respectively. Unlike the inter-regional in-migrants, the 
-t 
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Table 2.6 Volurre of Inter-regional CUt- migrants by Region, 

Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Total 
Region Sex 

No. % No. % No. % 

Arssi M 366 4. 5 244 4.7 610 4.5 
F 803 7.8 92 3. 1 895 6.8 
T 1,169 6.3 336 4.1 1,505 5.6 
SR 45.6 265.2 68.2 

Bale M 339 4 . 1 268 5.1 607 4. 5 
F 329 3.2 136 4.5 465 3.5 
T 668 3.6 404 4.9 1,072 4.0 
SR 103.0 197. 1 131 .0 

Garro Gofa M 408 5 .0 355 6.8 763 5.7 
F 359 3.5 146 4.9 505 3.8 
T 767 4. 2 501 6. 1 1,268 4.8 
SR 11 3.6 243.2 151. 1 

Gojjarn M 1,173 14 .3 394 7.5 1,567 11.7 
F 1,669 16.3 1,669 12.6 
T 2 ,842 15.4 394 4.8 3,236 12.1 
SR 70.3 93.9 

Gondar M 797 9.7 371 7.1 1,168 8.7 
F 1,232 12.0 408 13.6 1,640 12.4 
T 2, 029 11.0 779 9.5 2,808 10.5 
SR 64 . 7 90 . 9 71.2 

Hararge M 62 0.8 224 4.3 286 2. 1 
F 
T 62 0.3 224 2.7 286 1. 1 
SR 

Illubabor M 1,023 12. 5 228 4.4 1, 251 9.3 
F 1,099 10.7 45 1.5 1,144 8.6 
T 2,122 11.5 273 3.3 2,395 9.0 
SR 93.1 506.7 109 .4 

Kefa M 470 5.7 167 3.2 637 4.7 
F 480 4.7 115 3. 8 595 4.5 
T 950 5.2 282 3.4 1,232 4.6 
SR 97 . 9 145 .2 107.1 

Shewa M 1,743 21.3 1,574 30 . 1 3,317 24.7 
F 2,542 24.8 850 28. 4 3,392 25 . 6 
T 4,285 23.2 2,424 29.5 6,709 25 . 2 
SR 68.6 185 .2 97.8 

Sidarno M 926 11.3 568 10.9 1,494 11. 1 
F 811 7.9 882 29.5 1,693 12.8 
T 1,737 9.4 1,450 17 .6 3,187 12.0 
SR 114.2 64.4 88.2 

Wellega H 413 5.0 258 4.9 671 5.0 
F 360 3.5 49 1.6 409 3.1 
T 773 4.2 307 3.7 1,080 4.1 

W:>llo M 479 5 .8 578 11 . 1 1, 057 7. 9 
F 553 5.4 271 9. 1 824 6.2 
T 1, 032 5.6 849 10.3 1,881 7.1 
SR 86.6 213.3 128 .3 

Total M 8,199 100 5,229 100 13,428 100 
F 10,237 100 2,994 100 13,231 100 
T 18,436 100 8,223 100 26,659 100 

SR 80 . 1 174.6 101.5 
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inter-regional out-mi gra nts are relatively male dominated. 

As presented in Table 2.6, the higher proportion of the 

inter-regional out- migran ts moved out of rural Shewa (25.2 

percent) followed by rural Sidamo (12 percent) and rural 

Gojjam (12.1 pe r cent). Relatively speaking, the smallest 

proportion of out-migrants moved out of Hararge region (1.1 

percent) • And this overall finding also holds for males and 

females separately i.e., the regions which have e xperienced 

the highest exodus are also the ones experiencing highest 

male and female exodus and the converse was also true. 

That the out-migrants were relatively more male 

dominated, as was observed for the 12 regions, also holds 

for' the majority of the regions. However, the regions which 

have experienced the highest exodus of people (i.e., Shewa, 

Sidamo & Gojjam) were female dominated. 

It may be observed from Table 2.7 that the majority of 

the inter-regional out-migrants were the movers from rural 

areas 0f one region to rural areas of another region. Of 

the total, 26, 659 inter-regional out-migrants over 69 

percent mi grated to rural areas of another region, while 

about 31 percent moved to urban centers of another region. 

From this, it could be said that although migration between 

the countryside and the towns still continues on a large 

scale, rural to rural migration is the most dominant form of 

migration prevailing in the country. The pattern observed 

for both sexes also applies for each sex and for almost each 

region. Al th ough the majori ty of inter-regional out­

migrants in eac h region, other than that of Hararge, were 

the movers from rural areas of one region to the other, the 



Table 2.7 Volume of Inter-regional Out-migrants, by Region, 

Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Total 

Region Sex No % No % No % 

Arssi M 366 60.0 244 40.0 610 100 
F 803 89.7 92 10.3 895 100 
T 1,169 77.7 336 22.3 1,505 100 

Bale M 339 55.8 268 44.2 607 100 
F 329 70.8 136 29.2 465 100 
T 668 62.3 404 37.7 1,072 100 

Garno Gofa M 408 53.5 355 46.5 763 100 
F 359 71.1 146 28.9 505 100 
T 767 60.5 501 39.5 1,268 100 

Gojjam M 1,173 74.9 394 25.1 1,567 100 
F 1,669 100 . 0 1,669 100 
T 2,842 87,8 394 12.2 3,236 100 

Gondar M 797 68.2 371 31.8 1,168 100 
F 1,232 75.1 408 24.9 1,640 100 
T 2,029 72.3 779 27.7 2,8 08 100 

Hararge M 62 21. 7 224 78 . 3 286 100 
F 
T 62 21. 7 224 78.3 286 100 

Illubabor M 1,023 81. 8 228 18.2 1,251 100 
F 1, 099 96.1 45 .3.9 1,144 100 
T 2,122 88.6 273 11.4 2,395 100 

Kefa M 470 73.8 167 29.2 637 100 
F 480 80.7 115 19.3 595 100 
T 950 77.1 282 22.9 1,232 100 

Shewa M 1,743 52.5 1,574 47.5 3,317 100 
F 2,542 74.9 850 25.1 3,392 100 
T 4,285 63.9 2,424 36.1 6,709 100 

Sidamo M 926 62.0 568 38.0 1,494 100 
F 811 47.9 882 52.1 1,693 100 
T 1,737 54 . 5 1,450 45.5 3,187 100 

Wellega M 413 61. 5 258 38.5 671 100 
F 360 88 . 0 49 12.0 409 100 
T 773 71.6 307 28.4 1,080 100 

Wollo M 479 45.3 578 54.7 1,057 100 
F 553 67.1 271 32.9 824 100 
T 1,032 54.9 849 45.1 1,881 100 

Total M 8,199 61.1 5,229 38.9 13,428 100 
F 10,237 77 .4 2,994 22.6 13,231 100 
T 18,436 69.2 8,223 30.8 26,659 100 

23 
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proportions vary from 54.5 percent in Sidamo to 88.6 percent 

in Illubabor. The absolute majority of migrants from 

Hararge moved from rural areas of the region to urban 

centers of another region. Also, following Hararge, the 

other regions which have experienced moderately high rural 

to urban flow of migration, included Sidamo, Wollo and Garno 

Gofa At least two-fifth of the out-migrants from these 

regions moved from rural areas to urban centers of other 

region (see Table 2.7). It may be noted from Table 2.7 that 

females tend to dominate among the rural to rural inter­

regional out-migrants while the reverse was the case with 

the rural to urban inter-regional out-migrants. 

Among t.he rural to urban inter-regional out-migrants, 

males predominate females. Of the 8,223 rural to urban out­

migrants, '>,229 (63.6 percent) and 2,994 (36.4 percent) were 

males and females respectively. As shown in Table 2.6, the 

bulk of the rural to urban out-migrants originated from 

rural Shewa (29.5 percent) and rural Sidamo (17.6 percent). 

Hara!"ge, with 2.7 percent of rural to urban out-migrants, is 

the region with the smallest proportion of rural to urban 

out-migrants. Except in Gojjam and Hararge, where no female 

rural to urban migration is observed, in all the remaining 

regions the pattern of out-migration observed for each sex 

is similar to the pattern of out-migration observed for both 

sexes combined. 

2.5 'Other' In ~ OUL-migrants 

As it has been explained earlier, the category 'other' 

refers to in and out-migrants to and from the neighbouring 

countries of Ethiopia: These are Sudan, Somalia, Kenya and 
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Bale 

Q)jjam 

Q)ndar 
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Illubabor 

Shewa 
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Table 2.8 Volurre of 'Other' In-, Olt-, and Net-Higrants by Region, 

Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

No. In-migrants CXlt-migrants Net-migrants 
& 

% Male Female Total Male Female 'Ibtal Male Female Total 

N 14 14 14 14 
% 1.0 0.8 0 . 7 0.6 

N 64 64 -64 -64 
% 3.4 2.7 

N 263 263 275 275 -12 -12 
% 18 .3 15.2 14.6 11. 7 

N 454 90 544 528 138 666 -74 -48 -122 
% 31.5 31.7 31. 5 28.0 29.7 28.3 

N 5 5 5 5 
% 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 

N 43 30 73 77 49 126 -34 -19 -53 
% 3.0 10.6 4.2 4.1 10.5 5.4 

N 246 164 410 369 205 574 -123 -41 -164 
% 17.1 57.4 23.8 19.6 44.1 24.4 

N 415 415 554 13 567 -139 -13 -152 
% 28.8 24.1 29.4 2.8 24.1 

N 61 61 -61 -61 
% 13.1 2.6 

N 1,441 284 1,725 1,887 465 2,352 -446 -181 -627 
% 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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Djibouti. The volume of these international migrants is 

given in Table 2.8. Accordingly , 1,725 persons immigrated 

and 2,352 persons emrnigrated, with a net-loss of 627 

persons. Among the immigrants 1,441 (83.5 percent) and 284 

(16.5 percent) were males and females respectively. On the 

other hand, out of the 2,352 emmigrants 1,887 (80.2 percent) 

and 465 (19.8 percent) were males and females respectively. 

In both cases, males out - numbered females among 

internatiorlal migrants. 

Among the regions, the major sending and receiving ones 

are Hararge, Wellega, Gondar and Sidamo re~ions. Most of 

the regions lost its population to the neighbouring 

countries. 

2.6 Net Inter - regional Migration 

Net inter-regional migration is the balance between 

inter-regional in-migration and out-migration. Accordingly, 

as indicated in Table 2.9, it is found that the rural areas 

as a whole suffered a net loss of people to urban areas. 

The total net-out-migration amounts to 2,637 persons. Of 

these, 2,405 (91.4 percent) and 262 (8.6 percent) were males 

and females respectively. ThUS, the rural areas lost more 

males than females in the process of inte " - regional 

migration. 

All the ~!al£~!i except three (Arssi, Gojjam and 

Illubabor), sufferred a net-loss of migrants. The region 

that sufferred most net-migration loss happened to be Shewa 

with a net out-migration of 1,119 persons; of which males 

are more than twice as much as females. Shewa is followed 

by Gondar and Wollo with a net out-migration of 368 and 340 
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Table 2.9 Volume of Inter-regional Net-migration by Region. 

Sex and Stream. 1982/83 

Region Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Total 

M F T M F T M F T 

Arssi 32 145 177 32 145 177 

Bale -148 -28 - 176 - 148 -28 -176 

Garno Gofa -132 -18 -150 -132 -18 -150 

Gojjam 35 206 241 -256 74 -182 -221 280 59 

Gondar 54 47 101 -325 -144 -469 -271 -97 -368 

Hararge -224 31 -193 -224 31 -193 

IlIubabor -50 102 52 - 50 102 52 

Kefa 82 82 -151 -24 -175 -151 58 -93 

Shewa -765 -354 -1.119 -765 -35 4 -1.119 

Sidamo -18 -247 -265 - 18 -247 -265 

Wellega -217 -49 -206 -217 -49 -206 

Wollo 30 32 62 -292 -110 -402 -262 - 78 -340 

Total 119 367 486 -2.524 -629 -3.153 -2.405 -262 -2.667 
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persons respectively. In both cases, males out numbered 

females by four times as much. , Arssi, Gojjam and Illubabor, 

as mentioned above, showed net-gain of migrants with net in-

migration of 177, 59 and 52 persons and 

females out-numbered males. 

in each case 

As mentioned earlier, inter-regional migration is sub­

divided into rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to 

rur a l sub-categories of direction of flow. Among these sub­

categories, the flow of people towards the urban centers 

(rural to urban) dominates the flow. The excess of rural 

to urban migration over that of urban to rural amounts to 

31~3 net-out-migration; of which males and females account 

for 2,524 and 629 .persons respectively (see Table 2.9). 

As to the .!:l:!illl£ rural flow of migrants, both the in­

and out-migrants counterbalance each other except in Gojjam, 

Gondar, Kefa and Wollo regions. The total sum of net-in­

migration in these four regions amount to 486 , persons and 

nearly four-fifths of these persons are females (see Table 

2.9). 

2.7 Rate ££ Internal Migration 

A migration rate is the nUr.Jber of migrants related to 

the population at risk, i.e., exposed to migration during the 

given interval of time. This definition assumes that the 

base population is the population 'at risk' and the rate is 

interpreted as a probability measure 1). 

1) Although this does not strictly apply to in-migration 
rate as it is given here because the base population i.e., 
population of the area of destination used in obtaining this 
rate is not at risk. In migration rate, as it is obtainded 
here, can at least be considered as a measure of the impact 
of migration upon the receiving population rather than the 
probability of migration during the year. 



In Table 2.10 are presented the rates for the different 

types of migrations and their sUb-divisions. These include 

rates of intra-regional, inter-regional and net-migrants. 

Each of these rates is further classified into different 

streams: rural !2 rural, rural .!:.£ urban and .!l!:~.!:.£ rural 

direction of flow. The base population for each rate is the 

mid-year population of the respective regions and the 

c·onstant multiplier is 1000. Thus, the rates are to be 

interprated as per 1000 mid-year population of the 

respective region. 

2.7.1 ~ 2! Intra-regional Migration 

The overall rate of intra-regional migration for the 12 

regions amounts to 22.9 per 1000 persons (see Table 2.10). 

Females (27.7 per 1000) appear to be more mo~ile than males 

(18.2 per 1000), i.e., probability of mobility among females 

is higher than among males in intra-regional mobility. 

Comparing the rate of intra-regional migration among 

the r~~!2~~ it is found that the rate is highest in 

Illubabor (35.6 per 1000) followed by Gojjam (33.9) and 

Gondar (33.9) and lowest in Hararge (14 per 1000). In each 

region, the rate is higher for females than for males. 

The rural .!:2 rural rate of intra-regional migration 

appears to be higher (19.6) than the rural to urban (1.2) 

and urban to rural rate (2.1) of migration. In every 

stream, particularly in the rural to rural stream, female 

rate of migration is comparatively higher than that of 

males. In the rural.!:2 rural intra-regional migration, the 

highest rate is observed in Illubabor (32.1) and the lowest 

29 
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is in Kefa (4.9) Females domination over males in the 

rural 1£ rural intra-regional migrations prevails in all 

reg~ons. In the case of rural to urban intra-regional 

migration, the highest rate is found in Bale (6.2) and the 

lowest is in Gojjam (0.1). Al though females slightly 

dom ina te over males in the rura I 1£ ur.ban in tra -reg ional 

migration as a whole, this does not hold for every region. 

The exceptions are noted in the regions of Bale, Gojjam, 

Hararge and Kefa. In these regions, the rates a~e higher 

for males than females in rural l£ ~~ intra-regional 

migration. 

Finally, in the urban to rural direction of flow, the ---
highest rate (18.8) is observed in Kefa followed by Bale 

(4.1). The smallest rate of urban to rural intra-regional 

migration is found in Gojjam (0.4). 

2.1.2 ~ Ef Inter-regional Migration 

The inter-regional migration rates are divided into two 

components, VIZ, in-migration and out-migration rates. Each 

of these is further classified into two types of streams, 

VIZ, rural to rural and urban to rural in the case of the 

former and rural to rural and rural to urban in the case of 

the latter. 

2.1.2.1 ~ Ef Inter-regional In-migration 

The overall rate of inter-regional in-migration amounts 

to 0.9 per 1000 population (see Table 2.10). The overall 

rate for females (1.0) is slightly higher than that for 

males (0.8). Among the regions, the highest rate (3.8) is 

found in Illubabor followed by Bale (2.2), Gondar (1.3) and 



Garno Gofa (1.1). The rates for females are higher than 

those for males in Ar ssi (1.5), Gojjam (1.4), Gondar (1.7), 

Kefa (0.7), and Shewa (0.9). In all other remaining 

regions, the inter-regional in-migration rate is higher for 

males than females. 

Of the two streams of migration, ~~ 12 rural and 

urban 12 rural, the rate for the rural to rural stream (0.7) 

is higher than the rate for the urban l2 rural stream (0.2). 

In the rural to rural stream females have the higher rate 

(0.8) than males (0.6). On the other hand, in the urban to 

rural stream, both sexes have equal rates (0.2). 

In the rural 12 rural stream, the highest rate is 

found in Illubabor (3.3) followed by Bale (1.6), Gojjam and 

Gondar, each with a rate of 1.1 per 1000. The lowest rate 

of the rural to rural in-migration is observed in Hararge 

(0.3). The rate of rural to rural in-migration is higher 

for females than males in almost all regions except for 

Bale, Gamo Gofa, Sidamo & Wellega. In these regions, the 

rate is higher for males than females. 

In urban 12 rural stream, the highest rate is found in 

Bale (0.6) followed by Illubabor (0.5) and Sidamo (0.4). 

The lowest rate of urban to rural in-migration is observed 

in Hararge (0.01) and Wellega (0.01). The rate of urban to 

rural in-migration is h'igher for males than females in all 

the regions 

Kefa (0.02). 

except in Gondar (0.1), Hararge (0.03) and 

2.7.2.2 Rate of Inter-regional Out-migration 

The rate of inter-regional out-migration for th1 12 
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Table 2.10 Rates of Internal Migration by Region. Sex, TYEe of Migration ans Stream, 1982/83 

Intra-regional migration Inter-regional In ter-regional net-
Region Sex rate In-migration rates Out-mig. rates · migration rates 

R/R •• R/U. U/R. Tot. R/R. U/R. Tot. R/R. R/U. Tot. R/R. R/U .. Tot .. 

Arssi M lS.S 1.7 1.1 21.6 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.1 0.1 
F 25.9 1.S 1.6 29.2 1.2 0.3 1.5 1.2 0.1 1.3 0.2 0.2 
T 22.4 1.7 1.3 25.4 0.6 0.2 O.S 0.9 0.2 1.1 0.1 0.1 

Bale M 13.6 6.3 3.S 23.7 1.6 0.7 2.3 1.6 1.3 2.9 -0.6 -0.6 
F 17 . 3 6.2 4.5 27.9 1.5 0.5 2.0 1.5 0.6 2.1 -0.1 -0.1 
T 15.5 6.2 4.1 25.S 1.6 0.6 2.2 1.6 1.0 2.5 -0.4 -0.4 

Garno Gofa M 7.9 O.S 0.5 9. 2 O.S 0.4 1.2 0.9 0.7 1.5 -0.3 -0.3 
F 17.4 1.6 1.4 20.4 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.7 0.3 1.0 
T 12.6 1.2 1.0 14.S O.S 0.3 1.1 0.7 0.5 1.2 -0.1 -0.1 

Gojjam M 24.1 O.S 0.3 25.3 0.9 0.1 1.0 0.9 0.3 1.2 -0.2 -0.2 
F 41.6 0.6 0.4 42.5 1.3 0.1 1.4 1.2 1.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 
T 32.S 0.7 0.4 33.9 1.1 0.1 1.2 1.0 0.2 1.2 0.1 -0.1 0.0 

Gondar M 24.3 1.6 1.1 27.0 0.9 0.1 1.0 0.9 0.7 1.5 0.1 -0.4 -0.2 
F 37.S 2.5 1.0 41. 2 1.4 0.3 1.7 1.4 0.5 1.S 0.1 -0.2 -0.1 
T 30.9 2.0 1.0 33.9 1.1 0.2 1.3 1.1 0.6 1.7 0.1 -0.2 -0.1 

Hararge M 7.7 2.S 1.3 1l.S 0.1 1.0 0.1 0.7 0.7 -0.3 -0.3 
F 12.5 2.3 1.6 16.4 - 0.03 0.03 0.1 1.3 
T 10.0 2.5 1.4 14.0 0. 03 0.01 0.04 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.1 

Illubabor M 27.7 1.9 1.2 30.9 3.2 0.6 3. S 3.2 0.7 4.0 -0.1 -0.1 
F 36.2 2.0 1.9 40.1 3.3 0.4 3.7 3.3 0;1 3.4 0.3 0.3 
T 32.1 2.0 1.6 35.6 3.3 0.5 3.S 3.3 0.4 3.7 0.1 0.1 

Kefa M 3 .5 1.6 16.S 21.S 0.5 0.02 0.5 0 . 5 0.2 0.7 -0 . 2 -0 . 2 
F 6.3 1.3 20.7 2S.3 0.6 0.1 0 . 7 0.5 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.1 
T 4.9 1.4 lS.S 25.1 0.5 0.1 0.6 0. 5 0.1 0.6 -0.1 -0.1 

Shewa M 11.3 0. 5 0.2 0.7 0.5 0.5 1.0 -0.2 -0.2 
F 17.2 0.7 0.2 0.9 O.S 0.3 1.1 -0.1 -O.! 
T 14.3 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.7 0.4 1.1 -0.2 -0.2 

Sidamo M 16.3 1.4 O.S lS.5 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 -0.1 -0.1 
F 29.S 1.S 1.7 33.3 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.5 0. 7 1.3 -0.2 -0:1 
T 23.0 1.6 1.3 25.9 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.6 D.? 1.2 -0.1 -0.1 

Wellega M 22.S 1.1 0.6 24.5 0.4 0.04 0.4 0.4 0.7 1.1 -0.3 -0.3 
F 26.5 1.1 O.S 2S.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.5 -0.1 - 0.1 
T 24.7 1.1 0.7 26.5 0.3 0. 01 0.3 0.3 0.4 0. 7 -0.2 -0.2 

Wollo M 15.2 1.4 0.9 17.5 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.3 0. 4 O.S -0.2 -0 . 2 
F 24.4 1.7 2.1 2S.2 0.4 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.6 -0.1 -0.1 
T 19.5 1.5 1.5 22.S 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.7 -0.2 -0.1 

Total M 15.2 1.2 1.S lS . 2 0.6 0.2 O.S 0.6 0.5 1.2 - 0.0 - 0.3 -0.2 
F 24.1 1.3 2.4 27.7 O.S 0.2 1.0 O.S 0.3 1.0 -0.0 -0.1 
T 19.6 1.2 2.1 22.9 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.7 0.4 1.1 -0.0 -0.2 -0.1 

M 203337 159S3 24293 243613 S31S 2705 11023 S199 5229 1342S 119 -2524 -2405 
F 321771 1695431796 370521 106042365 '12969 10237 2994 13231 367 -629 -262 
T 52510S 32937 560S9 614137 lS922 5070 23992 lS436 8223 26659 486 -3153 -2667 



regions is found to be 1.1 per 1000 population (see Table 

2.10). The rate for males (1.2) is higher than females 

(1.0). Among the regions, Illubabor has experienced the 

highest rate of inter-regional out-migration (3.7) followed 

by Bale (2.5) and Gondar (1.7). Except for Arssi (0.9), 

Gondar (1.5), Hararge (0.7), Shewa (1.0) and Sidamo (1.2), 

males have higher rate than females in all other regions. 

Contrasting the rate of out-migration between the two 

streams of migration, rural 1.2 rural and rural 1.2 ill~ 
the rate for the former (0.7) is higher than the rate for 

the latter (0.4). However, it should be noted that the 

rates for rural to rural in-migration and out-migration are 

similar. This is due to the fact that the volume of rural 

to rural out-migration and in-migration are same in every 

region except in four regions (see section 2.6). 

Concerning the rate for the rural to urban out------ -- -----
migration, the overall rate is 0.4 per 1000. The overall 

rate for males (0.5) is higher than that of females (0.3). 

Among the regions, the highest rate of rural to urban out­

migration is found in Bale (1.0) followed by Sidamo (0.7) 

and Gondar (0.6). In every region, except in Sidamo (0.6), 

males have higher rate than females in rural to urban inter­

regional out-migration. 

In summary, rate of inter-regional out-migration is 

higher than the rate of in-migration. The out-migration 

rate for males is higher than the in-migration rate while 

for females both the rates are the same. The rural to 

urban out-migration rate is twice as much as that of urban 

to rural in-migration rate. In rural to urban out-
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migration, males have the higher rate than females while in 

urban to rural in-migration both sexes have the same rate. 

2.8. ~ 2! Net-migration 

The rates of net-migration indicate the- ra·te at which 

the rural areas. gain or lose people. The overall rate of 

net out-migration for the ' twelve regions is found to be 0.1 

per 1000. This loss of rural people is due to rural to 

urban out - migration. The loss is mainly inccurred by male 

out-migration from rural areas to urban areas (see Table 

2.10). 

Examination of Table 2.10 shows that net inter-

regional rural 1£ rural migration rate is approximately 

zero. However, that of rural 12 urban net inter-regional 

out-migration rate is 0.2 per 1000 for both sexes, 0.3 for 

males while females net inter-regional Out-migration rate is 

0.1. The region with the highest rate of net out-migration 

is Bale (-0.4) followed by Shewa (-0.2) and Well ega (-0.2). 

All other regions have rate of net out-migration equal to 

0.1 with the exception of Arssi and Illubabor which have a 

rate of net in - migration of 0.1 each and Gojjam with the 

rate of net-migration approximately equal to zero. In the 

majority of the regions, the rate of net out-migration is 

higher for males than females in rural to urban inter­

regional migration. 

2.9 Inter-regional ~ 2! Migrants 

To show the distributive effect of internal migration 

on population, inter-regional flows (streams) of migration 

• The survey is limitHI to the rural areas' only. 



are presented by cross tabulating region of origin by region 

of destination and by type of migration. Tables 2.11 and 

2.12 show the stream of flows among the 14 regions, of which 

two regions (Tigray and Eriteria) were not included in 

ESVRS. Table 2.11, presents inter-regional in-migrants by 

region of origin and distination, for both sexes. The data 

in d i cat e t hat the 1 2 r e'g ion s co v ere din E S V R S r e c i eve d 

migrants from 14 regions (including Tigray and Eriteria). 

Table 2.12 presents inter-regional out-migrants by region of 

origion and destination, for both sexes. The 12 regions 

covered in ESVRS possibly have sent their out-migrants to 14 

regions including Tigray and Eritrea, though this phenomena 

have not been indicated in the data because Tigray and 

Eritrea were not covered. Table 2.13, which is a by_product 

of Tables 2.11 and 2.12, gives the net exchange of 

migrants between the regions. 

There are two separate net inter-regional migration 

included in Table 2.13. The figures given at the bottom 

line of the table indicate the net loss or gain of each 

regions shown at the top line to the 11 regions while the 

figures in the last column give the net loss or gain of 

migrants by each region. To give specific example, Arssi 

has a net-out-migration of 210 persons, while it has a 

net in-migration of 156 persons Note that the intra­

regional migrations are not included in Tables 2.11 and 

2.12. 

Thus, from Tables 2.11 and 2.12, it can be seen that 

the great bulk of inter-regional migration are short 

distance migrations, i.e., most of the exchange of migrants 

are between and among contiguous regions (see Figure 2.1). 
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The pair of regions that are mostly involved in the 

interchange of migrants include: Arssi and Bale; Arssi and 

Shewa; Bale and Shewa; Gamo Gofa and Sidamo; Gojjam and 

Gondar, Gojjam and Wollo; Gondar and Wollol Illubabor and 

We 11 ega ; an d She w a and a 11 the reg ion s h a v in g a com m on 

border with Shewa. 

As indicated in Table 2.11, 23,992 persons in-migrated 

into the 12 regions, while, as indicated in Table 2.12, 

26,659 persons out-migrated from the 12 regions. It should 

be. noted that, since ESVRS is based in the rural areas, all 

in-migrants have one destination, that is rural areas of the 

regions included in ESVRS. But all out-migrants have 

alternative destinations, that is either the rural or urban 

areas of the regions included in ESVRS or the rural or urban 

areas of Tigray and Eritrea or other areas not included in 

ESVRS. Therefore, the number of out-migrants noted to be 

higher than in-migrants in this study is not inconsistent. 

Among the in-migrants, the largest number moved into 

rural Shewa (23.3%) followed by rural Gojjam (13.7%), rural 

Sidamo (12.2%), rural Gondar (10.2%) and rural Illubabor 

(10.2%). Among the in-migrants to Shewa, the largest number 

came from Sidamo (1517), Kefa (1192), Hararge (819), Wollo 

(567) and Wellega (238). And a.ll these regions have a 

common border with Shewa. Gojjam recieved most of its in-

migrants from Gondar (2,658), Wollo (320 ) and Wellega (115) 

which are also contiguous regions. Similarly, Sidamo 

recieved most of its in-migrants from Shewa (974), Illubabor 

(705), Hararge (407), Garno Gofa (404) and Bale (211) - all 

of these regions except Illubabor and hararge have a common 



Table 2.11 Inter-regional In - migrants by Region of Origin and Des tinat ion. Both Sexes , 1982/83* 

Region 
Region of Origin Share 

of Gamo Hara- Illu- Well- Erit- of 

Destination Arssi Bale Gof f a Gojjam Gonder rge babor Kefa Shewa Sidamo ega Wallo Tigray rea Total Region 

Arssi 376 247 57 857 32 19 93 1,681 6 . 9 

Bale 594 4 51 4 149 15 17 7 93 910 1.8 

Gamo Gam 13 11 7 13 9 9 55 692 199 13 I, 120 4.7 

Gojjam 2,658 39 40 94 11 5 320 31 3, 297 13.7 

Gondar 864 34 131 15 1,343 15 35 2,437 10.2 

Hararge 31 31 31 93 0.4 

Illubabor 91 50 228 80 233 6 104 1,634 25 2,451 10.2 

Kefa 301 460 75 229 58 16 1,139 4.7 

Shewa 768 144 256 88 819 1,192 1,517 238 567 5,589 23 . 3 

Sidamo 20 211 404 407 705 974 70 132 2,923 12.2 

Wellega 48 90 369 52 130 125 814 3.4 

Wallo 81 31 56 100 203 81 587 74 30 295 1,538 6.4 

Total 1,486 979 715 1,220 2,846 1,979 1,424 1,619 3,474 2,524 2,036 2,745 III 834 23,992 100 

Share of 
Region 6.2 4.1 3.0 5.1 IJ.9 8.2 5.9 6.7 14.3 10.5 8.5 IJ.4 0.5 3.5 100 

• Note that t he figures given in t his Table include only inter- regional In-mi grat ions and exclude inter- national in-migrations. 

'" ... 
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border with Sidamo. 

Among the out-migrants the great majority originated 

from rural Shewa (25.2%) followed by Gojjam (12.1%), Sidamo 

(12.0%), Gondar (10.2%) and Illubabor (9%). The majority of 

the out-migrants from Shewa headed towards Sidamo (1557), 

Hararge (1338), Kefa (1298), Arssi (892) and Wollo (639). 

Of those who out-migrated from Gojjam, the majority headed 

towards Gondar (2,383~ and Wollo (414). Si milarly, of those 

who out-migranted from Sidamo, the majority headed towards 

Shewa (974), Illubabor (756) and Hararge (543) (see Table 

2.12). All the sending and recieving regions, with the 

exceptions of Illubabor, have a common border with each 

other (see Figure 2.1). 

From the net stream of migration, it can be observed 

that the overall net out-migration amounts to 2,667 (see 

Table 2.13). Except for few regions, most of the regions 

covered in ESVRS are sending migrants to other areas. In 

general, Shewa lost a sUbstantial number of migrants to its 

contiguous regions (see Table 2.13, and Figure 2.1). From 

the Table it can be observed that Shewa lost 323 migrants to 

the 11 regions covered in ESVRS, however this figure rises 

to 1,120 if Tigray and Eritrea are included. Similar 

changes are also noticed for other regions. The other major 

losing regions include Wallo, Gondar and Bale. However, the 

great loss of migrants incurred by Shewa may be attributed 

to its large size, irregular shape, and large concentration 

of population. That is,Shewa is centrally located and 

surrounded by numerous regions, that make relatively easier 

for migrants from this region to cross boundaries and move 

to the neighboring regions. 



Table 2.12 Inter-regional Out Migrant s by Region of origin and Destination, Both sexes , 1982 / 83* 

Region of Destination 
Share Region 

of Gamo Hara- Illu- Well- Erit- of 

Or igin Arssi Bale Goffa Gojjam Gonder rge bab or Kefa Shewa Sidamo ega Wollo Tigray rea Total Regions 

Arss i 268 247 22 857 92 19 1,505 5.6 

Bale 700 4 82 8 149 7 17 7 101 1,075 4.0 

Gamo Gofa 13 117 13 9 439 465 199 13 1.268 4.8 

Gojjam 2.383 136 94 115 414 94 3.236 12.1 

Gondar 900 34 131 15 121 1.343 38 136 2.718 10. 2 

Hararge 31 31 224 286 1.1 

Illubabor 91 50 228 80 203 6 104 1, 608 25 2.395 9.0 

Kefa 22 286 460 223 167 58 16 1.232 4.6 

Shewa 892 114 60 248 152 1.338 1.298 1.557 363 639 48 6.709 25.2 

Sidamo 96 535 543 756 974 70 214 3.188 12 .0 

We llega 48 130 407 199 130 41 125 1.080 4.0 

Wollo 81 23 56 119 213 173 526 57 30 444 220 1. 942 7.3 

Total 1.696 726 898 1.217 2.654 2.834 1. 449 1.903 3.797 2.56 1 2.256 2.849 578 1.216 26 . 659 100 

Share of REgion 6.4 2.7 3.4 4.6 10.0 10.6 5 . 4 7.1 14.2 9 . 6 8.5 10. 7 2.2 4.6 100 

• Note that the figures in this Table include only i nter-regional out -migrations and exclude inter- national migrations . 

Co> 
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Table 2.13 Net Inter-regional Migration by Region of Origin and Destination, Both Sexes, 1982/83 

Region of Origin 
Region of 
Destination Arssi Bale Gamo Gofa Gojjam Gonder Hararge Illubabor Kefa Shewa Sidamo Wellega We110 Tigray 

Arssi 108 - 20 35 60 

Bale - 106 -31 -4 8 

Gamo Gofa 9 -384 277 

Gojjam 275 -97 40 - 94 

Gonder -36 -121 -23 

Hararge 31 

Il~ubabor 30 26 

Kefa 22 15 -1 48 62 

Shewa -124 -60 8 - 64 - 519 -106 40 -125 -72 

Sidamo 20 115 - 131 - 136 - 51 

Wellega -40 - 38 -1 47 -41 

Wollo 8 -19 -1 0 -92 61 17 -444 

Total -210 253 -183 3 192 - 875 -25 -284 -323 - 37 -220 -104 -467 

Eritrea 

93 

- 32 

- 63 

-1 01 

-224 

-48 

-82 

70 

- 382 

Total 

156 

- 165 

- 148 

61 

-281 

- 193 

56 

-93 

-1,120 

-265 

-266 

-404 

-2 ,667 

.. ... 
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CHAPTER III -
CHARACTERISTICS OF INTERNAL MIGRANTS !!!.!? .;;;.LO;;.;C;.;;A~L MOVERS 

Studies on internal migration have indicated 

quantitatively and qualitatively that migrants are a 

selective group of persons of particular characteristics and 

trai ts. The propensity of migrants to change residence 

varies markedly with age. The age of mobility takes place 

as adulthood is attained. The ten dency to migrate 1s 

usually higher among the unmarried than the married persons. 

Migrants a re persons who have better personal contacts at 

the places of destinations than the non-migrants. They 

usually migrate either to join relatives or friends who had 

previously migrate d . Moreo ve r, the profile of migrants 

depends on the type of migration and the main re ason for 

mi gr ation. Th e profile also varies according to country and 

level of deve lopment. 

In this section, with the data at hand, some of the 

above generalization will be investigated. The 

investigation will focus on the age and sex structure, 

marital status and relation of migrants to the head of 

household. The analysis will be done for the lo ca l movers, 

intra-regional and inter-regional migrants. Both the inter­

re gional and intra-regional migrants are further sub­

classified into rural !2 rural, rural !2 urban and urban to 

rural migrants. 

3. 1 Age-Sex Specific Rates of Int erna l Migration ~ Local 

Mo ves . 

Ag e-sex specific rates are defi ned as the number of in-



or out-migrants in a given age and sex per 1000 mid-year 

population of the same age and sex. The rates are intended 

to show the extent at which the rural areas of each region 

receive from or send to migrants from the rural and urban 

centers of other regions or the urban centers of the same 

region. Thus, the discussion in this section will focus on 

the age-sex specific rates of intra-regional and inter­

regional migrants. 

3.1.1 Age-Sex Specific Rates of Local Moves 

The age-sex specific rates of local mo ve ments, which 

are based on per 1000 rural population of the respective 

regions, indicate that the overall rate of local move.ments 

during the reference period amounted to 12.1 per 1000 total 

rural population of the regions under consideration. The 

overall rate of local movement for females is higher (13.5 

per 1000 total rural female population) than that for males 

(10.1 per 1000 total rural male population) (see Table 3.1). 

Among the regions, Gondar has the highest rate (20.4 

per 1000 total rural population of the region) of local 

movements followed by Gojjam (19.1 per 1000 total rural 

population of the region) and Wollo (18.2 per 1000 total 

rural population of the region). On the otherhand, Sidamo 

has the lowest rate of local movement (6.1 per 1000) 

followed by Shewa <1.0 per 1000) and Hararge <1.9 per 1000). 

Females have the highest rate of local movements in every 

region with the exception of Arssi and Gondar where males 

have the highest rate of local movements. 

Considering the rate of local movements by age of 

movers, it is found that both males and females in the age 
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* "Table 3.1 Rates of Local tbves by Age, Sex and Region, 1982/83 

Region Sex <5 5- 14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ H/S Total 

Arssi M 10.8 10.3 22.5 16.4 2.9 4.6 29.1 11.2 
F 8.0 7.6 21.1 13.4 2.6 6.8 104.3 9.4 
T 9.4 9.0 21.8 14.6 2.7 5.7 66.7 10.3 

Bale M 13 .4 15. 1 16.2 11.8 2.7 4.2 45.3 11.9 
F 11 .3 13.9 27.8 6.9 7.0 16.4 48.2 13.6 
T 12.3 14.5 21.6 8.8 5.1 10. 1 46.5 12.3 

GarrO Gofa M 7.7 9.8 10 . 3 6 .2 2. 1 1.7 7.1 
F 11.4 9.9 43.9 21.1 9 .8 7 . 4 - 16.7 
T 9.6 9.8 27.3 14.5 5.8 4.4 - 11.9 

Cbjjam M 13 .4 18.2 51.3 12.7 4. 2 5.9 29.7 18.5 
F 14.6 19.9 47.3 9.8 8.9 10.7 62.5 19.8 
T 14.0 19.0 49.2 11. 1 6.4 8.2 46.0 19.1 

Cbndar M 13.1 20.5 56.0 18.6 4.7 4.4 15.9 20.8 
F 15.1 19.9 45.1 10.8 10.0 10.5 67.9 20.0 
.T 14.1 20.2 50.6 14.4 7.2 7.1 44.1 20.4 

Hararge M 5.5 5.1 9.3 4.3 2.6 1.7 3.3 5.0 
F 5.6 7.4 31.8 8.6 4.9 8.1 51.4 11.0 
T 5.5 6.2 21.0 6 .7 3 . 7 4.5 26.0 7.9 

Illubabor M 12.8 19.0 31.9 16.1 9.9 9.3 158 .8 16.6 
F 15.8 19.3 35.6 14.2 7.9 16.0 - 17.5 
T 14.3 19.1 33.7 15.0 8.8 12.7 97.3 17.1 

Kefa M 5.7 8.6 18.2 11.8 4.9 5.0 178.7 9.0 
F 10.2 9.5 27.5 15.6 10.6 10.4 342.5 13.7 
T 8.0 9.0 22.8 14.0 7.8 7.5 254.3 11.3 

Shewa M 4.9 6.5 16.8 5.3 2.1 1.5 4.8 6.3 
F 5.6 6.7 21.8 5.1 2.5 5.6 4.6 7.6 
T 5.2 6.6 19.2 5.2 2.3 3.4 4.7 7.0 

Sidano M 6.0 5.0 11 . 1 6.6 0.8 1.2 5.4 
F 6.1 5.9 22.6 5 . 4 3 .2 5.1 7.1 8.0 
T 6.0 5.5 16.8 5.9 2.0 3.0 3 . 9 6 . 7 

\\e11ega M 8.4 16.2 31.7 16.2 5.4 6.7 155 . 6 14.7 
F 12 . 1 18.8 42.6 8.1 5.4 10.8 248.0 17.5 
T 10.2 17.5 37.3 11.5 5.4 8.8 203.1 16.1 

1*:>110 M 11.5 21.9 30.1 16,3 3.7 3.9 33.6 14.8 
F 11.7 25.3 62.7 19.7 8.8 7.8 121.3 21.6 
T 11.6 23.5 45.6 18.2 6.4 5.8 7UJ 18.2 

'lbtal M 8.3 11.4 25 .2 10.4 3.3 3.5 27.2 10.7 
F 9.4 12.4 34.7 10.2 6.0 8.3 30.3 13.5 
T 8.9 11.9 29.9 10.3 4.7 5.8 29.1 12.1 

* Rate per 1000 mid-year pop.liation . 



group 15-24 have the highest rate (25.2, 34.1 and 29.9 per 

1000 llIale, female and total rural population of both sexes 

in the age group 15-24 respectively) of local movements than 

any other age group and this holds true for each sex in 

every region. The rates of local movements for both sexes 

turn out to be the lowest in the age group 35-49 years and 

this also holds true for every region except in Gondar and 

Gamo Gofa. However, the age of lowest rate of local 

movements by males and females separetely shows a slight 

variation from region to region (see Table 3.1). 

3.1.2 Age-Sex Specific Rates of Intra-regional Migration 

The age-sex specific rates of intra-regional migrants 

are calculated for the ~~ 1£ urban and ~~ to rural 

migrations within a given region, where the former is an 

out-migration to the rural areas. Table 3.2 and 3. 3 present 

the age-sex specific rates of rural to urban and urban to 

rural intra-regional migration respectively. 

Considering the age-sex specific rates of the rural to 

urban intra-regional migration, it is found that the overall 

rate turns out to be 1.2 per 1000 mid -year rural population 

of all ages of the 12 regions under study (see Table 3.2). 

The rate for the females (1.3) is slightly higher than the 

rate for males (1.2). Concerning the age-specific rates, 

the highest rate of rural to urban migration is observed in 

age group 15-24 years, with the rate being 3.1 per 1000 mid­

year population. This holds for both males and females, 

a1 though the rate for females (3.2) is slightly higher than 

the rate for males (3.0). The second highest rate of out­

migration from rural to urban aroeas is observed in the age-
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* Table 3.2 Rates of Intera-regional Rural to Urban Migration by Age, 

Sex and Region, 1982/83 

Region Sex <5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ N/S Total 

Arssi M 1.3 1.5 3.8 0.5 1.9 0.9 29.1 1.7 
F 0.7 .1.5 5.3 0.7 1.2 1.2 145.7 1.8 
T 1.0 1.5 4.5 0.6 1.5 1.1 87.4 1.7 

Bale M 3.4 6.1 18.0 6.7 1.3 2.1 6.3 
F 3.5 6.4 17.7 3.1 3.3 4.6 6.2 
T 3.5 6.3 17.8 4.5 2.4 3.3 6.2 

Garno Gofa M 0.5 0.4 1.0 2.5 0.5 0.4 0.8 
F 1.9 0.5 5.2 1.4 1.7 1.6 
T 1.2 0.5 3.1 1.9 0.2 1.0 1.2 

Gojjam M 0.1 0.8 2.0 0.9 0.5 0.7 0.8 
F 0.4 0.5 1.5 0.7 0.2 0.6 
T 0.2 0.7 1.7 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.7 

Gondar M 1.1 1.1 3.9 2.6 1.0 0.5 1.6 
F 0.8 2.8 5.8 2.1 1.1 1.0 2.5 
T 0.9 1.9 4.8 2.3 1.1 0.7 2.0 

Hararge M 0.7 2.2 7.3 4.9 1.6 1.6 2.8 
F 1.4 2.4 3.9 2 .5 1.6 1.0 2.3 
T 1.1 2.3 5.5 3.6 1.6 1.3 2.5 

IlJubabor M 2.1 1.3 3.9 3.3 1.0 1.2 1.9 
F 2.6 2.6 3.4 2.1 0.7 0.8 2.0 
T 2.3 1.9 3.6 2.6 0.8 1.0 2.0 

Kefa M 0.9 1.2 4.3 1.4 0.5 0.5 92.9 1.6 
F 0.3 1.2 3.0 1.1 0.7 1.1 71. 9 1.3 
T 0.6 1.2 3.1 1.2 0.6 0.7 83.2 1.4 

Shew a M 
F 
T 

Sidamo M 0.1 0.8 4.1 1.6 0.8 0.7 1.4 
F 1.4 1.6 4.5 1.1 0.7 1.1 1.8 
T 1.2 1.2 4.3 1.3 0.7 0.9 1.6 

WelJega M 0.6 1.0 2.2 1.7 1.2 0.2 1.1 
F 0.5 0.7 3.5 1.0 0.3 0.6 1.1 
T 0.6 0.9 2.9 1.3 0.7 0.4 1.1 

Wollo M 1.1 0.8 3.6 2.4 0.8 0.5 1.4 
F 1.1 1.5 4.3 3.0 0.3 1.0 1.7 
T 1.1 1.2 4.0 2.7 0.7 0.7 1.5 

Total M 0 .7 0.9 3.0 1.7 0.7 0.5 5.4 1.2 
F 0.8 1. 2 3.2 1.2 0.5 0.7 3.9 1.3 
T 0.7 1.1 3.1 1.4 0.6 0.6 4.5 1.2 

* Rate per 1,000 mid-year population. 



group 25-34 followed by that in the age group 5-14. The 

rates are 1.4 and 1.1. per thousandm id-year population 

respect-ivel-y. Male out-migrants in the age group 25-34 have 

higher rate (1.7) than their female counterparts (1.2). On 

the other hand, females in the age group 5-14 have higher 

rate (1.2) than males (0.9). The age-sex specific migration 

rate, in general, rises with age, reaching its maximum at 

age group 15-24 and then continues to decline thereafter. 

Among the regions J Bale ha s the highest rate (6.2) of 

rural to urban migration. The overall finding of highest 

concentration of rural to urban intra-regional migrants in 

the age-group 15-24 also holds for each of the ~egions, 

although its magnitude varies from one region to another. 

It ranges from lowest 1.7 in Gojjam to highest 17.8 in ,Bale. 
/ 

Consistent with the overall finding, one also finds highest 

concentration of males and females in the age group 15-24, 

although the rates for each sex vary between the regions. 

In Bale, Gojjam, Hararge, Illubabor and Kefa the rates for 

males are higher than the rates for females in the age group 

15-24, while the converse is true in other regions (see 

Table 3.2). The overall inverted U-shaped relationship 

observed between age and migration rate also holdS in every 

region. 

The age-sex migration rates of intr~-regional urban 12 
rural migrants are provided in Table 3.3. These data 

represent the rate of in-migration of persons from urban 

areas to rural areas of the indicated region. The overall 

rate of urban !2 rural migration turns out to be 2.1 per 

1000 mid-year population of the rural areas of the 12 

regions. The corresponding rate of rural to urb~n migration 
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* Table 3.3 Rates of Intra-re~ional Urban to Rural Migrants b~ 

A~, Sex and Reeion, 1982L83 

Region Sex 5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ NjS Total 

Arssi M 1.7 0.6 1.9 1.2 1.3 29.1 1.1 
F 1.0 1.6 2.6 1.2 1.1 1.2 145 . 7 1.6 
T 1.3 1.1 2.2 0.7 1.2 1.2 87.4 1.3 

Bale ~l 3.4 3.6 7.0 4.4 1.9 2.5 3.8 
F 2 . 9 4 .2 9.2 2.8 2.9 6.1 39 . 8 4 .5 
T 3.1 3.9 8 .0 3 . 4 2.5 4 . 2 15 .5 4 . 1 

Gano Gofa 1.1 0.8 0.4 0.5 1. 3 0.1 ~ 0.5 
F 1.9 0.8 2 .0 2.0 2.2 1.4 
T 1.3 0.6 1.3 1.7 0.1 1.0 0.9 

Gojjam ~I 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5 0.1 0.3 
F 0.4 0.2 1.1 0.3 0.2 0.4 
T 0.3 0.2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.4 

Gondar 1,1 1.3 0.8 1.2 1.5 1.1 1.1 1.1 
F 0.4 1.2 2 ,0 0 . 3 1.1 0,2 0,9 
T 0.8 1.0 1.6 0.9 1.1 0.7 1.0 

Ilararge ~I 0,6 1.2 2.8 1.2 1.1 0 . 8 1.3 
F 1.2 1.6 2.2 2 , 3 1.3 1.2 1.6 
T 0.9 1.0 2 .5 1.8 1.2 1.0 1.5 

Illubabor ~I 2,1 0.8 3.6 1.1 0.4 1.2 
F 1.7 2.4 4,0 2.3 0.5 0,6 1.9 
T 1.9 1.6 3.8 1.8 0.3 0.5 1.6 

Ke fa ~I 14.7 22.0 31. 7 15.2 4.4 8.2 92,9 16.8 
F 18.2 16.2 42.9 20.1 13.2 19.4 250.7 20,7 
T 16,5 19.2 37,2 1S.1 S.8 13.4 165.8 18.8 

Shewa ~I 

F 
T 

Sidano M 1.4 0 . 4 2.0 1.0 0,4 0.8 
F 1.7 0.9 4.8 1.9 0.7 0,9 1.7 
T 1.5 0,6 3.4 1.5 0.6 0.4 1.3 

\\'e llega hI 0.6 0,7 0.5 0.9 0,7 0,2 0,6 
F 0,5 0.5 2.0 0.6 1.0 0 ,8 0.8 
T 0,6 0.6 1.3 0.7 0,9 0,5 0,7 

Wollo M 1.0 0.7 2.0 1.4 0.3 0,3 0.9 
F 1.1 1.5 2.5 2.0 0.3 0 .6 8,5 1.3 
T 1.0 1.1 2,2 1.7 0.3 0.4 3.7 1.1 

Total M 1.7 2,0 3.3 1.9 0.8 0,9 5 . 4 1.8 
F 2.0 1.8 4 .6 2.6 1.7 1.9 9.5 2.4 
T 1.9 1.9 3.9 2,3 1.2 1.3 7 . 9 2.1 

* Rate per 1000 mid-year popul ation. 



was only 1.2 per 1000 mi d-ye a r population. It indicates 

that within a region the rural areas are receiving more 

people from the regional urban centers than the number of 

people the former sends to the latter. The overall rate of 

intra-regional urban to rural migration is higher for 

females (2.4) than males (1.8). And this holds true for all 

age groups except for the age-group 5-14. Considering age­

specific rate, this is found to be highest in the age-group 

15 - 24 ( 3.9 ) followe d by 25-34 (2.3). And this holds true 

for both males and females, although the rate for the latter 

is higher than the former. These rates for males and 

females are 3.3 and 4.6 in age grpup 15-24 and 1.9 and 2.6 
• 

in age-group 25-34. . ~ 
Comparing the rate of ~u~r~b~a~n l2 ~~ migration among 

th e reg ion s, it i s observed that ke f a had the highest rate 

(18.8) followed by Bale (4.1). The rates by age and sex in 

Kefa appear to be relatively higher compared to similar 

rates in any other region. This implies that there is a 

good deal of mobility of people from urban to rural areas in 

kefa. Consistent with th~ overall findings it is to be 

noted also that in every region, except for Garno Gofa, 

persons aged 15-24 years have the highest rate of in­

migration from urban areas to rural areas of their 

respective regions, and the rates for females are higher 

than the rates- for males in almost all age groups in every 

region. Although the pattern of age selectivity of 

migration is the same in every region, its magnitude varies 

from one region to the other. 
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Figure 3.1 compares the rates of intra-regional 

migration by age, sex and stream of migration. As can be 

observed from the Figure, both male and female intra­

regional migrants, irrespective of their direction of 

movement, have the highest concentration at age group 15-24 

years. However, females who migrated from urban to rural 

areas have the higher rate than males who moved in the same 

direction. Females have also higher rate than males in the 

reverse direction (i.e., rural to urban). In general, the 

rates for both sexes in both streams rise with age and reach 

its maximum point at age 15-24 years and then fall gradually 

until age 35-49 years and thereafter the age pattern of 

migration varies by sex and stream. The rate for rural to 

urban male migrants countinues to fall while that of rural 

to urban female migrants shows slight increase after age 35-

49 years. However, the rate for urban to rural migrants of 

both sexes rises after age 35-49 years (see Figure 3.1). 

3.1.3 Age-Sex Specific Rates of Inter-regional Migration 

The age-sex specific rates of inter-regional migrations 

refer to the degree of mobility of people by age and sex 

between the regions. The rates are based on migration from a 

common origin to common distination i.e., ~~~~ !£ rural, 

~l !£ urban and urban !£ rural streams of migration. 

Tables 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6 present the data on age-sex specific 

rates of the rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to 

rural migration, respectively. 

The overall rate of rural to rural inter-regional 

migration amounts to 0.7 for both sexes, with 0.6 for males 

and 0.8 for females (see Table 3.4). The highest rate of 
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Table 3.4 Rates* of Inter-regional Rural to Rural Migration by 

Age I Sex and Region I 1982/83 

Region Sex 5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ N/S Total 

Arssi M 0.5 0.5 1.5 0.3 1.5 0.5 
F 0.3 0.6 6.4 0.9 1.2 
T 0.4 0.6 3.9 0 .5 0.2 0 .8 0.9 

Bale M 2.2 1.5 1.5 1.3 1.5 1.0 18 . 1 1.6 
F 1.4 0.6 4.3 0.8 1.0 2.7 L5 
T 1.8 1.1 2.8 1.0 1.2 1.8 11.1 1.6 

GaJID Gofa M 0 . 1 0 . 8 1.8 1.6 0.5 0.8 
F 0.4 0.4 3.0 0.4 0.2 0.7 
T 0.2 0.6 2.4 0.9 0.2 0.1 0 . 7 

Gojjam M 1.1 0.2 2.6 1.4 0.2 0.4 0.9 
F 1.4 1.5 2.7 1.3 1.0 1.4 
T 1.2 0.8 2.6 1.4 0.1 0.7 1.1 

Gondar 11 1.7 0.5 2.1 0 . 7 0 .3 0 . 9 
F 1.6 0.8 3.3 2.1 0.3 0.3 1.4 
T 1.7 0.6 2.7 1.4 0.3 0.2 1.2 

Hararge ~l 0 .2 0 . 3 0.2 
F 
T 0.1 0.2 0.0 

Illubabor M 2.4 3.3 6.8 3.3 3.2 1.2 2.2 3.2 
F 3.5 2.9 8.5 3.3 2.6 0.8 3.3 
T 2.9 3.1 7.6 3.3 2.9 1.0 1.4 3.3 

Kefa M 0.4 0.9 0.4 0.7 0.0 0.0 15.9 0.5 
F 0.4 0.5 1.0 0.8 0.4 0.5 2.7 0.6 
T 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.8 0 .2 0.2 9.8 0.5 

Shewa Iv! 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.5 0 . 4 0 . 1 1.8 0.5 
F 0.7 0 .6 1.8 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.8 
T 0.7 0 .6 1.3 0.6 0 .5 0 .2 1.0 0 . 7 

SidaJID M 0.5 0.4 1.6 0.5 0.5 0 . 1 ~ 0.6 
F 0.3 0.3 0.9 0.9 0.4 0.7 12.4 0.5 
T 0.4 0.3 1.3 0.8 0.4 0.4 6.7 0 .6 

Wellega M 0.2 0.1 0.4 1.4 0.8 0.1 0.4 
F 0.4 0 .2 .- 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.3 
T 0.3 0 .2 0 .2 0 .9 0 .6 0.3 0.3 

Wollo 11 0.4 0.3 1.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 
F 0.7 0.3 1.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.4 
T 0.5 0.3 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.4 

Total M 0.7 0.5 1.3 B.7 0.4 0.2 2.2 0 .6 
F 0.7 0.6 1.9 0.8 0.4 0.5 1.2 0.8 
T 0 .7 0.5 1.6 0.8 0.4 0.3 1.6 0.7 

* Rate per 1000 mid-year population. 



rural to rural inter-regional migration is observed for 

persons aged 1S-24 years, the rate being 1. 3 for male, 1.9 

for female and 1.6 for both sexes. Persons aged 25-34 years 

have the second highest rate (0.8) in the rural to rural 

inter-regional migration. Inter-regio.Jal rural to rural 

migration rates for males and females are almost the same 

except for the age-groups 15-24 and 50 and over. In these 

two age groups, rates for females are relatively higher than 

males. 

The rates of rural 1£ rural inter-regional migration 

vary from r egion to region. Illubabor has the highest rate 

(3.3) of rur al to rural inter-regional migration and the 

least rate is observed in Hararge. The overall finding of 

highest concentration of rural to rural inter-regional 

migrants in the age group 15-.24 is also observed in almost 

every region except Wellega. In this region, the 

highest concentration was observed in the age group 25-34. 

However, the rates at the peak age-group vary substantially 

from one region to anothe r. At the peak age, the rate is 

higher for females than males in almost every region except 

for Sidamo and Wellega. However, this pattern of male­

female diffe r ence is not always true with respect to other 

ages which vary from age group to age group and from region 

to region (see Table 3.4). 

Pertaining to the rates of ~~ 1£ urban migration, 

the data in Table 3.5 indicate an overall rate of 0.3 which 

is lower than the overall rate (0.7) for the rural to rural 

migration. However, unlike the rural to rural, the overall 

rate of rural to urban migration for males (0.4) is higher 

than for females (0.2). The rural to urban inter-regional 

53 



54 

Table 3.5 Rates* of Inter-regional Rural to Urban Migration by 

Age, Sex and Region, 1982/83 

Region Sex 5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ N/S Total 

Arssi ~! 1.1 2.1 0.4 
F 0.2 0.5 0.1 
T 0.1 0.8 0.9 0.2 

Bale M 0.7 1.1 3.8 0 .9 0.6 0.5 1.3 
F 0 .5 0 . 4 1.5 0.4 1.2 0.6 
T 0.6 0 . 8 2.7 0 .6 1.0 0.3 0.9 

Gano Gofa M 0.7 2.1 0 .8 0.1 0.5 0 . 7 
F 0.3 0 . 1 0.6 0.3 0.1 0.6 0.3 
T 0.1 0.4 1.3 0.5 0 . 1 0.6 0.5 

Gojjam M 0.2 0.6 0 . 8 0.2 0.3 
F 
T 0.1 0.3 0.4 0 . 1 0.1 

Gondar M 0.2 0 . 1 2.0 0 .4 
F 0.3 0.8 0.9 0.5 
T 0.2 0.5 1.5 0.4 

Hararge ~I 0 . 7 0.5 0.3 0.2 
F 
T 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 

Illubabor 11 0.1 1.0 1.2 0.8 0.1 1.0 0.7 
F 0 . 4 0.2 0.1 0 . 1 
T 0 . 1 0.7 0.7 0 .3 0.1 0.5 0.4 

Kefa M 0.1 0.8 0.4 0.2 
F 0 . 2 0.1 0.5 0.1 
T 0 . 1 0.1 0 .6 0.1 

Sllewa II 0.1 0.2 1.2 1.4 0 . 2 0 . 4 0.5 
F 0.0 0.4 0.8 0.1 0.2 0.3 
T 0 . 0 0.3 1.0 0.7 0.1 0 .3 0.4 

Sidamo M 0 . 1 0.1 1.2 0 .6 0 .6 0 . 4 
F 0.4 0 .5 1.6 0.2 0.1 0.6 0.6 
T 0.2 0.3 1.4 0 . 4 0.5 0.2 0.5 

We llega M 0.0 1.5 0.2 
F 0 .3 0 . 0 
T 0.0 0.9 0 . 1 

Wollo M 0 . 2 0.1 1.0 1.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 
F 0 .2 0 . 3 0.5 0.1 0.0 0 . 1 0.2 
T 0.2 0 .2 0 . 7 0.6 0.1 0 . 3 0.3 

Total M 0.1 0.2 1.2 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.4 
F 0.1 0.3 0.6 0.1 0 . 1 0 . 1 0.2 
T 0.1 0.2 0.9 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.3 

* P~te per 1000 midyear Population. 



migrants also tend to concentrate in the age-group 15-24, 

wIth a rate of 0.9 per thousand mid-year population. At 

this peak age-group, the rate for males (1.2) is two times 

higher than that of females (0.6). The finding of 

relatively lower rates of rural to urban stream of migration 

indicates that job opportunities in urban areas are not very 

attractive. Among the regions, Bale has relatively the 

highest rate (0.9) of rural to urban migration and the 

lowest is in Wellega, Kefa, Hararge, and Gojjam (0.1 for 

each region). In all regions, except GOjjam, persons aged 

15-24 years· have the highest rate of rural to urban 

migration. However, the oagnitude of the rates vary from 

one region to the other. 

Considering the urban 12 rural migration, the rate 

appears to be very 1 wo compared to the rates for the rural 

to rural and rural to urban stream of migration. As 

presented in Table 3.6, the overall rate of urban to rural 

migration amounts to 0.2 and both males and females have 

equal rates, 0.2. Persons aged 15-24 years have the highest 

rate (0.5) followed by those aged 25-34 years (0.3). The 

rate for females (0.6) is higher than the rate for males 

(0.5) in the age group 15-24 while the rate for males (0.4) 

is higher than the rate for females (0.1) in the age group 

25-34 years. 

There is a substantial variation in the rates of urban 

to rural migration among the regions. Relatively, the 

highest ra~ of urban to rural migration is observed in Bale 

(0.6) followed by Illubabor (0.5). The lowest (0.1) rate is 

found in Gojjam and Kefa. There appears to be almost no 
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Table 3 . 6 Rates* of Inter-regional Urban ltigration b~ Age I Sex 

and Re~ion, 1982L83 

Region Sex 5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ N/S 'Ibtal 

Arssi M 0.9 2.2 81.3 0.4 
F 0.5 1.1 0.5 :- 0.5 0.3 
T 0.2 1.0 1.2 0.3 40.6 0.4 

Bale M 0.8 o.e 0.6 1.5 0.6 
F 0.5 jY.4 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.5 
T 0. 7 0 . 5 0 . 7 0 . 5 1.0 0.6 

Gam:> Gofa M 0.5 1.4 0.4 0.2 0.4 
F 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.2 1.2 0.2 
T 0.1 0.3 0.9 0 . 4 0.1 0.2 0.7 0.3 

Gojjam M 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.1 
F 0.1 0.3 0.1 
T 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 

Gondar M 0.2 0 . 1 0.0 
F 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.2 0. 3 
T 0.2 0 . 1 0 .6 0.1 0.1 0.2 

Hararge M 
F 0.1 0.0 
T 0.0 0 . 0 

Illubabor .M 0.1 0.7 1.5 0.1 1.0 0.6 
;r;: 0.5 0.2 1.0 0.4 74 ;2 0.4 
or 0.0 0.6 0.8 0.1 0 .6 0 . 7 28.4 0.5 

Kefa M 0.1 0.0 
F 0.2 0.5 0.1 
T 0.1 0.3 0.1 

Shewa M 0.1 0.0 0.5 0.5 0 .2 0.5 3.1 0.2 
F 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.2 
T 0.0 0.1 0 .5 0 . 2 0:1 0.0 1.0 0.2 

SidaJID M 0.1 0.2 1.0 1.0 0. 2 0.4 
F 0.4 1.8 0.3 0.3 0.4 
T 0.3 0.1 1.4 0.6 0.3 0.4 

Wellega M 0.3 0.0 
F 
T 0.1 0.0 

Wollo M 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.4 7' 0.3 0.2 
F 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 
T 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 0 . 1 0.2 

'Ibtal M 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.2 3.3 0.2 
F 0.2 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.1 0 .1 0.4 0.2 
T 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.1 0.2 1.6 0.2 

* Rates per 1000 midyear Population . 



urban to rural migration in Hararge and Well ega. There is 

also a wide variation in the rates by age and sex among the 

regions. While looking at the age-specific rate of urban to 

rural migration this is found to be highest in the age-group 

15-24 years for almost every region except for Arssi, Bale 

and GOjjam (see Table 3.6). In Arssi and Gojjam the 

age/specific urban to rural migration rate reaches its 

highest in the age groups 25-34 and 15-34 respectively, 

while in Bale it reaches its highest in the age group 35-49 

years. 

Figure 3.2 compares the rate of inter-regional 

migration by stream, age and sex. The figure clearly 

demonstrates the dominance of the rural to rural migration, 

especially by females. The Figure also depicts the 

universality of the highest rate of migration by persons 

aged 15-24 years in all stream of the inter-regional 

migration. The relatively high rate of migration of 

children between the ages of <5 and 5-14 and old persons 

above age 50 depicted by the Figure in the rural to rural 

form of migration indicates the prevalence of the movement 

of whole families and old persons in this form of migration. 

From the Figure it can also be observed that the rates of 

rural to rural and urban to rural migration for females 

overlap, i.e. they are identical beyond age group 15-24 

years. Finally, it can also be seen that the rates for the 

females in these (rural to urban and urban to rural streams) 

streams are very low beyond the age group 15-24 years. 

3.2 ~ Composition ££ Internal Migrants ~ Local Movers 

The sex composition of internal migrants is measured by 
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FIGURE 3.2 RATES OF INTER-REGIONAL MIGRATION BY AGE,SEX, RURAL 

TO RURAL,RURAL TO URBAN AND URBAN TO RURAL STREAMS,1982/83 
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means of sex-ratio of migrants by age. The sex-ratio by age 

is defined as the ratio of males to females in a given age 

group. The sex-ratio in this section is calculated by age, 

type of migration, by region and streams of migration. 

3 .2.1 Sex Composition ££ Local Movers 

The local movements are female dominated. As indicated 

by Table 3.7, the overall sex ratio of local movers is found 

to be 79.3 males per 100 females for the 12 regions. The 

overall sex-ratios by age range between 97.1 (age group 15-

24) to 47.7 (age group 50 years and over). As it is 

mentio ned earlier that local movers are persons involved in 

movements within the same locality. Therefore, the finding 

of females dominating males among local movers could be 

attributed, among other factors, to shortness of the distance 

of movement. Moreover, as the main reason for local 

movement is marriage and it is culturally a common practice 

that females move to th e ir husbands (brides) residence after 

natrimony. 

Considering the regions as a whole, in ten out of the 

twe lve regions, females dominate males in local movements. 

Arssi and Gondar are the two regions where males dominate 

fenales in local movements; the sex ratios being 115.9 and 

109 .5 re spectively. However, the ratios by age group show a 

co nsiderable variation among the regions. In Arssi, in age 

groups under 5, 5-14 and 15-24 years males dominate females 

with sex-ratio of 132.9, 139.1 and 117.5 respectively. In 

Bale, movers in the age groups under 5, 5-14 and 25-34 have 

sex-ratio of 118.1,112.8 and 107.9 respectively. In Garno 

Gofa , Gondar, Illubabor and Shewa movers in the age groups 
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Table 3.7 Sex Ratio of Local Movers by Age and Region, 1982/83 

Region <5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50 + N/ S Total · 

Arss i 132.9 ( 99.2) 139.1 (102 . 9) 117 . 5 (110.3) 90.2 (73.8) 102.7 ( 90 . 5) 71.6(105.3) 27.9 (100.0) 115 .9 ( 98. 1) 

Bale 118.1 ( 99.7) 112 . 8 (103.9) 66.5 (113.9) 107.9 (63.3) 31.5 (81 . 2) 27.5 (107.4 ) 147.1 (156.8) 84.8 ( 96.6 ) 

Gamo Go fa 67.9 (101.0) 103 . 9 (104.4) 22.9 ( 97.8) 23.3 (80.0) 24.1 (109 .8) 25.6 (114 . 4 ) - ( 67.0) 42.4 (100.2 ) 

Goj jam 95.2 (103.7) 94.4 (103.4) 101.3 ( 93 . 4) 106.7 (82.9) 50 . 5 (108 . 0) 61.9 (1.12.2 ) 48.2 (101.4) 93.7 (100.2 ) 

Gonder 86.2 (100.2) 111.7 (108.5) 125.7 (101.3) 150.3 (86.8) 53.0 (112 . 1) 53.6 (126.8 ) 19.7 ( 84.3) 109.5 (104.8 ) 

Hararge 102.0 (105.9) 75.0 (109.5) 27.1 ( 92.6) 42.0 (84.2) 64.8 (119.6) 27.1 (126.7) 7.2 (112.2) 47.4 (104.7) 

Illubabor 83.6 (103.1) 103 . 3 (105.1) 97.7 (109.0) 79.8 (70 . 4) 104.8 ( 84 . 2) 55.6 ( 96. 1) - (158.0) 90.5 ( 95.3 ) 

Ke fa 55 . 7 ( 98 . 7) 97.7 (107 . 8) 68.9 (104.4) 54 . 3 (71.6) 45.9 ( 99 . 9) 56.0 (116.0 ) 60.8 (1165) 65.6 ( 99.6) 

Shewa 88.0 ( 99.8) 101.8 (105 .0) 81.5 (105.4) 80.4 (76.7) 81.7 ( 99 . 1) 30.i (114 .3 ) 53.0 50.2) 82.9 (100 . 0) 

Si damo 97.8 ( 99.8) 89.6 (105.9) 50.7 (103.4) 89.9 (73.7) 24.5 ( 98 . 5) 30.4 (133.8 ) - ( 82.2) 67.4 (100.9) 

We llega 70.2 (100.9) 86.0 (100.2) 70.7 ( 95.2) 146.1 (73 . 5) 89 . 2 ( 89 . 9) 60.5 ( 97.2 ) 59 . 3 ( 94.5) 79.7 ( 94.7) 

WOllo 97 . 6 ( 99.5) 92.0 (106.5) 53.1 (110.5) 65.3 (79.0) 36.9 ( 88 . 1) 54.6 (109.9 ) 36.0 (129~7) 68.8 ( 99.9 ) 

Total 89.0 (100.8) 97.1 (105.3) 73.9 (101.9) 78.9 (77.5) 53.9 ( 99.3) 47.7 (113.6 ) 58.2 ( 64.8) 79.3 (100.1) 

" 
N. B'- Number in parenthesis refer to sex-ratio of the ~ral populat i on of the respective regions. 



5-14 have sex ratios of 103.9, 111.7; 103.3 and 101.8 

respectively. Similarly, in Gojjam and Gondar sex-ratio of 

movers in the age group 15-24 years are found to be 101.3, 

and 125.7 respectively. 

3.2.2 Sex Composition 2L Intra-Regional Migrants 

The sex-ratio of the intra-regional migrants indicate 

the sex composition of migrants within a given region. The 

ratios are calculated for each region and for each stream of 

migration. tables 3.8 and 3.9 present data for each region 

and stream of migration respectively. 

The finding of overall sex-ratio of 65.7 among intra­

regional migrants (see Table 3.8) further shows the 

domainance of females over males in the short distance 

migrations particularly in those migrations that took place 

region. The sex ratios in every region are 

within the 

far below 

hundred. However, the ratios vary in magnitude from region 

to region. Relatively, the highest ratio is observed in 

Bale (81.7) and in Wellega (81.5) and the lowest ratio is 

observed in Garno Gofa (45.3). Similarly, the overall sex­

ratios by age are below hundred in every age group. 

Although the sex ratio at every age group is below 100, it 

varies widely from one age group to the other. In general, 

the sex-ratio is observed to be highest in age group 5-14 

years (93.6) and lowest in age group 25-34 years (45.2). 

The overall findings of sex ratio below 100 observed in 

every age group is not observed in every region, although 

sex ratios for the majority of age-groups is found to be 

less than 100 in every region. 

Comparison of the sex-ratios of intra-regional migrants 
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Table 3.8 Sex Ratio of Intra-Regional Migrants by Age and Region, 1982/83 

Region <5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50 + N/ S 

Arssi 74.8 105.0 46 . 4 51.7 64 . 2 121.4 55.5 

Bale 93.2 97.3 85.5 84.6 51.2 37 .6 

Garno Gofa 96.0 97.9 18.1 30 . 6 23.5 48 . 7 

Gojjam 102.4 74 . 7 43.0 43.9 35 . 7 37 .6 21.0 

Gonder 94.5 100.0 49.8 46 .0 43 . 6 50.7 

Hararge 77 .0 98 . 3 59.4 53.6 88.7 110.3 

Illubabor 95.6 104.5 66.7 38.4 59.6 74.1 45.8 

Kefa 74.0 127.7 78.4 50.7 36.7 46.9 84.5 

Shewa 101.6 89.7 44.8 50 .4 54.4 37 .1 99.3 

Sidamo 88.6 79.7 31.7 39 . 7 46.0 45.1 82.1 

Wellega 94.0 120.3 64.0 50.4 103.8 30 .2 162.2 

Wollo 78.8 87.4 44.8 38 . 7 35 .3 34 .3, 80.0 

Total 90.9 93 . 6 47.5 45 . 2 51.1 46.7 65.8 

Total 

72.5 

81.7 

45 . 3 

59.5 

68.8 

75.1 

73 . 5 

76.6 

65.7 

56.0 

81.5 

57.1 

65.7 

'" .., 



by stream of migration shows that although in all streams 

the ratio is below one hundred, it varies in magnitude. As 

indicated in Table 3.9, the highest sex-ratio (9403) is 

observed in rural to urban stream of migration while the 

sma 11 est ( 6 3 • 2 ) i sin the !:!:!.,L~l 12 !:!:!.L~,l s t rea m 0 f 

migration. Female domination in each age group also holds 

true in each stream, except for age groups 25-34 and 35-49 

in the rural to urban stream, age groups 5-14 in the urban 

to rural stream. In these age groups sex ratios were above 

100 (see Table 3.9). Figure 3.3 compares the sex-ratio by 

age and stream of migration. From the figure, the dominance 

of females in all age groups both in the rural to rural and 

urban to rural migration (except for age group 5-14 in the 

urban to rural migration) , is clearly evident. On the other 

hand, the dominance of males in the rural to urban stream 

between age groups 25-34 and 35-49 year is clearly observed. 

3.2.3 ~ Composition 2f Inter-Regional In-Migrants 

The sex-ratios of inter-regional in-migrants indicate 

the sex composition of migrants who migrated into a given 

region from another region (both from rural and urban 

areas). The ratios 

stream of migration. 

are calculated for each region and 

Tables 3.10 and 3.11 present the data 

for each region and stream respectively. 

Referring to Table 3.10, the overall sex-ratio of 

inter-regional in-migrants for all the regions turns out to 

be 8 5 males per 1 0 0 females. Although the 0 v e r a.ll sex -

ratio is below 100, this holds for half of the regions while 

for the remaining half the ratio was above 100. The regions 

which have sex-ratio above 100 include Bale, (108.2) Gamo 

Gofa, (130) Hararge, (200) Sida'mo, (102.1), Wellega (126.1) 
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Table 3.9 Sex-ratio of Intra-regional Migrants By Age and 

Stream. 1982/83 

Age Stream of Migration 

Group Rural to Rural to Urban to 
Rural Urban Rural Total 

< 5 91.4 (l01.0) 88.8 (100.8) 86.7 90.9 

5-14 92.6 (105.5) ·81.2 (105.3) 113 . 0 93.6 

15-24 42.6 (10 5 .4) 96.9 (101. 9) 72 . 7 47 . 5 

25-34 40.4 78.4) 109.0 77.5) 55.8 45.2 

35-39 48.1 ( 99.9) 134.3 ( 99.3) 47.2 51.1 

50+ 41. 7 (114.6) 80.6 (113.6) 51. 5 46.7 

N/S 74.1 ( 64.6) 88 . 5 ( 64 . 7) 36.6 65.8 

Total 63.2 (101.0) 94.3 (l00.0) 76.4 65.7 

N. B. Numbers in Parenthesis refer to the sex-ratio of the 

rural non-migrant Population of the 12 regions. 
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Table 3.10 Sex Ration of Inter-Regional In-mi grants by Age and Region, 198 2/83 

Region <5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ N.S 

Arssi 65.5 88.5 36.0 120.9 60.5 

Bale 163.5 213.9 48.1 50.0 159 .6 40.0 

Garno Gofa 15.1 290.3 85.9 202. 8 388 .9 52.9 

Gojjarn 79.3 12 . 4 88 . 3 114.8 41.1 

Gondar 104.6 62.2 46.9 32.9 97.3 

Harar ge 

Illubabor 72.5 121.1 105.5 66. 1 78.9 173.8 4 .8 

Kefa 63.0 201.6 35.3 63 . 3 2.9 4.1 675.0 

Shewa 107.4 80.9 59.2 11 1. 0 90.4 95.1 400.0 

Sidamo 89.9 244.6 100.5 92.1 82.3 26.8 

Wellega 39.0 65.8 235.9 183.6 16.2 

Wollo 60.5 81.0 130. 0 166.7 167.6 320.0 

Total 84.8 91.3 72. 7 98.0 108.4 70.9 216.9 

Total 

61.8 

108.2 

130.0 

69.2 

58.1 

200.0 

96.9 

74 .4 

84.1 

102.1 

126.1 

106.4 

85 . 0 

'" '" 



and Wollo (106.4). The sex-ratio observed to be lowest in 

Gondar (58.1). The finding of overall sex-ratio of less 

than 100 among inter-regional in-migrants is also observed 

in every age group except for the age group 35- 49 (108.4). 

The sex ratios by age vary substantially from region to 

region and from age group to age group, 

Comparision of sex ratios of migrants between rural !2 
rural and urban !£ rural inter-regional in-migrants shows 

that males dominate females in the urban to rural stream 

(sex-ratio 114.4), while females dominate males in the rural 

!£ rural stream (sex-ratio 78.4), (see Table 3.11). The 

overall finding of domination of females over males in the 

rural to rural in-migration also holds in every age-group, 

except for the age group 35-49 years, while in the urban to 

rural stream the domination of males over femalea is evident 

only in the age groups 25-34, 35-49 and 50 years and above. 

Figure 3.4 compares the sex-ratio by age and streams of 

migration. As indicated by the figure, the excess of males 

over females is clearly visible beyond age group 15-24 in 

the urban to rural migration and the excess of females over 

males in both the rural to rural and the total inter­

regional in-migration is also clearly revealed by the 

Figure. 

3.2.4 Sex Composition 21 Inter-Regional but-Migrants 

Unlike the sex composition of migrants in the intra­

regional migrations and inter-regional in-migration, the sex 

composition of the inter-regional out-migrants indicates a 

slight dominance of males over females. The overall sex­

ratio turns out to be 101.5 males per 100 females among 
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Table 3.11 Sex-ratio of Inter-regional In-migrants 

By Age and Stream. 1982/83 

Age St ream of Migration 

Group Rural to Urban to Total 
Rural Rural 

< 5 92 .0 52.8 84.8 

5- 14 90.2 98.3 91. 3 

15-24 69.9 81.8 72.7 

25-34 69.7 316.6 98.0 

35-49 104.1 130.5 108.4 

50+ 39.6 200.6 70.9 

N/S 116.4 495.5 216.9 

Total 78.4 114.4 85.0 



S 

E 

X 

R 

A 

T 

I 

0 

350 
I 

FIGURE 3.4 SEX RATIO OF INTER-REGIONAL IN-MIGRANTS BY AGE 
AND STREAM,1982183 

TOTAL INTER-REGINAL 

300 ~ -- RURAL TO RURAL 

URBAN TO RURAL 

250 

200 

150 

100 
- - - - - - ---

50 

o IL-__________ ~ __________ _L __________ ~ ____________ ~ __________ ~ 

<5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-49 50+ 

AGE GROUP 

m 
ID 



70 

inter-reglol1al out-migrallts (see Table 3. 12). Among the 

regions, in six out of the 12 regions, the out-migrants are 

dom inated by males in large numbers. These regions include 

Bale, Garno Gofa, Illubabor, Kefa, Wellega and Wollo, with 

the sex-ratios being 130.5, 151.1, 109.4, 107.1, 164.1 and 

128.3 respectively. The lowest sex-ratio is observed in 

Arssi, with the se~-ratio being 68.2. As regards the sex­

ratio by age, out-migrants {n the age groups 15 -2 4 , 25-34 

and 35-49 have an excess of males over females, with the 

sex-ratios being 101.6, 141.3 and 131.5 respectively. 

However, there is a wide variation in the sex-ratio by age 

between regions (see Table 3.12). 

Comparison of the sex composition of inter-regional 

out-migrants by age and stream of migration shows,in general 

that, the rural to rural out-migrants are female dominated 

(sex-ratio 80.1) while the rural !2 1:!..!:~ out-migrants are 

dominated by males (sex-ratio 174.6), (see Table 3.13). 

Moreover, in the rural to rural out-migration, females 

exceed males in every age group, except for age group 35-49 

years (sex-ratio 103.5) whereas in the rural to urban 

stream, males exceed females in the majority of age groups 

(15-24, 25-34, 35-49 and 50 and over years) except for two 

younger age groups «5 and 5-14). Figure 3.5 compares the 

sex-ratio of inter-regional out-migr.ants by age and stream 

of migration. Two prominent phenomena become clearly 

evident from the Figure. First, males dominate females 

beyond age group 5-14 years in the rural to urban stream and 

secondly, females exceed males in every age group, except 

for 35-49 years, in the rural to rural stream of migration. 

Finally, Figure 3.6 compares the sex-ratio by age of 



Region 

Arssi 

Bale 

Gamo Gofa 

Gojjam 

Gonder 

Hararge 

Illubabor 

Kefa 

Shewa 

Sidamo 

Wellega 

Wollo 

Total 

Table 3.12 Sex Ratio of Inter-Regional Out-Migrants by Age and Region, 1982 /83 

<5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-39 50 + N/S Total 

163.8 64.2 42.9 184.0 68.2 

153.3 266.2 104.5 111 .8 80.6 62.5 130.5 

15 . 1 327.8 101 .5 268.7 488.9 76.5 1 51 . 1 

82.9 36.2 114.4 160.8 1 9 . 1 93.9 

100.3 36.5 96.5 30 .3 97.1 71.2 

72.5 134.0 100.0 87 .8 109.7 237.5 109.4 

62.6 297.8 94.5 95.3 107.1 

97.7 84.1 82.7 194.7 101 .5 81.4 97.1 97.8 

101.3 67.9 115 . 7 75 .7 137.2 14 .4 88.2 

39.0 81.0 630.6 234 . 4 183.6 18.7 164.1 

76.9 69.8 132.1 381 .2 206.2 272 .5 128.3 

88.7 87 . 4 101.6 141 .3 131 .5 71.0 130.8 101 .5 

.... .. 



72 

Table 3.13 Sex-ratio of Inter-regional Out-migrants 

By Age and Stream, 1982 / 83 

Stream of Migration 
Age 

Rural to Rural to 
Group Rural Urban Total 

< 5 92.0 68.2 88.7 

5-14 96.8 68.7 87,4 

15-24 69.4 197.3 101.6 

25-34 72 .3 828.2 141.3 

35- 39 103.5 296.7 131.5 

50+ 33 . 3 181.2 71.0 

N/S 130.8 130 .8 

Total 80.1 174 . 6 101.5 



internal migrants, sUb-classified by type of migration and 

move. From the Figure it can be observed that the inter­

regional out-migrants are male dominated in the majority of 

age groups except the two under 15 years age groups «5 and 

5-14) and the highest age group (50 years & above). Both 

the local movers and intra-regional migrants are female 

dominated in every age group. The inter-regional in­

migrants are also female dominated in every age group except 

;or the age group 35-49 years. In general, short distance 

migrations 

intra-and 

(such as local moves and rural to rural in both 

inter-regional migrations), are dominated by 

females over males while the converse is true in relatively 

long distant migrations such as rural to urban and urban to 

rural streams of inter-regional migrations Furthermore, it 

should be noted that rural to rural inter-regional 

migrations mostly take place between contiguous regions (see 

Section 2.9). 

3.3 Marital Status ££ Internal Migrants ~ Local Movers 

Migration rates by age tend to reflect the several 

p~ases of the family cycle. They are high at ages at which 

children leave home to find jobs, marry and set up their own 

households. In general, mobility r ates decline as age 

advances, because the ties or the relationships and 

responbilities of the individuals to their households, jobs, 

residence and community become strengthened as their ages 

advance. however, changes in marital status upset this 

equillibrium and contribute to additional mobility since the 

event of divorce and widowhood involve a change of residence 

of one of the marriage partners. 

In this section, therefore, the marital status of the 

13 



FIGURE 3.5 SEX-RATIO OF INTER-REGIONAL OUT-MIGRAN TS BY AGE, 
STREAM AND TOTAL,1982183 
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internal migrants and movers aged 10 years and above by sex, 

sUb-classified by streams of migration will be investigated. 

The marital status of rural to rural migrants and local 

movers are combined together and analysed simultaneously 

assuming that they are characteristically the same. 

Tables 3.14, 3.15, and 3.16 provide the data on the 

marital status of internal migrants aged 10 years and above 

by sex, region and stream of migration. 

3.3. 1 Marital Status of Rural to Rural Migrants ~ Local 

Movers 

About half of the rural ~ rural migrants and local 

movers of both sexes are married persons while 32.6 percent 

are single. However, the marital status of the migrants 

varies by sex. As indicated in Table 3.14, about 60 percent 

of the rural to rural male migrants and movers are single 

while only 16 percent of their female counterparts are found 

to be single. Only 27 percent of the males reported as 

married while this proportion for females is 64. A high 

proportion of females are found to be married and this is 

attributed to the phenomena that females change their 

residence and move to their husbands' residence after 

marriage and report as been married during interview. It 
, 

should also be noted that marriage is one of the major 

reasons for rural to rural migration .and local movements. 

Quite a good proportion (11.2 percent) of rural to rural 

migrants and movers of both sexes are reported as widowed, 

with the females having the higher percentage (12.9) than 

males (8.4 percent). Relatively, a small proportion (3.8 

percent) of migrants and movers are divorced. Comparison of 

the marital status of the migrants with the non-migrant 



Region Sex 

Table 3.14 Percentage Dis tribution of Rural to Rural Migrants and Movers 

by Marital St atus Sex and Region. 1982 /83 

Single Married Widowed NS 
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Total 
H NM H NM 

Divorced 
M NM M. NM M NM % H 

Arssi 

Bale 

Gamo Gofa 

Gojjam 

Gondar 

Hararge 

Illubabor 

Kefa 

Shewa 

Sidamo 

Well ega 

~ollo 

Total 

H 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

60.2 (40 .9) 28.1 (54.4) 

17 .6 (24 .4) 68.4 (61.6) 

36.4 (32.6) 50.6 (58.0) 

62 . 3 (41.6) 25 .7 (54.9) 

25.5 (25. 0) 49.0 (6 1. 2) 

40.9 (33.0) 39.3 (58.2) 

51.5 (37 .2 ) 33 . 3 (56.5) 

12.2 (25 . 7) 76.5 (61.2) 

21.7 (3 1. 4) 66 . 0 (58.8) 

46.1 (25 .5) 32.6 (65".8) 

.7 .9 (11.2) 67.5 (68.7) 

22 .1 (18.3) 54.5 (67.2) 

60.5 (32.3) 30.3 (63.4) 

2 . 9 

5.0 

4.1 

1.9 

14 .7 

9.4 

2.7 

2.4 

2 .4 

1.4 

2. 4 

2.1 

5 . 6 

1.4) 

9.6) 

( 5.6) 

1. 3) 

( 9 . 8) 

( 5.7) 

2.3) 

9. 1) 

( 5.7) 

0.8) 

4.1 

5.6 

4.9 

5.7 

8.3 

7.1 

11. 7 

7.8 

8. 7 

17.6 

1.9) 4.7 

2.9) 3.4 

(2 .4 ) 4 . 0 

1.7) 

( 3.6) 

( 2 . 7) 

3.5) 

3.5) 

3.5) 

7. 1) 

4.4 

2.5 

3.3 

0 . 9 

1.1 

1.1 

2.3 

5.4) 21.1 (14.0) 1.1 

3.1) 19.8 (10 . 6) 1.6 

2.7 (2.5) 2.7 

14.6 (15.9) 63.9) (65.7) 16 .3 

0 .9 ) 

6.3) 

3.5) 

1 .4 (11.6) 1.4 

34 . 0 (24.3) 49.8 (64 .5) 11.8 1. 9 (6.9) 1.9 

62 .0 (37 .0) 27.8 

19 .2 (24 .5 ) 65.6 

:n.o (30 . 9) 53.4 

58.2 (34 . 5) 24.3 

16.5 (17.5) 59 .1 

34.3 (25.6) 44.3 

57.9 (35.4) 27.1 

10 .6 (18.8) 65.2 

29. 1 (27.0) 50 .2 

65.9 (39.0) 21 . 1 

18.4 (25.3) 58.3 

(57.7) 

(64.4) 

(60 .9 ) 

(60.5) 

(67.3) 

(64.1) 

(59.6) 

(68.4) 

(64.0) 

(55.9) 

(60.3) 

36 . 6 (32.1) 44.0 (58.1) 

58.6 (42. 1) 31.6 (53.8) 

21.1 (2 7.5) 68.4 (62.8) 

32.6 (34.9) 57.1 (58.3) 

65.4 (41.0) 23.7 (55.8) 

25.8 (29.3) 59. 1 (59.3) 

43.3 (34.9) 43.5 (57.6) 

64.7 (34.1) 23.8 (60.8) 

14.1 (15.8) 63.3 (63.7) 

31.9 (24.9) 49.4 (62.3) 

59 . 7 (36.7) 27 . 0 (58.0) 

16 . 1 (22.0) 64.0 (63.3) 

32.6 (29.3) 50.0 (60.7) 

2.2 

5 . 8 

4.6 

4.1 

I !. 1 

8.1 

2.2 

7.2 

5.3 

2.3) 

8.3) 

5.2) 

1.5) 

(10.9) 

( 6 .4 ) 

1. 4) 

8.3) 

4.9) 

1. 2) 

8.5) 

4.1 

4 . 9 

4.7 

12.9 

11.5 

12 .-1 

6.0 

10 .2 

8 . 6 

7.3 

15. 4 

1.7) 3.9 

1. 6) •• 5 

1.6) 4. 3 

2 .8 , 0.6 

3.6) 1.8 

3.2) 1.2 

2.5) 6.7 

3.2) 6.8 

2 .8) 6.8 

2.7) 3 . 5 

(4.8) 2.L 

2.1 

5.7 

4.3 4.8) 12. 3 (3.8) 2.7 

1.3 1.0) 6.6 2 . 4) 1.9 

4.6 7.6) 3.6 1. 3) 2.3 

3 . 6 4.3) 4.5 (1.8 ) 2.2 

3.5 (1.3) 5.1 (1.0) 2.2 

9.2 (8 . 7) 5. 1 ( 2 .0) 0 . 9 

6.7 (5.1) 5. 1 (1.6) 1. 5 

0.8 (1.0) 7.9 (3.5) 2.8 

2 .4 (8.6) 17.8 (11.1) 2.4 

1.8 (4.8) 14 . 3 (7.3) 2.6 

1.9 (1.3) 8,.4 (2.9) 2.9 

4.9 (8.1) 12,9 (5.7) 2. 1 

3.8 (4.7) 11. 2 (4.3) 2.4 

N.B:- Figures in parenthesis refer to non-migrant 'rural population . 

NH - Non-migrant. 

1.4) 100 

2.8) 

1.4) 

( 0.5) 

( 0.4) 

( 0.5) 

( 0.5) 

( 0.5) 

( 0 .5) 

( 0.8) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(0.7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.9) 100 

0.5) 100 

0.7) 100 

1. 3) 

1. 3) 

1. 3) 

( 0.6) 

( 0.8) 

( 0.7) 

1. 2) 

1.3) 

1.2) 

1.2) 

1. 1) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1.2) 100 

(0 .7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0 .7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.7) 100 

( 1.0) 100 

(1.0) 100 

(0 . 9) 100 

13,735 

17.346 

31.081 

3.362 

4.691 

8.053 

4.498 

14.108 

18.606 

36.955 

62 . 009 

98.964 

29.075 

39.976 

5~.051 

8.905 

18.754 

27.659 

10,)34 

13.902 

24.236 

9.451 

14 .641 

24.092 ., 

38.327 

61.634 

99.961 

17 .811 

40.295 

58.106 

27,431 

34,618 

62,049 

28,828 

53,400 

82,228 

228,7 15 

375,379 

604,094 
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population by sex shows that proportionately there are more 

single male migrants than male non-migrants. Sixty percent 

of male migrants are single while only 37 percent of non­

migrants males are single. The proportion married females 

are aIm 0 s t the sa m.e am 0 n g mig ran tan d non - mig ran t 

population. ~owever, the proportion widowed is higher among 

mig ran t s t han non - mig ran t pop u 1 a t ion. From these 

findings, it may be concluded that the propensity to migrate is 

higher among single males and widowed females. This overall 

finding observed for the 12-regions as a whole also holds in 

general for every region except for Arssi, Garno Gofa and 

Sidamo where marrLed females have higher propensity to migrate 

In every region, except Bale (where the majority of 

rural migrants and local movers happen to be single 

persons), the majority of rural to rural migrants and 

movers, particularly females, are married persons, while the 

male rural to rural migrants and local movers are 

overwhelmingly single. The widowed appear to be more mobile 

than the divorced ones in most of the regions. However, 

exceptions are noted in some regions. For instance, in 

Bale, Gondar and Wellega the divorced persons are more 

mobile than the widowed while the converse is true in the 

other regions. Nevertheless, in almost every region 

mobility among divorced females is more prevalent than among 

the divorced males, but mobility among widowed males and 

females varies from one region to another. In general, the 

tendency to migrate among single males is higher than among 

married males while the converse is true among females. On 

the other hand, the tendency to migrate among widowed males and 

females is higher than among the divorced males and females. 



3.3.2 Marital Status of Urban l2 Rural Migrants 

The marital status of the urban l2 rural migrants is 

similar to that observed for the rural l2 rural migrants and 

movers. As the data in Table 3.15 show, 44.5 percent of 

~~ !2 rural migrants of both sexes are married persons 

while 38.3 percent fall in the category of single persons. 

Nevertheless, the highest proportion (62.4 percent) of males 

are single, while the majority (57 . 9 percent) of females are 

married. Widowed (7.0 percent) and divorced (6.0 percent) 

persons do not constitute a large pro)ortion of urban to 

rural migrants. However, among the divorced and widowed 

migrants about three-fourths are females. Comparison of the 

mar ita 1 s tat usa f the mig ran t s (i. e., u r ban t<> r u r a I are as) 

with the no~-migrant population by sex shows that 

proportionately there are more single male migrants than 

male non-migrants. While the proportion married females is 

higher amol]g the migrants than among the non-migrant 

population. Over sixty percent of male migrants are single 

compared to 50 percent of non-migrant male population, fifty 

eight percent of female migrants are married compared to 37 

percent of non-migrant female population. This overall 

findings observed for 12-regions also holds for the majority 

of regions. From these findings it can be concluded that 

the single males are more prone to migra.te from urban to rural 

areas while the similar migration is more frequent among 

married females. Also, widowed females are more mobile than 

the widowed males. In almost every region mobility among 

the widowed is more prevalent than the divorced. On the 

other hand, mobility among divorced and widowed females is 

more frequent than the divorced and widowed males. 
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Table 3.15: Percentage Distribution of Urban to Rural Migrants by Marital Status. 

Region 

Aras! 

Bale 

Gamo Gofa 

Gojjam 

Gondar 

Hararge 

Illuhabor 

Kefa 

Shews 

SidslDO 

Wellega 

Wollo 

Total 

Sex 
Single Harried 

M NM M NM 

" 43.5 (51.2) 41.8 (43.1) 

F 23.0 (34.8) 50.2 (40.3) 

T 32.2 (42.3) 46.4 (41.5) 

H 62.9 (52.4) 26.2 (40.8) 

F 36.2 (34.8) 43.7 (39.9) 

T 47.2 (42.7) 36.2 (40.3) 

M 45.7 (49.4) 49.7 (44.2) 

F 12 .3 (33.7) 67.9 (40.7) 

T 25.1 (41.0) 61.0 (42.3) 

H 44.7 (47.6) 43.2 

F 7.4 (25 . 0) 57.1 

T 27.9 (33.0) 49.5 

M 38.5 (48 .8) 59.8 

(45.6) 

(25.5) 

(32.6) 

(46.3) 

F 33.9 (34.0) 44.7 (32.6) 

T 36.2 (39.7) 52.4 (37.9) 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

64.3 

28.4 

48.5 

70.0 

16.7 

40.2 

69 .8 

14 .7 

38.2 

40.5 

15 .2 

31.1 

H 56.0 

F 17.5 

T 31.0 

H 55.3 

F 45.9 

T 51.0 

H 61.0 

F 33.0 

T 42.3 

M 62.4 

F 19.1 

(50.6) 

(36.4) 

(43.0) 

(49.6) 

(30.4) 

(39.7) 

(46.5) 

(44.5) 

(45.4) 

(50.3) 

(35.1) 

(42.0) 

(51.8) 

(37.6) 

(44.5) 

(54.7) 

(37.3) 

(45.6) 

(43.6) 

(26.9) 

(33.9) 

(49.7) 

(34.2) 

27.4 

47.4' 

36.2 

6.8 

53.6 

33 .9 

21.0 

63.1 

45.2 

42.4 

43.4 

42.8 

35.7 

68.9 

57. 1 

25.8 

35.7 

30 . 3 

31.3 

28.1 

29.5 

27.7 

57.9 

(41.1) 

(38.0) 

(39.4) 

(42.0) 

(41.6) 

(41.8) 

(46.5) 

(30.7) 

(38.3) 

(43.6) 

(39.3) 

(41.2) 

(41.4) 

(41.2) 

(41.4) 

(40.5) 

(40.0) 

(40.2) 

(48.8) 

(37. 9) 

(42.5) 

(43.7) 

(37.3) 

T 38.3 (42.0) 44.5 (40.5) 

Sex and Region, 19d2 /~3 

Divorced 
M NM 

3.1 (4.5) 

2.7 (17.9) 

2.9 (11.8) 

1.3 (5.3) 

14.8 (15.2) 

9.1 (10.7) 

( 5.1) 

6.0 (17.2) 

3., (11.6) 

( 6.0) 

(44.9) 

(31.1) 

( 4.1) 

Widowed 
H NM 

NS 
H 

12 . 0 

6.6 

5.6 

1.2) 11.6 

7.0) 12.1 

(4.3) ll.8 

(1.5) 3.9 

3.9 (10.2) 1.5 

4.6 (6.3) 2.5 

1.3) 4.6 

10 .7 8.4) 3.0 

6.6 5.2) 3.6 

12. 1 

35.5 

22.7 

1.7 

0.7) 

4.6) 

3.2) 

( 0 .9 ) 

5.2 (26.5) 16 .2 6.9) 

2.5 (17.8) 8.8 4.6) 

4.7 

6.2 

5.4 

13.3 

7.7 

10 . 1 

2.8 

9.2 

6.5 

8.0 

12 . 4 

9.6 

8.3 

5.4 

13.0 

6.0 

10.2 

5.7 

2.6 

8.7 

( 6.1) 

(13.9) 

(UJ.2) 

( 7.1) 

(18.1) 

(12 .8) 

( 6. 1) 

(15.5) 

(11.0) 

3.1 

14.4 

8.1 

9.9 

14.3 

12 .5 

3.4 

6.8 

5.4 

(4.9) 9.0 

(17.5) 1,. 5 

(11.8)' 11.1 

( 5.5) 

(12 .7) 

( 9.2) 

3.7) 

(12.1) 

( 8.1) 

6.4) 

(27.0) 

(18.4) 

( 5.4) 

(19.9) 

6.0 

0.8 

2.6 

13.5 

5.4 

9.8 

5.4 

28.1 

18 .2 

4.5 

9.0 

2.2) 

(11. 8) 

( 7.3) 

1. 4) 

9.9) 

5.8) 

( 0 .9 ) 

( 9.3) 

( 5.3) 

1. 2) 

( 8.1) 

( 5.0') 

1. 2) 

8.4) 

4.9) 

1.2) 

(10.5) 

( 6 . 1) 

1.1) 

8. I) 

5.2) 

1. 2) 

( 8 .. 6) 

0.4 

3.6 

1.8 

5.7 

3.3 

3.0 

6.2 

4.8 

14 .5 

5.4 

2.3 

4.8 

3.9 

5.5 

3.0 
2.3 

0.6 

1.3 

2.8 

5.2 

6.0 (12.6) 7.0 (4.9) 4.2 

N.8:- Number in parenth.sie refer to the proportion of non- migrant urban population. 

% 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total. ­
M 

796 

973 

1,768 

591 

820 

1.417 

394 

633 

1.027 

528 

434 

962 

915 

862 

1,777 

1,602 

1.259 

2,861 

383 

530 

913 

10,766 

14 , 480 

25.246 

754 

442 

1.196 

1.361 

~,532 

3.899 

838 

708 

1,546 

1,051 

1,348 

2,399 

19,976 

25,026 

45,002 



3.3.3 Marital Status ££ Rural to Urban Migrants 

Unlike the rural to rural and urban to rural migr~nts 

and movers, the rural to urban migrants are predominantly 

single or never married persons. Of the total rural to 

urban migrants aged 10 years and above 52.7 percent were 

single persons (see Table 3.16). The married persons 

constit~te about 31.0 percent. Although the divorced and 

widowed seem to be less mobile in the rural to urban stream 

of migration, the divorced. (3.7 percent) appears to be 

relatively less mobile than the widowed (9.8 percent). 

Except among the single where males have the higher 

percentage, females have the higher proportion .in the other 

three categories -(married, divorced and widowed) of marital 

status in the rural to urban migration. 

Among the regions, except in Garno Gofa, the higher 

proportion of rural to urban migrants are single with the 

proportion ranging between 69.4 percent in Bale to 41.0 

peroent in Gojjam. The proportion Single and married in 

Garno Gofa amount to 25.6 and 52.2 pe-rcent respectively. In 

every region the percentage of single males is higher than 

the percentage of single females. Howeyer, the magnitude of 

the proportion of married males and females var~es from one . . 

region to the other. The highest percentage of divorced 

migrants is found in Illubabor (10.7 percent) while the 

highest proportion of widowed migrants is found in Gojjam 

(20.9 percent) and Gondar (20.8 percent). 

Comparison of the marital status of the rural 12 urban 

migrants with the non-migrant population by sex shows that 

proportionately there are more single male migrants than the 
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Region 

Arasi 

Bale 

Gamo Gofa 

Gojjam 

Gonda r 

Hararge 

Illubabor 

Kefa 

Shews 

Sidamo 

Well ega 

Wollo 

Total 

Sex 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

Table 3. 16 Percentage Dis tribution of Rural to Urban Migrants by Marital Status, 

Sex and Region. 1982/83 

Single Married Divorced Widowed NS Total 
H NH H NH H NH N NH N NH % ·K 

60 . 0 

59.3 

59 .7 

83.8 

53.6 

69.4 

40.5 

12 . 7 

25 .6 

(4 1. 5) 

(24 .1) 

(32 . 6) 

(4 1. 7) 

(24.8) 

(32 . 9) 

(37.4) 

(25 . 2) 

(31. 2) 

35. 1 

16. 2 

25.7 

9.9 

31.2 

20.1 

51.6 

52.7 

52.2 

(53 . 6) 

(62.0) 

(57 .9 ) 

(54.6) 

(61.0) 

(57. 9) 

(56.2) 

(61.8) 

(59.0) 

43.6 (26.3) 49.9 (64.4) 

36. 1 (10.9) 16 .0 (68.6) 

41.0 (18.5) 38.2 (66.6) 

55.8 (33.5) 36.3 (62.0) 

41.4 ( 15.7) 19. 5 (65.7) 

48.3 (24.7) 27.5 (63.8) 

56.3 (37.2) 34.4 (57 .4 ) 

37.4 (24.3) 45 .9 (64.4) 

50.0 (30 .8) 38.3 (60.9) 

47.9 (35.6) 22.4 (38.9) 

32.7 (17 . 4) 49.1 (66.9) 

41.4 (26.0) 33.9 (63.1) 

67.0 

48.1 

58.7 

35.6 

18.5 

27.0 

14.0 

32.6 

22.2 

59.2 

68.4 

63.9 

48 .9 (39.5 ) 37.5 (55 .3) 

50.8 (25.0) 29.0 (60.3) 

49.6 (32 . 2) 34 . 5 (57.8) 

72.1 

48.5 

59.7 

69.3 

63.0 

66 . 9 

52.3 

36 .9 

44 . 3 

59. 5 

44.3 

52.7 

(42.4) 22.5 (53.5) 

(27.2) 3S.9 (63.1) 

(34.8 ) 29.5 (58.3) 

(41.9) 22.8 (54.6) 

( 29. 1) 25.5 (59 .3) 

(35.2 23.8 (57.1) 

(35.0) 36.3 (59.8) 

(15 .7) 28.4 (63.7) 

(25.2) 32.2 (61.8) 

(37.2) 30.8 (57.4) 

(21.7) 31.2 (63.4) 

(29 . 4) 31.0 (60.4) 

1.5) 3.2 (2. 0) 

2.3 9 .4) 13 . 7 (3.0) 

1. 2 (5.5) 8.4 (2 . 5) 

1.9 (1.3) 2 . 7 1.7) 

6.6 (10 .0) 6.5 (3.8) 

4.1 ( ·5 . 8) 4 .5 (2.6) 

2.3) 5.2 3.6) 

15.6 8.8) 17.7 3 . 7) 

8.4 5.6) 11.9 (3.6) 

1.7 1.5) 

8 .5 1.5) 

5.1 1.5) 

1.8 ( 0.6) 

2.1 ( 0.4) 

1.9 (0.5) 

2.7 (0.5) 

1.2 ( 0.5) 

1.9 (0 . 5) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

0.8) 6.6 (7.5) (0 . 8) 100 

(5.2) 47.9 (1 4.5) 

(3.1) 20.9 (11.1) 

0.9) 7.9 (2.6) 

3.7 

2.0 

6.1) 32 .4 (11.9 ) 2.9 

3.5) 20.8 (7.2) 1 .5 

3 . 4 (2 . 3) 

5.0 (8.2) 

3.9 (5.2) 

16.0 (1.6) 

3.7 (10 . 9) 

10.7 (6.5) 

5.1 

2.2 

1.4 

8.3 

4.9 

1.6 (1.2) 

9.5 (8.4) 

4.4 (4.8) 

( 1.0) 

9. 7 (7.5) 

5.2 (4.2) 

( 1. 4) 

5.6 (8.7) 

2.2 (5.3) 

( 1. 0) 

7.4 (8.3) 

3.8 (4.7) 

1.3 (1.3) 

6.5 (8.0) 

3.7 (4.7) 

5.0 

9.2 

6.4 

1. 7) 0 .9 

1.6) 2.6 

1.7) 1. 4 

13.7 (3.3) 

7.6 (4.0) 6.9 

11.1 (3.7) 3.0 

5.6 

4.1 

4.9 

2 . 5) 13.4 

3.4) 10 . 1 

2 . 9) 12 .0 

6.3 (2 . 8) 5.7 

(5.1) 10. 7 

4.3 (4.0) 7.5 

4.2 2.5) 1.3 

2.5 (1.4) 3.2 

3 . 3 (1.9) 2.3 

5.2 1.2) 2.7 

5.9 (2.2) 

5.5 (1.7) 1.7 

10.2 3.6) 1.2 

27.4 (11.5) 

19.1 (7 . 6) 0.6 

6.0 (3.1) 2. 4 

14.6 (5.9) 3.5 

9.8 (4.5) 2.9 

(0.8) 100 

(0."8) 100 

(1.0) 100 

(0.6) 100 

(0.8) 100 

1.4) 100 

1.4) 100 

1.4) 100 

(0.6) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.7) 100 

1.2) 100 

1.4) 100 

1. 3) 100 

1.3) 100 

1.1) 100 

1.2) 100 

(0.7) 100 

(0 . 8) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.9) 100 

( 0.7) 100 

(0.8) 100 

(0.7) 100 

(0 . 8) 100 

(0.8) 100 

1.0 100 

1.0) 100 

1.0) 100 

1.128 

1 ,11 3 

2.241 

1,243 

1.139 

2.382 

659 

761 

1,420 

1. 340 

707 

2,047 

1.801 

1,993 

3.794 

3 . 544 

1. 788 

5.332 

576 

434 

1.010 

1 . 332 

1,038 

2 .370 

1.574 

882 

2.456 

2.500 

2, 158 

5.258 

1 .691 

1.,048 

2.739 

1.967 

2.117 

4.084 

19 . 352 

15,776 

33.128 

N. B:- Number in parenthesis refer to non-migrant rural population. 



male non-migrants. Nearly sixty percent of male rural to 

urban migrants are single while only 37 percent of non-

migrant males are single. The proportion married females 

are higher among the non-migrant than the migrant 

population. However, the proportion widowed is higher among 

migrant than among non-migrant population. This overall 

finding observed for 12-regions also holds for every region. 

From the preceding findings it can be concluded that the 

single males are more prone to migrate from rural to urban 

areas. The tendency to migrate from rural to urban areas is 

also found to be relatively higher among widowed, 

particularly females. 

In conclusion, classification of the internal migrants 

by marital status shows that the proportion of single 

persons is higher among the rural to urban than the rural to 

rural and the urban to rural migrants of both sexes. This 

is more clearly shown in Figure 3.7. G~nerally, migrants as 

a single person set off alone from the rural farm area to 

seek a better opportunity in the urban areas. This 

generalization is confirmed by the data in the case of the 

rural to urban migrants, particularly for males. However, 

the vast majori ty of the rural to rural and urban to rural 

migrants of both sexes are married persons. Th1s is because 

the major reason for rural to rural ~igration ' is marriage 

while the urban to rural migrants are return migrants. The 

proportion of married persons is higher among female 

migrants than male migrants. In the rural to rural ,and 

urban to rural migration, the majority of females are 

married while in the rural to urban migration the majority 

of females are single. On the other hand, in all three 

streams of migration, the majority of males are single • 
• 
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FIGURE 3.7 DISTRIBUTION OF RURAL TO RURAL (INCLUDES LOCAL 

MOVES),URBAN TO RURAL & RURAL TO URBAN MIGRANTS BY MARITAL 
60 I STATUS, 1982183 
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This is clearly depicted by Figure 3.8 which compares the 

marital status by sex and stream of migration. In-migrant 

(urban to rural) women aged 10 years and over are much 

likely to be married than out-migrant (rural to urban) 

women. The Figure (3.8) also shows that mobility among 

divorced and widowed persons is higher among females than 

among males. This could partially be attributed to early 

age at marriage by female and relatively higher male 

mortality at older ages in the rural areas. 

3.4 Relationship.££ Internal Migrants and Local Movers to 

Head of Household 

Migrants often have better personal contact at place of 

destination before they set off from place of origin. They 

move to meet a friend or a relative at place of destination 

who have migrated there earlier. They use their relatives 

or friends as a stepping stone before they establish their 

own living. Thus, the presence of a friend or a relative at 

place of destination serves as one of the pulling forces 

that shape the decision by an individual to migrate to a 

certain destination. This section focuses on the relationship 

of a migrant to the head of the household. The information 

on type of relationship of migrant to the head of household was 

obtained by asking the migrant his/her relationship to the 

head of household. Table 3.17 gives the percentage 

distribution of total movers, intra-regional and inter­

regiohal migrants by relationship to the head of household. 
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3 .4.1 Relationship of Local Movers to ~ of Household 

Most of the local movers are either sons, daughters, 

uncles, aunts, other relatives or spouses of the head of the 

household. Of the 323 ,463 local movers 27.9 percent were 

sons and daughters, 14.1 percent were other relatives, 19.4 

percent were uncles and aunts and 14.6 percent were spouses 

of the head of the hous e hold. About one-tenth (9.7%) of 

local mov ers are employees of the head of the household. 

The frequency of local movements among the heads of the 

household appear to be insignificant (1.7%) (see Table 

3.17). 

Among male local movers, 35.8, 22.3 and 17.0 percent 

are sons, uncles and employees of the head of household, 

respectively, while among females 23.8, 21.7 and 17.9 

percent are spouses (wives), daughters and aunts of the head 

of household, respectively. The majority of employees are 

mal es while the majority of spouses are wives of the head of 

the hou se hold. The frequency of local mo ve ment s among heads 

of the household appear to be a rare phenomenon. The 

observed high frequency of local movements among wives is 

due to the fact that females move to the places of their 

bride grooms after marriage which males rarely do. 

Investigation of the age distribution of local movers and 

theirrelationship to the head of household of interview has 

indicated that movement of whole families also existed to 

some extent. It is note d that children under the age of 5 

are relatively numerous and the majority of local movers are 

also sons and daughters of the head of househol d. 
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3.4.2. Relationship of Intra-regional ~igrants to ~ 2! 
Household 

The dominant type of relationship of intra-regional 

migrants to the head of household is quite similar to what 

was observed for local movers. Of the total intra-regional 

migrants, 32.6 percent are sons and daughter5 of the head of 

household. Spouses, uncles and aunts each constituted about 

19 percent. heads and employees each constituted about 5 

percent. However, there is a substantial variation in type 

of relationship of migrants to the head of household by sex. 

Spouses are mainly wives (29.3%). heads and employees are 

mainly males (see Table 3.17). 

Examination of the .relationship of intra - regional 

migrants to the head of household in the rural 1£ rural, 

rural 1£ urban and urban 1£ rural streams reveals that in 

every stream sons and daughters dominate the type of 

relationship of migrants to the head of household. The 

second important type of relationship of intra-regional 

migrants to the head of household turns out to be spouses, 

uncles and aunts in the rural to rural and urban to rural - -
streams while heads and uncles and aunts are the second 

important type of relationships in the rural to urban form of 

intra-regional migration. Also, a SUbstantial proportion of 

migrants are non-relatives of the head of household in the 

rural to rural stream. Migrants who are heads of the 

household relativity form a good proportion only in the 

rural 1£ urban stream. In general, the type of relationship 

by sex varies substantially from stream to stream. Among 

the spouses, husbands constitute a very small proportion 
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Table 3.17 Percentage Distribution of Local Moves and Internal Mi9rants b~ Type of Relationshi~ to 

Head of Household , Sex , Type of i'1igration and Stream, 1982/83 

Inter-regional Inter-regional 

Relation to Intra-regional Migrants In-migrants Out-migrants 

Head of Local &lral- Rural- Urban- &lral- ~~- Total 
Rural- Rural -fbusehold Sex 

M:Jvers &lral Urban &lral Total &lral &lral Urban Total 

Head M 2.6 7.4 22.4 9.3 8.6 8.4 4 .1 7.3 8.5 14.7 10.9 
F 0.9 1.8 7.5 3.8 2.3 1. 2 1. 9 1.3 1. 3 1. 3 1. 3 
T 11. 7 4.0 14.8 6.2 4.8 4.4 3.1 4.1 4.5 9.9 6. 1 

SPouse M 2.9 2.5 1.3 2.6 2.4 6 . 7 20.0 10.0 6.8 9 .3 7,.8 
F 23.8 29.8 17 .3 31.2 29.3 33 . 8 18.3 31.0 34.3 8.9 28.6 
T 14.6 19.2 9.5 18.8 18.7 21.9 19.2 21.3 22.1 9.1 18.1 

SDn! M 35 .8 39.3 49 . 2 39.9 39.7 33.4 46.3 36 .6 33.0 55.7 41.9 
daughter F 21. 7 26.9 48.3 28.6 28.0 26.1 21.5 25.3 25.3 52.9 31. 6 

T 27.9 31.7 46.3 33.5 32.6 29.3 34.8 30.5 28.7 54.8 36.8 

I-bther! M 1.1 0.8 0.6 2.3 0.9 1. 2 3.2 1. 7 1. 2 1. 0 1.1 
father F 4. 3 2.8 2.5 6.0 3. 1 3.4 1. 8 3. 1 3.6 4.3 3.7 

T 2.8 2.0 1.6 4. 4 2.2 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2 . 2 2. 4 

Brother! M 6.0 5.6 5.8 8.2 5.9 7.2 6.3 7.0 6 .9 3 .7 5 . 7 
sister F 3 . 7 3 . 1 2.9 3.8 3.1 1. 9 4 . 1 2.3 1.5 7.4 2.8 

T 4 . 7 4. 1 4.3 5.7 4.2 4.2 5.3 4 .4 3.9 5. 1 4. 3 

Uncles! M 22.3 24.5 15.3 16.2 23.1 21.0 13.6 19.2 21.2 9.8 16.8 
aWlts F 17.9 16. 1 13.4 14 . 4 15.8 16.0 20.9 16.8 16.2 16.3 16.2 

T 19.4 19.3 14.3 15.2 18.7 18.2 17 .0 17.9 18.4 12.2 16.5 

Other- M 5.0 4 . 7 2.6 6.2 4.7 4 . 2 4.5 4.3 4. 1 1.4 3. 1 
relatives F 21.3 15.7 3.3 8.3 14 .5 13 .6 29.9 16.5 13.7 5.5 11.9 

T 14.1 11 .4 2.9 7 .4 10.6 9.4 16.4 10.9 9.5 2.9 7.4 

Non- 11 6 . 9 4.7 2.4 12.6 5.3 5.7 0.9 4.6 5.8 1.8 4.3 
relatives F 2.9 1.4 2.9 2.8 1.6 1.9 0.9 1.7 1. 9 0.7 4.6 

T 4 . 7 2.7 2.7 7.0 3.1 3.6 0.9 3.0 3.7 1.4 3.0 

Ellployee M 17.0 10.4 5.2 2.4 9.3 11.7 0.9 9.1 11. 9 2.2 8. 1 
F 3.9 2.2 1.9 1.1 2. 1 2. 1 1.7 2.2 2.2 2 . 2 
T 9.7 5 . 4 3.5 1. 7 4.9 6.3 0.5 5. 1 6.5 2.2 5 . 2 

Not Stated M 0.4 0. 1 0 . 2 0.3 0. 1 0.5 0.2 0.4 0 . 4 0. 1 0.3 
F 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 0. 1 0 .7 0.2 0.1 0 .5 0.2 
T 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1 0 . 2 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.2 0 . 2 0. 2 

Total M 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
F 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
T 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

M 143088 203337 15983 24293 243613 8318 2705 11023 8199 5229 13428 
F 180375 32177 1 16954 31796 37052 1 10604 2369 12973 10237 2994 13231 
T 323463 525 108 32937 56089 614134 18922 5074 23996 18436 8223 26659 
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while wives constitute a sizeable proportion. On the other 

hand, employees are mostly male s . 

3.4.3 Relat~ship £f Inter-regional ~larants l£ Head £f 
Household 

A similar pattern of relationship of migrants to the 

head of household as was observed for the intra-regional 

migration also exists for the inter - regional migration. A 

relatively large proportion of both in-and out-migrants in 

the inter-regional migration are sons and daughters of the 

head of household. The percentages of sons and daughters 

among inter-regional in-and-out-migrants were 30.5 and 36.8 

percent respect1.vely. Approximately, 21 percent of in­

migrants and 18 percent of out-migrants were spouses, of 

which females (wives) out-number males (husbands) by as much 

as one to three. The other principal type of relationship 

that emerges is that of uncles and aunts. Nearly 18 percent 

of the in-migrants and 16 percent of the out-migrants were 

uncles and aunts. The head of the households were more 

prevalent among the inter-regional out-migrants than in­

migrants and they are mostly males. Male heads out number 

female heads by about seven to on e in both types of 

migration. Relatives outside the household's family of 

procreation i.e., other rel ativ es, non-relatives and 

employees were relatively better represented among the in-

migrants than the out-migrants. 

percent of the in-migrants and 

migrants (see Table 3.17). 

They constituted about 19 

16 percent of the out-

Comparsion of the type of relationship among the rural 

12 rural. ~ural to urban and urban 12 ~~ inter-regional 



migrants shows that in every stream sons and daughters 

predominate the type of relationship of migrants to the head 

of household. That is, 29.3 percent of the rural to rural 

in-migrants and 28.7 percent of the rural to rural out­

migrants constitute sons and daughters respectively. 

Similarly, 34.8 percent of the urban to rural in-migrants 

and 54.8 percent of the rural to urban out-migrants 

constitute sons and daughters respectively. On the other 

hand, 19.2 percent of the urban to rural and 9.1 percent of 

the rural to urban migrants were spouses. Similarly, 17 

percent of the urban to rural and 12.2 percent of the rural 

to urban migrants were uncles and aunts of the head of 

household. Migration of heads appears to be more prevalent 

in the rural to urban than in the urban to rural stream. In 

general, the rural to urban migration is more heavily 

weighted by sons and daughters while the urban to rural 

migration is heavilY weighted by spouses, uncles and aunts. 

A large proportion of in-migrants appear to be choosing a 

particular destination because it seems they have relatives 

living there. Among the streams of migration, the rural 

areas receive most of the heads, spouses and other relatives 

while the urban areas receive heads, sons and daughters (see 

Table 3.17). 
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CHAPTER IV 

_R~EA_S~O~N_S ~ INTERNAL MIGRATION !!£ LOCAL MOVES 

In this chapter an attenpt is made to investigate the 

reasons for internal migration and moves. Questions on 

reasons for local movements and n ig rations were among the 

items included in the ESVRS . These questi ons represent an 

attempt to de termine moti vation by asking migran ts why they 

moved or migr a te d? Du e to the fact that the re are no 

standard categories of reas o ns for move and migration, 

respondents were asked to state their own reason(s) for move 

or migration. The answers i.e., reasons were provided in 

the following open ended categories: 

a) Marriage and divorce 

b) Job and job related, which included seeking job, 

quiting job, transfer from job, dismissal from job, 

domestic work and search for farm-land. 

c) Military service. 

d) Imprisonment, which includes those release d from 

prison and those put in prison. 

e) Health. 

f) Join parents, which inclUde sons, daughters, 

adopted chi l dr en a nd depen dent persons. 

g) Other reasons, which include penSion, quarrel, 

education and oth e r reason(s) which are not 

included here. 

h) Not stated. In this categor y no reasons for local 

move or migraeio n were stat ed; the y we r e probably 

not repor ted by the responden t or mi ss ed by the 

enumera tClr. 



Moreover, the categories of rea sons shown from (a) to (g) 

are further classified into two groups; economic and non­

economic. Economic reasons are those shown in group (b) 

while those categories of reason s included in groups other 

than (b) are classified as non-economic re8sons. 

The percentage distribution of migrants under each 

category of reason s by sex, move and type of migration are 

shown in Tables 4.1-4 . 10. The type of migrations include; 

intra-regional, inter-regional in-migrants and inter­

regional out-migrants, each of which is further sub­

classified into rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to 

rural migration streams. 

4.1 Re asons £2r Local moves 

Social factors appear to be the most impo rtant reasons, 

specially for female movers, in local movements. The 'other 

reasons' constituted the single most import8nt category of 

reason for local movers. It accounted for 52.5 percent of 

local movers of both sexes. These reasons :ncludet pension, 

quarrel, education 8nd other reasons not stated here such as 

theft, childlessness (female), lack of ability to properly 

manage and economically allocate household budget (female) 

drunkeness, etc., (see Table 4.1). Among these reasons, 

although not shown in Table 4.1, quarrel happens to be the 

prime motive for the decision to move locally. The second 

important factor that motivates local movements is 'marriage 

and divorce'. Local movers whose reason for move was 

marriage and divorce constituted about 24 percent of all 

local movers. However, although not shown in the table, 

reason for marriage accounts for the largest share than the 
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Table 4.1 Percentage Distribution of Loca l Movers by Reason for Move, 

Sex and Region. 1982 , 83 

Reaion 

Arasi 

Bale 

Gamo Cofa 

Gojjam 

Gondar 

Hararge 

lilubabor 

Kefa 

Shew. 

Sid_me 

Wellega 

Wallo 

Total 

Sex 

· H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

M 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

Harriage Job and 
and Job Joi ned Other 

Divorce related Heal th parents reaSons N.S 

5.4 21.2 0.8 10 .8 J1.4 0.3 

20.2 3.9 0.7 11.0 62.5 1.6 

12.3 

4.0 

17. 1 

11. 1 

1.7 

47.2 

33.6 

6.0 

42.9 

25.0 

4.6 

33.4 

18.3 

14.7 

54.5 

41.7 

1.6 

27.8 

15.4 

7.3 

36.9 

25.2 

3.6 

36.8 

21.7 

2.7 

39.6 

24.8 

2.4 

23.7 

14.2 

8.4 

50.1 

33.1 

5.3 

38.7 

23.9 

13 .5 

14. 7 

3.4 

8.5 

0.0 

0.2 

0.2 

25.7 

7.3 

16 .2 

37 .1 

9.3 

23.8 

2.6 

0.2 

1.0 

3.2 

1.0 

2. 1 

8.1 

2.2 

4.5 

20.9 

5.7 

12.6 

2 . 4 

0.0 

1.0 

5.8 

0.9 

3.1 

26.2 

7.0 

14.8 

19. 1 

4.5 

11.0 

0.8 

0.6 

0.3 

0.7 

0.5 

0.5 

0.3 

0.3 

0.4 

0.3 

0. 1 

0.1 

0.7 

0.4 

1.6 

1.9 

1.8 

0.7 

0 .0 

0.3 

0.3 

0.1 

0.5 

0.3 

0.1 

0. 1 

0.1 

0.4 

0 . 4 

0.4 

10.9 

20.0 

22.2 

21.2 

16.3 

4.0 

7.7 

3.4 

5.7 

4.6 

9.2 

8.5 

8.9 

25.4 

13.3 

17.2 

37.9 

18.7 

27.8 

21.5 

17.0 

18 . 8 

12.2 

10. 1 

11. 1 

23 .5 

20.8 

21.9 

13.3 

13.6 

13 . 5 

7.6 

5.4 

6.3 

12. 6 

10 .6 

11. 4 

61.8 

58.3 

54.4 

56.1 

76.2 

43.0 

52.9 

63.4 

43.2 

53.0 

48 . 6 

48.2 

.48.4 

56.6 

31.4 

39.5 

56.4 

51.5 

53.8 

61.0 

41.6 

49.3 

62.5 

47.3 

54.2 

67.7 

37.9 

49 . 9 

78.3 

60.3 

68.3 

• 57.6 

37.2 

45.5 

61.8 

45.1 

52.5 

0.9 

3. 1 

2.4 

2.7 

5.7 

4.8 

5.1 

1.4 

0.4 

0 . 9 

0.3 

0.3 

0.3 

0.7 

0 . 5 

0.6 

0.2 

1.0 

0.6 

0.4 

0.4 

0.4 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

3.4 

1.6 

2. 3 

0.1 

1.0 

0.6 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 

0.8 

0.8 

0.8 

% 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total 
N 

7.590 

6.458 

14 .138 

2.524 

2.978 

5.502 

3.654 

8.623 

12.277 

2},073 

26.769 

51.842 

19.462 

17 . 779 

37,241 

5.643 

11.903 

17.546 

5.281 

5.836 

11.117 

8,622 

13, 144 

21.766 

20.600 

24.852 

45.452 

8.182 

12.133 

20.315 

16.007 

20,080 

36.087 

20.453 

29 .736 

50,189 

143.091 

180,381 

323.472 



reason for d ivorce. The third largest reason for local 

movements was to join parents (11.4%). 

Among male local movers, 61.8 and 19.2 percent moved 

locally due to 'other reasons' and job and job related 

reasons respectively while among female local movers, 45.1 

and 38.7 percent moved locally for 'other reasons' and due 

to marriage and divorce respectively. One reason why local 

mo veme nt s are domin at ed b y marria g e and other personal 

reasons is due to the fact that local mo ve me nts are short 

distance movements. Secondly, reasons for marriage appears 

to be selective of females i.e., females in the rural areas 

move to residence of their bride-groom's after matrimony, 

which males rar e ly do; because rural Ethiopia is mostly a 

pa tr iarchal society. 

If we further classify the 'job and job related 

reasons' as economic and all other categories of reasons as 

'non - economic' reasons, one will find that only 11 percent 

of local movements are for economic reasons while the 

remaining 88.2 percent are for non-economic reasons. 

Furthermore, among male local movers, about 19 and 80 

percent moved locallly fo r economic and non-economic 

reasons, while only 4.5 percent and about 95 percent of 

females moved locally for economic and non-economic reasons 

respectively. 

Investigation of the motives for the decision to move 

locally in each region reveals, on the whole, four major 

groups of reasons affecting local movements. These include, 

'other reasons', marriage and divorce, job and job related 

and to join parents . Among these four major categories of 

reasons, 'other reasons' are the most important reasons for 
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local movements by both se xes i n e ve r y re g ion, except in 

Hararge. In Hararge, the principal reason for local 

movement s happen s t o be 'm a rri a ge an d d ivor c e'. This 

overall pattern of reason(s) for local mo ve ments also holds 

for both sexes in the majority of re g ions. The most 

important factor of local movements for males in all regions 

and in nine out of 1 2 regions for females is "other 

reasons". In th e thre e r e gion s (G a rno Go fa, Ha rar ge and 

Wollo) , the major rea s on for lo ca l move me nt s by femal e s 

happen to be marriage and divorce. With regard to the other 

major reasons, these vary in importance from region to 

region. 'Job and job related' reasons are the second most 

important reason for local movements by males in Arssi, 

Gojjam, Gondar, Shewa and Wollo. Marriage and divorce are 

the second most important reasons for local movements by 

females in a l l r eg ion s, e xcep t in Bale in whic h to join 

paren t s is the second most important reason. In Bale, 

Hararge, Illubabor, Kefa, Sidamo and Wellega, to join 

parents is the second most important reason for local 

movements by males (see Table 4.1). 

4.2 Reasons ~ Intra-regional Mi grat i on 

Unlike the motives for the decision to move locally 

which were affected by non-economic factors, the motives for 

the decision to migrate within a given region are mostly 

influenced by economic factors. Among the intra-regional 

migrants, 50 percent migrated for economic reasons (job and 

job related reasons) and about 49 percent migrated for non­

economic reasons (see Table 4.2). Among the non-economic 

factors, purely sociological reasons mostly influenced the 

decision to move on the p a rt of intra - r e gional migrants. 



This is the case with marriage and divorce which accounted 

for about 24 percent of the total intra-regional migrations 

(see Table 4.::n. Among r.Jale intra-regional migrants, 61.4 

and 11.6 percent moved for job and job related (economic) 

reasons and to join parents (non-economic reason) 

respectively. While among female intra-regional migrants, 

42.6 and 38.2 percent moved for job and job related 

(econom ic) rea sons and marriage and divorce (non-econom ic) 

reasons respectively (see also Figure 4.1). 

Table 4.2 

Stream of 
Migration 

R/R 

RI U 

U/R 

TOTA L 

Percentage Distribution of Intra-regional 

Migrants by Reason for Migration, Sex and 

Stream of Migration, 1982/83. 

Reason for Migration 
Economic Non-Economic 

M F T M F T 

67.6 45.7 54.2 32.4 54.3 45.8 

62.8 58.9 60.8 37.1 41.0 39.1 

8.9 2.4 5.2 80.3 90.6 86.2 

61.4 42.6 50.0 37.5 56.8 49.2 

N.B. Percentages do not add to 100 due to the N.S.cases. 

In every ~£n under consideration, except in Garno 

Gofa and Kefa, job and job related factors and marriage and 

divo r ce factors are the first and the second most important 

reasons for intra-regional migrations. In Garno Gofa, the 

first and the second most important reasons for intra­

region a l migration happen t6 be 'job and job related' and to 

97 



10 
Tahle 4.3 Percentage Distribution of Intra- resional Migrant s by Reason for Migration, al 

Sex and Region, 1982 /83 

Marriage Job and 
Region Sex and Job Military Impri- Join Ot.her Total 

Divorce related Service sonment Health earents reasons N.S % N 

Arssi M 3.4 55.9 5.0 12.8 3. 3 14.9 3.2 1.5 100 14,680 
F 34.0 41.0 4.0 1.9 0. 4 15.0 2.2 1.5 100 20.257 
T 21.1 47.3 4.4 6.5 1.6 14.9 2.7 1.5 100 34.937 

Bale M 0.5 56.6 4.6 2.5 1. 4 20.9 11.0 2.5 100 5.000 
F 17.2 47.3 6.0 1.0 0.2 18.4 8.4 1.5 100 6,117 
T 9.7 51.5 5.4 1.7 0.7 19.5 9.5 2.0 100 11.117 

Gamo Gofa M 0.4 58.8 2.6 0.7 0. 4 30.9 6.2 0.0 100 4,751 
F 40.8 34.6 0.9 19.6 2.9 1.2 100 10 .499 
T 28.2 42.2 1.5 0.2 0. 1 23 .1 3 . 9 0.8 100 15.250 

Gojjam M 4. 4 62.6 6.2 10.2 2. 6 8.8 5.2 0.0 100 34.273 
F 51.5 35.7 3.5 1.6 0. 2 5.3 2.2 0.0 100 57.571 
T 33.9 45.7 4.5 4.8 1.2 6.6 3.3 0.0 100 91.844 

Gondar M 4.2 62 .1 4.0 12 . 9 5.5 6 .7 4.5 0.1 100 25 .235 
F 44.5 41.6 4.1 2.9 0. 3 4.3 2 . 1 0.2 100 36.665 
T 28.0 50.0 4.1 7.0 2.4 5 .3 3. 1 0.1 100 61,900 

Hararge M 4.1 57.3 5.8 0.1 1. 3 15.5 13.6 2.3 100 13.303 
F 29.3 45.8 3.0 0.5 0.6 12.1 6.5 2.2 100 17.717 
T 18.5 50.7 4.2 0.3 1.0 13.6 9.5 2.2 100 31.020 

llluhabor M 0.5 68 .7 12.5 0.8 1.2 10.2 6.1 0.0 100 9,804 
F 23.0 52 .9 8.3 1.3 0.6 10.1 3 . 8 0.0 100 13.347 
T 13.5 59.6 10.0 1.1 0.9 10.1 4.8 0.0 100 23 .151 

Kefa M 1.2 17.8 1.2 0.4 31.6 39.8 8.0 100 20.<60 
F 29.1 13.4 1.4 19.2 33.4 3.5 100 27.218 
T 17.0 15.3 1.3 0.2 24.6 36.2 5.4 100 48.078 

Shews M 3.5 68 .7 7.8 10.1 1.2 4 .5 4.2 100 36,840 
F 40.7 47.2 4.5 3.0 0.0 4.0 0.6 100 56.080 
T 26.0 55.7 5.8 5.8 0.5 4.2 2.0 100 92.920 

Sidamo M 1.2 73.5 9.1 0.7 2.2 10.0 3.3 100 28.281 
F 34.4 51.4 4.8 0.2 0.1 6.3 2.7 0.1 100 50.457 
T 22.5 59.3 6.3 0.4 0.9 7.6 2.9 0.1 100 78.788 

Wellega M 0.5 69.9 8.8 2.5 2.4 9.9 5.4 0.6 100 26,625 
F 23.3 60.0 5.4 0.4 7.7 2.8 0.4 100 32.661 
T 13.1 64.4 6.9 1.3 1.1 8.7 4.0 0.5 100 59.286 

Wbllo M 4.6 66 . 3 3.7 8.3 1.4 9. 1 6 . 0 0 .6 100 23.961 
F 46.3 38.7 3.7 2.8 0.0 5.0 3.2 0.3 100 41.932 
I 3] ] !iii a :3:.Z ~,a g'2 6. 5 4.2 0.4 100 65.893 

Total M 2.8 61.4 6.2 6.4 2.2 11. 6 8.3 1.1 100 243.613 
F 38.2 42.6 4.0 1.5 0.2 8.0 4.9 0.6 100 370.521 
T 24.2 50.0 4.9 3.5 - 1.0 9.4 6.2 0.8 100 614,134 

% 
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'join parents', while in Kefa, 'other reasons' and 'marriage 

and divorce' are the first and the second most important 

reasons for intra-regional migration. However, the above 

overall pattern of reason for intra-regional migration among 

male and female migrants does not hold for every region. 

Since the phenomenon of migration is selective of 

individuals, reasons and the choice of destination, the 

interplay of economic and non-economic factors seem to show 

a tendency to vary, in specific, not only between individual 

migrants but also between migration types (i.e., ~~ ~ 

rural, rural 12 urban and urban ~ rural migration streams). 

While considering the reasons of illtra-regional migration by 

stream, we found the economic factors playing the important 

role in the decision to migrate between rural to urban areas 

(60.8%) and from rural to rural areas (54.2%), while non­

economic reasons appear to be the most important factors in 

the urban to rural (86.2%) migration stream (see Table 4.2). 

Among the non-economic factors, particular mention may be 

made of, marriage and divorce (25.9%, in the rural to 

rural), to join parents (18.8%, in the rural to urban) and 

'other reasons' (50.6%, in the urban to rural) (see Table 

4.4) • 

The reasons for intra-regional migration by stream also 

vary according to sex. For example, about 68 and 63 percent 

of male intra-regional migrants migrated from rural to rural 

and rural to urban areas primarily for economic reasons. On 

the other hand, among the urban to rural male migrants, the 

absolute majority (80.3%) migrated for non-economic reasons. 

Among the rural to rural and urban to rural female migrants, 

the majority (with 54.3 and 90.6 percent in each stream 



Table 4. 4 Percentage Distribution of Intra-regional Migrants By Reason for Migration, Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

Reason for Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Urban to Rural Total 
Migration 

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Marriage and 
Divorce 3.1 40.3 25 . 9 1.1 19.3 10.5 1.5 26 . 7 15.8 2.8 38.2 24.2 

Job and Job 
Rela t ed 67.6 45.7 54 .2 62.8 58.9 60.8 8.9 2.4 5.2 61. 4 42 . 6 50.0 

Military Service 7.1 4.4 5.5 3.6 4.3 4. 0 6.2 4.1 4.9 

Imprisonment 7.4 1.8 3.9 0.4 0.6 0.5 1.7 0.7 6.4 1.5 3.5 

Health 2.4 0.2 1.0 2.2 0.1 1. 1 0.5 0.4 0 .5 2. 2 0.1 1.0 

Join Par ents 9.5 6.8 7.9 21.4 16 .5 18 . 8 23.1 15.1 18.6 11.6 8.0 9.4 

Other Reasons 2.9 0 . 8 1.6 8.4 0.2 4.2 53.5 48.4 50.6 8.3 4.9 6.2 

N.S 0. 0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 10.8 7.0 8 . 6 1.1 0.6 0. 8 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

203,337 321 ,771 525,108 15,983 16,954 32,9 37 24,293 31,796 56, 089 243,613 370,521 614,134 

.... 
o .... 
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respectively) migrated for non-economic reasons, while among 

the rural to urban female migrants, the majority (58.9 

percen~) migrated for economic reasons (see Table 4.2). 

Among the non-economic reasons, as mentioned earlier, 

marriage and divorce (specifically for females), join 

parents and 'other reasons' are the most important factors 

that influence the decision to migrate (see Table 4.4 and 

Figure 4.2 ) . Figure 4.2 compares the various groups of 

reasons for intra-regional migration by sex and streams of 

migration. The dominance of the economic factors in the 

rural to rural migration stream (especially for males) and 

rural to urban migration stream (for both males and females) 

on the one hand and the dominance of the non-economic 

factors (especially to join parents and 'other reasons' for 

both sexes and marriage and divorce for females) in the 

urban to rural migration stream on the other, are clearly 

depicted by the Figure. 

4.3 Reasons f2r Inter-regional In-migrati2£ 

The major reasons for inter-regional in-migrations are 

non-economic factors. In - migrants under these category of 

reasons (i.e., non - economic) constitute about 87 percent 

(see, Table 4.5). Among the non-economic reasons, the 

dominant ones include, 'other reasons' (52.6%) and marriage 

and divorce (19.8%) (see, Table 4.6). However, other non­

economic considerations including 'to join parents' (13.2%) 

are also important in the decision to migrate. This ~so 

holds for both males and females. (see Table 4.6). Among 

males 79.4 percent and among females 93.9 percent migrated 

for non-economic reasons (see, Table 4.5). The most 

important non-economic reasons that affected the male's 



p 

E 

R 

G 

E 

N 

T 

A 

G 

E 

S 

TO 

.. 
.. 

.. 
It 

so 

It 

..... 140B 
1)1 YORCa 

Figure 4.2 Percentage Distribution Of Intra-regional 
Migrants By Reason For Migratlon,Sex ,Rural To Rural,Rural 
To Urban And Urban To Rural Migratio n St reams,1982/83 

loa • 
JOa a&LAr & D 

..... ~. -

lIIJLIUa T 
' •• VICS 

· c -. 
I."U .... u. 

• O ••• • T 

REASON FOR MIGRATION 

/. 

" 

...... " L & , .U ... L-.U .... L 

PB N .lLB.aU ... L·RU."L 

... L ••• O . .. L-U .... M 

- ... M .. L ••• U • . u.-u .... .. a Jl.4 L & . U ..... H.1l0 ... L 

~ ". )1 41.&,U&"'''·&U.4L 

/ 

/ 

JlOM 
•••• 1 • 

, , , , 

0"111"1 •• ' 

... 
o w 



104 

decision to migrate include, 'other reasons' (61.6%) and 

join parents (14.9%) (see Table 4.6). However, apart from 

the non-economic reasons, economic reasons also motivated 

about 16 percent of males to in-migrate (see Table 4.5). 

The major non-economic reasons that motivated the females to 

migrate include, 'other reasons' (44.9%) and marriage and 

divorce (35.9%) (see Table 4.6). However, quite a good 

proportion of females (11.8%) also migrated to join parents 

(see, Table 4.6). 

Table 4.5 

Stream of 

Migration 

RIR 

U/R 

TOTAL 

Percentage Distribution of Inter-regional In­

migrants by Reason for Migration, Sex and 

Stream of Migration, 1982/83. 

Reason for Migration 
, 

Economic non-economic 

M F T M F T 

16.3 2.6 8.6 79.6 94.3 87.8 

16.8 5.4 1l.5 79.0 91.8 84.9 

16.4 3.1 9.2 79.4 93.9 87.2 

N.B. Percentages do not add to 100 due to the N.S. cases. 

The overall finding of non-economic reasons as the 

primary motivation factors for in-migration also holds for 

each region. Specifically, 'other reasons' are the single 

most important factor for in-migration into every region 

with the exception of migration into Hararge, where the most 

important reason happens to be 'join parents' (see Table 

4.6). With regard to the second and third important reasons 

for in-migration into a given region, these vary from region 
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Table 4. L Percentage Distribution of Inter-regional In-migrants b~ Reason for Migration, 

Sex and Re£ion, 1982/83 

Marriage Job and 
and Job Join Other Total 

Region Sex Divorce related Health parents reasons N.S % N 

Arss! M 15.7 5.5 78.8 100 642 
F 57.4 12.8 28.0 1.8 100 1,039 
T 35.5 6.0 2.1 7.9 47.4 1.1 100 1,681 

Bale M 9.9 22.2 63.9 4.0 100 473 
F 16.5 1.4 19 .4 60.0 2.7 100 487 
T 7.9 5.8 20.9 62.0 3.4 100 910 

Gamo Gafa M 2.8 2.8 89 .8 4. 6 100 633 
F 35.5 3.9 11.5 43.7 5.4 100 487 
T 15.5 3.3 6.6 69.7 4.9 100 1,120 

Gojjam M 0.1 46.6 1.3 9.7 42.3 100 1,348 
F 48.2 1.7 3.6 46.5 100 r,9~9 
T 28.5 20.1 0 . 5 6.1 44.8 100 3,297 

Gondar M 25.8 4.8 69.4 100 896 
F 41.4 5.1 7.3 3.7 42.5 100 1,541 
T 26 . 2 12.7 4.6 4.1 52.4 100 2,437 

Hararge M 48.4 50.0 1.6 100 62 
F 100.0 100 31 
T 32.3 33.3 1.1 33.3 100 93 

Illubabor M 2.2 2.2 25.1 66.2 4.3 100 1,206 
F 26.0 2 . 8 11 . 5 53.3 6.4 100 1,245 
T 14.3 2. 5 18 .2 59.6 5.4 100 2,451 

Kefa M 12.8 42.4 44.8 100 486 
F 51.5 22.2 25.7 0.6 100 653 
T 29.5 5.4 30.8 33.9 0.4 100 1,139 

Shewa M 1.1 19.7 5.0 11.9 61.1 1.2 100 2,553 
F 25.5 3.4 1.7 15.7 50.6 3.1 100 3,036 
T 14.3 10.8 3.2 14 . 0 55.4 2.3 100 5,589 

Sidamo M 1.6 9.1 28.6 42.1 18.6 100 1,477 
F 40.1 4.2 9.3 41.5 4.9 100 1,446 
T 20.7 6.7 19.1 41.8 11. 8 100 2,923 

Wellega M 0.2 0.2 87.7 11.8 100 454 
F 7.8 41.4 35.3 15.5 100 360 
T 3 . 6 18.4 64.5 13.5 100 814 

Wallo M 2.4 3.4 5.4 9.2 79.6 100 793 
F 29.8 5.1 11.3 53.5 0 . 3 100 745 
T 15.7 4.2 2.8 10.2 67.0 0.1 100 1,538 

Total M 0.9 16.4 2.0 14.9 61.6 4.2 100 11 ,023 
F 35.9 3.1 1.3 11.8 44.9 3.0 100 12,969 
T 19.8 9.2 1.6 13.2 52.6 3.6 100 23,992 
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to region. In particular, 'marriage and d iv orce' is the 

second important factor for in-migration into Arssi, Garno 

Gofa, Gojjam, Gondar, Shewa, Sidamo and Wollo. On the other 

hand, 'to join parents' is the second important factor for 

in-migration into Bale, Illubabor and Wellega, while job and 

job related reason is the second important factor for in­

migration into Hararge. Similar variation of reasons for 

migration by region is observed with tegard t6 male and 

female in - migrants (see Table 4.6). 

A contrast of the motives for the decision to migrate 

in the rural to rural and urban to rural direction by the - -
inter-regional in-migrants reveals that the non-economic 

factors dominate in both direction of flow. Among the rural 

to rural inter-regional in-migrants, about 88 percent and 

among the urban to rural inter-regional in-migrants 85 

percent mtgrated for non-economic reasons (see Table 4.5). 

Among the non-economic factors, the first, second and third 

important factors include 'other reasons', 'mar.riage and 

divorce' and 'to join parents' (see Table 4.7). The same 

category of reasons in the 

the decision to migrate 

directions of migration. 

same order of importance affect 

by males and females in both 

4.4 Reasons I£: Inter-regional Out-migration 

The out-migrants had different reason(s) for migration 

than their in-migrant counterparts. Unlike the in-migrants, 

the out-migrants tend to migrate more frequently for 

economic than non-economic reasons. The economic and non-

economic factors have accounted for about 61 and 39 percent 

of inter-regional out - migrants respectively. Among inter-

regional male out-migrants, about 70 percent and among 



Table 4. 7 Percentage Distribution of Inter- regional In- migrants by Reason for Migration. Sex 

and Streams. 1982 / 83 

Stream of Migration 

Reason for Rural to Rural Ur ban to Rural Total 
Migration 

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Fe male Total 

Marriag-e' and 
Divorce 0.9 36.3 20.7 0. 9 34.2 16.4 0.9 35 . 9 19.8 

Job and Job 
Related 16.3 2.6 8.6 16. 8 5.4 11.5 16 . 4 3.1 9.2 

Health 2.2 1.5 1.8 1. 6 0.8 2.0 1.3 1.6 

J oin Parents 14.3 10 . 5 12.2 16.5 17.8 17.1 14. 9 11.8 l3 . 2 

Other Reasons 62.2 46.0 53.1 60. 0 39.8 50 . 6 61.6 44.9 52.6 

N.S 4.1 3.1 3.6 4.2 2.8 3.6 4.2 3.0 3. 6 

Total iOO 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

8.319 10.604 18.922 2.705 2.365 5.070 11.023 12.969 23.992 

... 
o 
>oJ 
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female inter-regional out - migrant s , about 52 percent out­

migrated for economic reasons, while about 30 percent of 

males and 48 percent of females out-migrated for non­

economic reasons (see Table 4.8). Among the non-economic 

reasons, marriage and divorce accounted for about ~~ percent 

of out-migrating females. The most important non-economic 

reasons for male out-migrants were, joining parents (7.6%) 

and 'imprisonment' (7.5%) (see, Table 4.9). 

Table 4.8 Percentage Distribution of Inter-regionaIOut­

migrants by Reason for Migration, Sex and 

Stream of Migration, 1982/83. 

Reason for Migration 
Stream of 

Economic non-economic Migration 
M F T M F T 

RIR 71. 9 50.0 59.8 28.1 50.0 40.2 

U/R 67.5 59.6 64.6 32.5 40.4 35.4 

TOTAL 70.2 52.2 61.3 29.9 47.8 38.6 

N.B. Percentages do not add to 100 due to the N.S. cases. 

Examination of the major motives for the decision to 

out-migrate from each region shows that, except in Gojjam 

and Hararge, economic reasons (job and job related) are the 

dominant forces for out-migration from every region (see 

Table 4.9). Marriage and divorce and 'other reasons' were 

the most important reasons for migration from Gojjam and 

Hararge respectively. In Arssi, Garno Gofa, Gondar, Kefa, 

Shewa, Sidamo and Wollo, 'marr~age and divorce' happen to be 

the second important reason for out-migration. In Bale and 
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Table 4.9· Percentage Distribution of Inter-regionalOu~-migrants by Reason for Migration, 

Sex and Region, 1982/83 

Marriage Job ~nd 
and Job Military lmpri- Join Other Total 

Region Sex Divorce related Service sonment Health parents reasons :I N 

Arssi M 86.6 4.1 3.6 5.7 100 610 
F 55.8 35 .8 8.4 0.1 100 895 
T 33.2 56.3 1.7 1.5 5.0 2;4 100 1,505 

Bale M 67.5 9.6 0.3 0.3 18.3 4.0 100 607 
F 19.4 52.7 17.4 0.4 9.9 0.2 100 465 
T 8.4 61.1 13.0 0.2 0.4 14.6 2.3 100 1,072 

Garno Gofa M 94.5 5.2 0.3 100 763 
F 34 . 3 54.5 5.7 5.3 0.2 100 505 
T 13 . 6 78.5 2.3 5.3 0.2 100 1,268 

Gojjam M 40.1 8.4 37.6 6.2 7.7 100 1,567 
F 51.8 46.2 2.0 0.1 100 1.669 
T 36.7 32.2 4. 1 19.2 3.0 3.8 100 3,236 

Gondar M 65.5 20.3 3.7 1.7 8.8 100 1.168 
F 32.4 53.1 3.3 0.6 3.5 7. 1 100 1,640 
T 18.9 58.2 10.4 1.9 2.8 7.8 100 2.808 

Hararge M 10.8 89 .2 100 286 
F 100 0 
T 10.8 89 .2 100 286 

Illubabor M 2.1 71.5 15.7 2. 1 8.6 0.1 100 1,251 
F 22.6 58.0 9.4 3. 1 6.8 0.1 100 1.144 
T 11.9 65.0 12 .7 2.6 7.7 0.1 100 2,395 

Kef a M 11.0 76.1 4.6 8.0 0.3 100 637 
F 52.3 47. 2 0.5 100 595 
T 30.9 62.2 2.4 4.1 0.4 100 1.232 

Shewa M 0.8 75.0 2.7 3.9 4.1 7.7 5.9 100 3.317 
F 25.2 55.8 4.3 2.0 2.1 9.0 1.6 100 3,392 
T 13. 1 65.3 3.5 2.9 3.1 8.3 3.7 100 6.709 

Sidamo M 72.5 6.9 15.1 5.5 100 1,494 
F 34.7 52.8 4.7 7.8 190 1,693 
T 18.4 62.0 5.7 11. 2 2.6 100 3,187 

Wellega M 83.6 16.2 0.1 100 671 
F 50.1 36.2 13.4 0.2 100 409 
T 70.9 13.7 15.2 0.2 100 1,080 

Wallo M 1.8 81.7 5.3 1.8 9 .4 100 1,057 
F 25.8 58.9 6.8 4.6 3.6 0.2 100 824 
I I'.J z!. Z 6.0 2.0 1.0 1.6 5.4 100 1,881 

Total M 1.1 70.2 5.2 7.5 1.6 7.6 6.9 100 13.428 
F 33.1 52.2 4.9 1.7 0.6 6.1 1..4 100 13.231 
T 17.0 61.3 5 . 0 4 .6 1.1 6.8 4.1 100 26,659 
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Wellega, 'to join parents' appears to be the second 

important reason for out-migration. 'Military service' and 

'job and job related reasons' are the second important 

reasons for out-migration from Illubabor and Gojjam 

respectively. The overall finding that the majority of 

males and females inter-regional out-migrants migrate for 

economic reasons holds true for all the regions (see Table 

4.9). 

Examinations of the reasons for inter-regional out­

migration between rural 12 rural and rural 12 urban areas 

also show dominance of economic reasons in both directions 

of migration. The economic factors among the rural to rural 

and rural to urban migrants constitute about 60 and 65 

percent of migrants respectively (see Table 4.8). Among the 

rural to rural male migrants, about 72 and 8 percent 

migrated due to economic reasons (job and job related) and 

military service respectively (see Table 4.10). On the other 

hand, among the rural to rural female migrants, 50 percent 

and about 37 percent migrated due to job and job related 

(economic factors) and marriage and divorce reas·ons (social 

factors) respectively (see Table 4.10). Among the rural to 

urban male migrants, 67.5 percent and 12.7 percent migrated 

due to job and job related reasons and to join parents. 

Among the rural to urban female migrants, 59.6 and 20.2 

percent migrated due to job and job related and marriage and 

divorce reasons (see Table 4.10). 

Furthermore, Figure 4.3 compares the proportion of 

inter-regional migrants by type of migration and reason. It 

s how s the do min a n ceo f e con 0 m i c rea son s 0 v ern on - e con 0 m i c 



Table 4.10 Percentage of Inter-regional Out- migrants by Reason for Migration. Sex and 

Stream. 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

Reason for Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Total 
Migration 

Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Marriage and 
Divorce 0.9 36 . 9 20 . 9 1.3 20 . 2 8.2 1.1 33.1 17.1 

Job and Job 
Related 71. 9 50.0 59.8 67.5 59.6 64.6 70.2 52.2 61. 3 

Military Service 7.6 5.4 6.3 1. 4 3.4 2.1 5.2 4.9 5.0 

Imprisonment 10.3 2.2 5.8 3.2 2.0 7.5 1.7 4. 6 

Health 1.0 0.1 0.5 2.6 2.4 2.5 1. 6 0. 6 1.1 

Join Parent s 4.3 3.7 4.0 12. 7 14 . 3 13 . 3 7.5 6.1 6.8 

Other Reas on s 4.0 1.7 2.7 11. 4 0.2 7. 3 6.8 1.4 4.1 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

8.199 10.237 18.436 5.229 2.994 8.223 13.428 13.231 26.659 

... ... ... 
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reasons in the case of inter-regional out - migration and the 

dominance of non-economic reasons over economic reasons in 

the case of inter-regional in-migration. And this holds for 

both sexes. The figure further depicts that among the non-

economic reasons, marriage and divorce and, 'other reasons' 

(specially among females) are the most important reasons for 

inter-regional in-migration. 
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• 
CHAPTER V -

SEASONALITY 2f:' H{;TERNAL MIGRATION .!!!2 LQCAL MOVES 

The objective of this chapter is to s how t h e seasonal 

pattern of internal migration and local movements during t he 

12 mon ths of the year under consider a ti o n. Migrant s no t 

only prefer a particular destination of mi gration but also 

pre f e r a particular period of time or s eason to migrate. 

Such seasons i nclude , the dr y seasons, the priod before and 

after har v es t, etc. In th i s cha pter this pattern of 

season a l variation in migration an d l ocal movements by 

• month of migration will be dis cussed by sex, loca l 

move me nt s and type of migration. Th e t ypes of migrat i ons 

include, intra-re g ional and i nter -regional in - and out­

migrations , each of which is sUb - cl assified by streams of 

migration: rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to 

rural. 

5.1 Seasonality 2£ Local Move s 

The re is a definite pattern of local movements by month 

of mov ements. The months of Yekatit , Ginbot, !!!:.' ,!1egabit 

an d ,!1 iazia appear to be the most pref erred months by local 

movers for movements within a given locality in t he regions 

under consideration (see Table 5.1). As mentioned earlier 

these months all together constitut e t he dry seasons , the 

season s before and after cUltivation and harvest. Most 

marria ges take place in the rural areas during these months 

and i t should be noted at this jun c tu re that marriage 

a) Note that the analysis doe s not in c lu de the month 
of Pagume, because there are only f i ve days in this 
mont h, and hen ce canno t be ,compared with the other 
mont hs which have 30 days each. 
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happens to be one of the principal reasons for local 

movements (see chapter 4). Local movements during these 

months are high for both sexes. Among these months, 

Yekati t alone emerges as the peak month of 'local movements 

for both sexes. However, months of preference of movements 

are different for males and females. The peak month for 

males and femles happen to be Ginbot and Yekatit ------ -------
respectively (see also Figure 5.1). The local movements are 

relatively less frequent during the months of Hamle, Nehase, 

~eskere~ ~~ and Tahsas, among which ~~~ and Nehase 

are the most avoided months for move by both sexes. 

Although the overall peak month of local movements 

happens to be Yekatit, it is not always found to be the most 

preferred month of move in every region. The data reveal 

that among the regions there are wide variations 1n 

preferred months for local moves. For examples, the month 

of ~~! is the peak month of local movements in Arssi 

(11.7%) and Hararge (12.9%), while Tahsas is the peak month 

in Bale (10.1%). In Gamo Gofa (12.3%), Shewa (13.5%) and 

Wollo (11.4%), the month of!1!: is observed to be the peak 

month of local movements. Ginbot is found to be the peak 

month of local movements in Gojjam (14.9%), Wellega (16.1%) 

and Go n dar (1 4 • 4 %) and r!~i!!l! 1 s the pea k m 0 nth i n 

Illubabor (15%) and Kefa (11.7%) and ~egabit is the peak 

month in Sidamo (1 2%). 

5.2 Seasonality of Intra-Regiona l Migration 

The decision of the majority of the intra-regional 

migrants regarding the time (month) of migration is almost 

similar to that of local movers. The group of months that 
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are most pr e ferred by the intra-region a l mi grants to migrate 

within their respective region include Ye~atit, ~~ 

Miaz i a and Sene in that order. As can be gleaned from Table 

5.2, among the preferred months, Yekatit (10.2%) is the most 

preferred month. Intra-regional migrations are relatively 

1 e s s fr e q uen t d uri ng the mon t hs 0 f ""N.;;.e-",h.;;.a~ (5.1%) an d ~!!!.!.2. 

(5.8%). However, the peak month of intra-regional migration 

for ea ch s ex di ff e r s. Miazia and Yeka ti t a r e t he peak 

months of intra-regional migration for males and females 

respectively (see also Figure 5.2). In general, males 

dominate females in intra-regional migration during the 

months of ~!!!~ Tahsa~ Tir, and ~~~~ while females 

dominat e males during the months of ~~~!!!, Yekatit, 

Ginbot, Sene, Hamle, and Nehase,. However, both males and 

f e ma l e s t e nd to a void the month of Nehase. 

The overall pattern of seasonal migration observed for 

intra-regional migrants does not hold for every region. 

The seasonal pattern of intra-regional migration varies 

between regions. One reason for this could be the slight 

variations in the rainy and summer seasons that exist 

between some regions. Ginbot is the peak month of intra­

regional migration in Arssi and GOjjam, while Tikimt is the 

peak month of intra-regional migration in Bale and Garno Gofa 

regions. Yekati t is the peak month of intra-regional 

migration in Gondar, Kefa and Wollo regions while !1! is the 

peak month of intra-regional migration in Hararge region and 

~ is peak month of intra-regional migration in ~li~ 

region. Similarly, peak month of intra-regional migration 

for mal e s is mostly different from that observ ed for females 

in about any region. For ~nstance, in Arssi, the highest 



Region 

Arasi 

Bale 

Gamo Goffa 

Gojjam 

Gondar 

Hararge 

Illubabor 

Keffa 

Silewa 

Sidamo 

Wellega 

Wel l o 

total 
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Tab l e 5.2 Percentage Distribution of Intra-Regional Migrants by Honth of Migration. Sex and Region. 1982/83 

Sex Meskerem 'Tikililt Hidar 

H 7.9 7.8 9 . 7 

F 6.4 6.6 8.6 

T 7,0 7.1 9.1 

H 8.0 9.4 5 . 8 

F 5.8 9.7 5 . 5 

T 6.7 9.5 5.6 

Ii 4.2 15.6 4.6 

F 8.6 12 . 7 7 . 9 

T 7.2 13 . 6 6 , 8 

Ii 3.4 6 .1 3.5 

F 5.7 6. 1 5.3 

T 4.8 6. 1 4.6 

H 3.4 5.0 4.8 

F 3 . 4 4 . 2 5.2 

T 3.4 4 . 5 5.0 

Ii 5.3 7.2 7.3 

F 9.4 7.5 10 .3 

T ' 7.7 7 . 4 9.0 

H 1.3 12.0 5.3 

F 3. 1 8.2 4.5 

T 2.4 9.8 . 4.8 

H 2.3 6.8 7.5 

'F 4.8 5.9 7 . 3 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

P 

T 

H 

F 

T 

H 

P 

• 

'.7 

'.9 

7.5 

7.' 
9.' 
9.' 
'.5 

••• 
•. I 

5. I 

•. 5 

7,7 

• . 0 

5.7 

'.5 
'.2 

.. , 
9.9 

7.7 

••• 
•. I 

7 .• 

7.' 

7.5 

5.' 
••• 
' .0 
9. I 

'.0 
7" 

7. I 

7.' 

7.' 

••• 
••• 
'.7 .. , 
'.7 
••• 
• •• 
'.5 
5.5 

••• 
•• 7 

7.' 
••• 
••• 
••• 

Tahus Tir 

9 . 2 4.1 

9.2 6.1 

9.2 5 . 3 

7.0 6.9 

6 , 2 9.3 

6.6 8.2 

4.8 5.7 

7.2 6.9 

6 .5 6.5 

3.8 6.7 

3.8 4 . 9 

3.8 5.6 

6.6 10.0 

5.2 8.1 

5,8 8.9 

8.4 14 .5 

10 .6 13.3 

9.6 13 . 8 

10.8 6.6 

7.9 8,5 

9.2 7.7 

9.4 8.4 

9.2 9.3 

9 . 3 8 . 9 

5 . 1 9.0 

6.5 8.5 

6.2 8.7 

9.3 7.9 

7.3 6.5 

8.0 7.0 

6.0 10. 1 

6 .4 1.4 

6.2 8.1 

6.1 9.8 

1.5 9 .• 3 

7.2 9.5 

1.0 8.6 

6.8 1.7 

6.8 8.1 

Yekatit Megabit 

8.8 6 . 3 

9.9 4.8 

9.4 5.4 

6.2 3.5 

6.7 3.7 

6.5 3.6 

16.2 6.6 

10.6 9.3 

12 .4 8.4 

9 . 6 12.3 

11.0 8.7 

10 .5 10 . 1 

11.1 9.9 

15 . 3 10. 1 

13.6 10.0 

11.5 6.6 

11.0 8.1 

11. 2 7.5 

8.9 10.0 

11. 9 11.4 

10.6 10.8 

16.0 6.7 

12.0 8.7 

13 . 7 

7.' 
9 .• 

•. 9 

7.5 .. , 
•• 0 

'.7 
•• 2 

7 .• 

10.1 

11. 2 

11.0 

j.' 
10.4 

10.2 

i.8 

••• 
•. 2 .. , .. , 
•. 0 

7.' 

••• 
10.5 

'.7 
•• 7 

7.2 

7 •• 

•. 5 

•• 5 

• . 5 

Minia Ginhat Sene Hamle Nehase N.S 

9.7 9.6 7. 1 8.2 6.9 4 .6 

10 .3 11.0 7.2 6.4 7.9 5. 7 

10.0 10.4 7.2 7.2 7.5 5.3 

5.8 4.3 6 . 4 4.8 4.5 27 .4 

4.2 5. 1 5.9 6.0 3.3 28.6 

4.9 4.8 6.1 5.5 3.8 28 .1 

6.6 ].7 3. 1 9.4 0.9 14 .5 

4.7 ~ .3 6.6 5.6 3.8 9.8 

5.3 6 .8 5.5 6.8 2.9 11.3 

9.3 18 .4 13 . 2 5.9 3 .6 4.2 

8 . 7 15.1 13.1 7.7 5 . 7 4 .2 

8.9 16 .3 13 . 1 7.0 4.9 4.2 

16.2 13 .1 9 .1 4. 1 2.3 4.5 

11. 4 11.1 10 .7 6.8 4.8 3.7 

13. 4 11.9 10 •. 0 5.7 3.8 3.9 

7.2 5. 4 6.6 3.5 4 .2 12.3 

5.9 5 .1 5 .1 1.9 1 .9 10.0 

6.4 5.2 5 .7 2.6 2.8 11.0 

12.5 8.8 7.9 7. 3 3.7 4.8 

12.7 8 .3 8.0 5 . 7 6.4 3.3 

12.6 8.5 7.9 6.4 5 . 3 3.9 

11.6 1O.U 4.6 3.9 3.0 9.9 

11.1 8.6 6.4 4.1 7.7 4.9 

Ox 

100 

100 

100 

10.0 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total 

14.582 

20.121 

34.703 

4.890 

6.034 

10.924 

4.751 

10,390 

15,141 

34,010 

57 . 187 

91.191 

25.031 

36,112 

61.143 

13.303 

17 .1.17 

31 , 020 

9, 720 

13 , 190 

22,910 

20,735 

26,984 

11.3 9 .• 2 5.6 4.0 5.' 7.1 100 47,719 

9.' 
7.4 

•. 2 

7.5 

7.' 
7.' 

11.9 

15 .4 

13.8 

7.2 

••• 
7. , 

10.0 ,., 
, .. 

9.2 12 .8 6.8 

10.9 12.1 6.6 

10 .2 12. 3 6.7 

5.1 5 .0 5.9 

6.8 7.1 6.3 

6.2 6.3 6 . 1 

9.1 8.8 3. 1 

11 .0 12.0 5 .0 

10.1 10.6 4.2 

5.5 8.6 5.7 

].4 10.2 5 .4 

6.7 9.6 5.5 

9.8 8.8 5.5 

9 . 9 _ 918 6.0 

9.8 9.4 5.8 

3.9 4.2 100 36,579 

5.4 2 .6 100 55,959 

4.8 3.2 100 92,5ja 

4.3 16.9 100 27,161 

1.1 10.9 100 49,760 

6 .1 13 . 1 100 77 .527 

4.3 1.9 100 26.353 

5.8 5.7 100 32,549 

5.1 6.7 100 .58,902 

5.4 5.7 100 23,699 

5.7 ' 4 . 2 100 41.615. 

5.6 4.1 -100 65,314 

'.0 
5 •• 

5. I 

7.9 100 241.420 

5.9 100 367,618 

6.7 100 609.038 
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frequency of male migration is observed during the months of 

Hidar and Miazia, while that of females is observed during 

the month of Ginbot (see Table 5.2). 

Comparison of the peak month and group of months most 

preferred in rural l£ rural, ~~ l£ ~~~ and urban l£ 
rural intra-regional migrations shows that relatively the 

highest move s were made during the months of Yekatit, 

Ginbot, Sene and ~iazia (see Table 5.3). In all the three 

streams of migration, Yekatit appears as the peak month of 

migration (see Figure 5.3). However, the magnitude of 

migration that has ocurred in the peak month (Yekatit) 

varies between stream of migration; the highest (12.3%) 

being observed for the urban to rural migrants. The group 

of months most preferred by the rural to rural intra­

regional migran ts include Yekatit, Ginbot, Miazia and ~ 

(among which Yekatit and Ginbot are peak months of 

migration); while those most preferred by the rural to urban 

intra-regional migrants include Yekatit ------- and Ginbot ------
(Yekatit being peak month) and those most preferred by the 

urban to rural intra-regional migrants include Tahsas, 

Yekatit and Miazia (Yekatit being peak month). On the other 

hand, Hamle, Meskerem and Nehase are relati vely avoided by 

the u r ban tor u r a 1 and N e has e a.n d H a !!!~ w ere reI a t i vel y 

avoided by the rural to rural and rural to urban intra­

regional migrants. The months that are most preferred by 

males and females in the different streams of migration in 

the intra-regional migrations vary substantially. In the 

rural to rural stream, males prefer ~l~~ while females 

prefer Yekatit, Ginbot and ~. In the rural to urban 

stream, peak month of migration for males and females happen 

121 



Month of 
R/R Migration 

M F 

Meskerem 5.6 6.5 

Tikimt 7.9 7.0 

Hidar 6.1 6.3 

Tahsas 6.5 6.3 

Tir 8.7 7.5 

Yekatit 9.4 10.5 

Megabit 8.8 8.5 

Miazia 10.2 9.4 

Ginbot 9.9 10.0 

Sene 9.3 10.0 

Hamle 5.7 6.1 

Nehase 3.8 5.7 

N/S 8.0 6.1 

Total 100 100 

201,847 319,467 

Table 5.3 Percentage Distribution of Intra-Regional Migrants by 

Month of Migration, Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

R/U U/R 

T M F T M F T 

6.2 9.6 7.7 8.7 4.7 5.3 5.0 

7.4 8.8 8.3 8.5 7.3 7.4 7.4 

6.2 8.2 7.4 7.6 7.6 7.1 7.3 

6.4 8.6 9.2 8.9 9.7 9.9 9.8 

8.0 7.1 9.0 8.1 8.8 9.2 9.0 

10.0 9.3 10.5 9.9 15.0 10.2 12.3 

8.6 6.6 6.4 6.5 7.3 8.8 8.2 

9.7 7.0 5.7 6.3 10.0 10.3 10.2 

10.0 11.0 8.7 9.8 8.0 8.9 8.5 

9.7 6.4 9.9 8.2 5.9 7.4 6.7 

5.9 4.8 6.3 5.6 3.7 5.1 4.5 

5.0 6.8 5.3 6.0 3.6 6.2 5. 1 

6.8 5.6 5.5 5.6 8.3 4.3 6.1 

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

M 

5.7 

7.9 

6.4 

7.0 

8.6 

9.9 

8.5 

10 .0 

9.8 

8.8 

5.5 

4.0 

7.9 

100 
521,314 15,476 16,776 32,252 24,097 31,375 55,472 241,420 

Total 

F T 

6.5 6.2 

7.1 7.4 

6.4 6.4 

6.8 6.8 

7.8 8.1 

10.4 10.2 

8.5 8.5 

9.3 9. 6 

9.9 9.8 

9.8 9.4 

6.0 5.8 

5.8 5.1 

5.9 6.7 

100 100 

367,618 609,038 

.... 

." 

." 
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to be Ginbot and Yekatit respectively, while in the urban to 

rural stream, peak month of migration for males is Yekatit 

and that of females are Yekatit and Miazia. 

There is a sUbstantial variation in the share of the 

regions of the intra-regional migrations that took place 

during each month. As can be seen from Table 5.4, of the 

total intr a- regional migrations that occurred during the 

months of Meskerem, Tikimt and Hidar, the bulk of the 

migrants are concentrated in Shewa, Sidamo and Wollo 

regions. Of the total intra-regional migrations that 

occurred during the months of Yekatit, Megabit, Miazia, 

Ginbot, Sene, Hamle and Nehase, the major proportion of 

these migrations occurred in Gojjam, Gondar, Werlega, Shewa 

and Sidamo; and so on (see Table 5.4). With respect to the 

share of the streams of migration of the total intra­

regional migrations that occurred during each month, the 

majority of migrations during each month occurred in the 

rural to rural directions/i.e., well over 80 percent of the 

migrations which occurred during each month were in the 

rural to rural directions. The rural to urban stream has 

relatively the smallest proportions of persons who have 

migrated during each month (see Table 5.5). 

5.3 Seasonality of Inter-regional In-migration 

The preferred month(s) of migration on the part of 

inter-regional in-migrants are similar to those preferred by 

the intra-regional migrants. That is the months during 

which the majority of inter-regional in-migrations occurred 

are almost similar to those months during which the majority 

of the intra-regional migrations occurred; these months 
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Table 5.4 Percentage Di.tribution of Intra-Region.l Hig ranta by Honth of Migrati on , Sex and Region, 1982 /8 ) 

lie . kerem 

8 .2 
'.4 
6 .4 

2.8 
1.5 
2 . 0 

1. 4 
3.8 
2. , 

8.4 
13 .6 
11. 7 

6.1 
'.2 ,. , 
' .1 
7.0 
6 . 3 

0.' 
1.7 
1.4 

3.4 
'.4 
4 . , 

18 . 3 
17.5 
17.8 

18.6 
20.0 
19.5 

12.2 ,., 
8.0 

14.6 
13.4 
13.8 

100 
100 
100 

13 ,871 
23,884 
37,755 

J1k1l11t 

,. , 
'.1 
' .4 

2.4 
2.2 
2.3 

3 .8 
'.1 
4.6 

10.9 
13.4 
12 . 3 

6 . , 
'.8 
6. I 

'.0 
,. I 
,. I 

6.1 
4. 1 
, .0 

7.4 
6.1 
6.6 

18.8 
16.6 
17. 5 

11 .8 
14 . 7 
1J.5 

10 . 3 
1.4 
8.6 

11. 1 
14.4 
13,0 

100 
100 
100 

19,178 
26,147 
45,325 

Hid'r 

'.2 
1.3 
8.1 

I. , 
1.4 
1.6 

1. 4 
3. , 
2 . , 

1.) 

12.9 
10.8 

1.8 , ., 
, . 9 

6.3 
1.) 

7.1 

3.3 
2.' 
2 . 8 

10.0 
8.4 
'.0 

15 . 1 
16 . .1 
15.8 

12.4 
14. 2 
13.5 

'1.3 
6.2 
8.2 

13 .0 
11.9 
12. J 

100 
100 
100 

15, 407 
23,621 
39,028 

lah.I' Tif 

8. 0 ' 
1.5 
1.) 

2.0 
I . , 
1.1 

1.4 
3.0 
2.3 

1.) 

8. , 
8.3 

9 .8 
1.6 
8. , 

6.6 
1.6 
1.2 

6.3 
4.2 
, .0 

11.6 
1.5 

13 . 7 

12.4 
\4.5 
10 . 6 

15 .10 
14.1 
14.9 

, .4 
8.3 
8.' 

9.4 
'2.5 
11.) 

100 
100 
100 

16,838 
24,874 
41,7 12 

2. , 
4.3 
3 . , 

1.6 
2.0 

I.' 
1.3 
2. , 
2 . 0 

1\. 0 
9. , 

10.4 

12.1 
10.2 
11.0 

'.3 
8.3 
8. , 

3 . I 
3.9 
3.6 

8 .4 
8.' 
8.6 

15.8 
,6.6 
16. 3 

10.5 
11 .4 
11.0 

12.8 .. , 
10 . 3 

11.2 
d.6 
12.6 

100 
100 
100 

20,784 
28,499 
49,283 

Yek. tit 

'.4 
'.2 
, . 3 

1.3 
1.1 
1.1 

3.2 
2.9 
3.0 

1 J. 6 
16.4 
15.4 

11.6 
14 .4 
13. J 

6 .4 
1.1 
' .6 

3.6 
4.1 
3.9 

13 . 8 
, .4 

10 ,5 

11.2 
\4.J 
13.1 

8. , 
10.7 
'.9 

10 .6 
' .3 
).) 

10.6 
12. I 
11.6 

100 
100 
100 

23,945 
38,386 
62,331 

Hegabit 

4. , 
3. I 
3. , 

0 .8 
O. , 
0 .8 

I.' 
3 . I 
2.' 

20.4 
16.1 
17.8 

12.2 
11.7 
11.9 

' .3 
4.6 
4 . , 

4.8 
4.8 
4.8 

6 .8 
1.5 
1.2 

15.0 
14.8 
14. 9 

8.6 
12 .8 
11. \ 

11. 1 
11.0 
11.0 

10.0 
9 . , 
9'.8 

100 
100 
100 

20,450 
3 1 ,132 
51,582 

Mini. 

'.9 
6 .1 
6.0 

1. 2 
O. , 
0 . ' 

1.3 
1.5 
1.4 

13 .1 
14.6 
14.0 

16.8 
12 . I 
14.0 

4.0 
3. I 
3.4 

, .0 
4.9 
'.0 

,., 
8 .8 
9.3 

14. 1 
12.2 
13 .0 

8.6 
11. 1 
10.1 

13 .0 
14.7 
14.0 

, . I 

10 . 2 
8.' 
100 
100 
100 

24, 109 
34 , 080 
58, 189 

Ginbot 

'.9 
6.1 
6.0 

0 . ' 
0.' 
0 . ' 

1.6 
1.8 
1.1 

26 .5 
23.7 
24.8 

13.8 
1 I. 1 
12 . 2 

3.1 

2.' 
2 . , 

3.6 
3 .0 
3.3 

8.' 
6.4 
, .3 

14 .2 
16.8 
15.8 

6.0 
'.3 
'.0 

10 . 1 
9. , 

10 . 0 

, ., 
8.' 
1.3 

100 
100 
100 

23,671 
36,265 
59,936 

Sene 

4.9 
4.0 
4.3 

1.5 
1.0 
1.2 

o. , 
1.9 
1.5 

70.9 
20.8 
20 . 8 

10.8 
10 . 7 
10 .7 

4 . I 
2.j 

3 . I 

3.6 
2. , 
3 . 2 

4. S 
4.8 
4. , 

22 .1 
18.8 
20 . 0 

6.' 
'.8 
8.6 

10 . 9 
10.9 
10 . 9 

9.6 
11 .9 
11 . 0 

100 
100 
100 

21 , 268 
35 , 925 
57,193 

Hamle 

9.1 
'.8 
, . I 

1.8 
1.1 
1.1 

3.4 
2.6 
2.' 

15. 3 
20.0 
18.2 

1.1 
11. 1 
9 . 9 

3.' 
1.5 
2.3 

' .4 
3.4 
4 . 2 

6.1 
, .1 

'.4 
18.9 
16 . 9 
17.6 

12.4 
14.2 
13.5 

6.2 
1.4 
1.0 

10.2 
10.2 
10. 2 

100 
100 
100 

13,174 
21,99 1 
35,165 

Nah ... 

10.4 
1.5 
8.4 

2.3 
0.' 
1.4 

0.' I., 
1.4 

12.7 
15. 4 
14.5 

6.0 
'.1 
1.4 

,. , 
1.5 
2 . , 

3. , 
4.0 

3.' 
6.4 
9 .8 
'.8 

14.9 
14 .2 
14.4 

12 .3 
16 . 6 
15.2 

11.8 .. , , .. 
13.3 
11.2 
11.9 

100 
100 
100 

N.S 

3.6 
5.3 
4 . ' 

1.0 
8.0 
7.' 
3.6 
4. , 
4.2 

, ., 
11. 1 
'.4 
5.9 
6. t 
6 .0 

8.6 
•• 2 
8.4 

2.4 
2.0 
2.2 

10.7 
6 . I 
8 .3 

8. 0 
6. , 
).) 

24.7 
25 . 2 
24 .9 

10.9 
8.6 ,. , 
1.1 
'.0 
1.6 

100 
100 
100 

9,670 19,055 
1 1 ,187 21 ,627 
30,857 40,682 

"""" 
6.0 
5.5 ,. , 
2.0 
1.6 
1.8 

2.0 
2.8 
2. , 

~.I 

15.6 
15.0 

10.4 
9.8 

10.0 

,., 
4.8 
'.1 
•• 0 
'.6 
3.' 
8.6 
' .3 
'.S 

15 .2 
15 .2 
15 .2 

11.5 
13.5 
12.7 

10.9 .. , ,. , 
'.8 

11.3 
10.7 

100 
.100 
100 

141,420 
367,618 
609,0) 8 



Mon t h of 
Migration 

Meskerem 

Tikimt 

Hidar 

Tahsas 

Tir 

Yekatit 

Megabit 

Miazia 

Ginbot 

Sene 

Hamle 

Nehase 

N/S 

Total 

Table 5.5 Percentage Distribution of Intr a-Regional Migrants by Month 

of Migration, Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Urban to Rural Total 

M F T M F T M F T M F T M 

81.0 87 . 6 85.2 10.9 5.4 7 .4 8.1 7.0 7.4 100 100 100 13,871 

83.7 85 . 8 84.9 7.1 5. 3 6. 1 9.2 8. 9 9 . 0 100 100 100 19,178 . 
79 . 9 85.4 83.2 8.2 5.2 6.4 11.9 9 .4 10. 4 100 100 100 15 , 407 
78. 2 81.3 80.0 7. 9 6.2 6.9 13.9 12.5 13 .1 100 100 100 16,838 
84 . 5 84.6 84.5 5.3 5.3 5.3 10 . 2 10 . 1 10.2 100 100 100 20,784 
78. 9 87.1 83.9 6.0 4.6 5. 1 15 . 1 8. 3 11. a 100 100 100 23,945 
86. 4 87.7 87 . 2 5.0 3. 4 4. 0 3.6 8.9 8. 8 100 100 100 20 , 450 
85 . 5 87.8 86.8 4.5 2. 8 3.5 10 . 0 9 .4 9.7 100 100 100 24,109 
84. 6 88.2 86.8 7.2 4. 1 5.3 8.2 7.7 7.9 100 100 100 23,671 
88 . 7 88.9 88.8 4.7 4. 6 4.6 6.6 6.5 6. 5 100 100 100 21,268 
87.6 86.0 87.8 5.6 4.8 5.1 6.8 7. 2 7. 1 100 100 100 13 ,174 
80 . 3 86.6 84.6 10.8 4.2 6.3 8.9 9.2 9 . 1 100 100 100 9,670 
84 . 9 88 . 3 87.3 4.6 4. 3 4.4 10.5 6.3 8.3 100 100 100 19 , 055 
83 . 6 86.9 85.6 6.4 4. 6 5.3 10.0 8.5 9.1 100 100 100 214,420 

F 

23,884 

26,147 

23,621 

24,374 

28,499 

38,386 

31,132 

34 , 080 

32,265 

35 , 925 

21,991 

21,187 

21,627 

367 , 618 

T 

37,755 

45,325 

39,028 

41,712 

49,283 

62,331 

51,582 

58,139 

59,936 

57,193 

35,165 

30,857 

40,682 

609,038 

... 
'" 0\ 



include: Yekatit, ~~ ~~azia ~ ~~~~ among which 

Yekatit emerges as the peak month of in-migration (see Table 

5.6) • The lowest frequency of inter-regional in-migrations 

by both males and fem a Ie s occurred in the mon ths of ~.!!!~ 

Nehase and Meskerem • Both males· and females have the same ........ 
peak month of in-migration i.e., Yekatit. While males 

avoid Hamle and Nehase, females avoid Meskerem and Tikimt 

(see also Figure 5.4). The group of months most preferred 

by males include; ~.!!!~ Yekatil, Ginbot~ ~iazia and 

~~£li while those of females include ~~~ Q!nbot, 

Sene, ~~~ and~. Moreover, males dominate females 

during the months of Meskerem to Tahsas and Yekatit to 

Megabit while females dominate males in the remaining 

months. 

The peak month and the group of months most preferred 

b y the m a j 0 r i t Y 0 fin - mig ran t sin t 0 a !:~.E.1.£.!2 v a r y 

considerably from one region to the other. For instance, 

H!dar happens to be the peak month of in-migration into 

Arssi while ~.!!!l happens to be the peak month during 

which the highest proportion of persons in-migrated to Garno 

Gofa and Wollo regions. On the other hand, Yekatit happens 

to be the peak month during which most migrants headed to 

Bale, Shewa, Sidamo and Wellega (see Table 5.6). Similarly, 

male and female in-migrants to a given region have different 

peak mo·nths of in-migration. To cite one or two examples, 

Tikimt is the peak month for male in-migrants to Arssi while 

Tahsas is the peak month for female in-migrants to the same 

region, and Yekatit is peak month for male in-migrants to 

Bale while ~egabit is for female in-migrants. Similarly, 

males and females avoid different months to in-migrate to a 

given region. 
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Table 5.6 Percentage Distribution of Inter- regional In-migrants by Month of Migration. Sex and Region. 1982/83 

Region Sex Heskerm 

Ansi H 31.6 
F 
T 11.4 

Bale H 1.3 
F 1.4 
T 1.4 

Game Coffa K 11.9 

Gojjam 

Gondar 

~rarge 

Illubabor 

Keffa 

Sbewa 

Sidamo 

Wellega 

Wello 

Total 

F 3.5 
T 8.2 

H 
F 
.T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

K 
F 
T 

K 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

K 
F 
T 

K 

• T 

4.8 
3.5 
4.0 

4.9 
2.5 

12.4 
2.1 
1.1 

3.9 
6.0 
5.0 

13.3 
5.9 

9.6 
10.3 
9.9 

6 . 9 
3.3 
5 . 0 

T1kimt Hidar Tahsas 

14 .1 9.9 4.1 
7.4 14.6 15.9 
9.8 12.9 11.6 

7.5 2.9 8.6 
1.6 4.7 4.0 
4.6 3.1 6.3 

20.6 6.9 3.5 
1.3.2 12.2 
17.4 3.9 7.3 

2.6 

1.1 

5.5 
8.4 
1. 2 

Tir Yekatit 

9.5 
13.9 12.4 
8 . 9 1,1.4 

6.6 18.0 
10.1 

3.4 14.2 

7.7 14 .7 
16 . 3 13.4 
11.5 14.1 

7.0 24.1 
9.6 12 .2 
8.6 17.1 

2.0 
2.5 
2.3 

3.7 7.6 12.2 
4.7 12.3 13 . 0 3.1 

2.0 4.3 10.6 12.7 

33.3 

33.3 

6.0 
10.1 
8.1 

8.2 
13.7 
11.0 

20.3 
4.9 

12.6 

14.2 10.2 
3.2 8.9 
1.9 11.2 4.4 

13.7 11.6 3.6 
4.8 6.0 3.2 
8 .9 8.5 3.4 

10.3 12.3 15.6 
6.4 5.3 7.5 
8.4 8 .8 11.7 

1.0 
13.9 
10.1 

7.0 

3.9 

3.0 
6.8 
4.9 

5.6 
6.2 
5.9 

10.3 
7.7 12.6 
4.4 - 11.6 

7.7 12.7 
9.5 16.9 
8.7 15.0 

3.5 31.7 
9.S' 23.0 
6.4 27.4 

21.1 
13.9 15.3 
6.1 21.9 

20.7 10 .8 1.0 1.0 15.5 
10.6 2.6 
15.8 6.8 

9.7 
5.4 
1.4 

8.6 
5.8 
7.1 

7.1 10 .2 8.2 
4.0 5.5 12.0 

1.8 
7.0 
7.4 

5.2 
10.0 
7.8 

15.6 
12.7 
14.0 

Megabit 

3.9 
4.0 
3.9 

5.3 
12.6 
8.8 

14.2 
1.2 

11. 1 

9.8 
8.8 
9.2 

13.5 
1.2 
9.6 

66.1 

66.7 

23.6 
11.8 
17.6 

4.3 
8.9 
6.9 

3.8 
13.6 
9.1 

1.8 
loS 
1.9 

10.8 
8.0 
9.6 

10.5 
10.3 
10.4 

9.2 
9.1 
9.1 

Miazia 

8.5 
1.9 
4.3 

11.2 
11.7 
11.4 

8.3 
3.6 

19.9 
17.9 
18.7 

1.2 
1 .6 
1 .4 

9.5 
14.8 
12.2 

16 .2 
4.4 
9.5 

11.9 
10.3 
11.0 

9 .1 
4.4 

4.4 

2.4 

10.3 
9 .3 
9.8 

9 .4 
10.1 
9.8 

Ginbot Sene Hamle Nehase 

10.8 
1.5 
8.1 

5.5 2.1 
3.6 6.3 9.5 
4 . 3 4.1 6.8 

9.2 
9.4 
9.3 

7.0 5.7 1.3 
2.8 4.9 1.3 
5.0 5.3 4.2 

2.1 3.5 6.3 3.5 
9.3 9.7 5.2 

1.2 6.1 7. 8 4.3 

21.4 4.8 
24.6 11.9 
23 .3' 9.0 

2.4 
4 .8 
3.8 

17.8 21.2 6.0 
7.4 23.8 12. 8 

11.3 22.8 10.3 

12.4 
9.9 

11. 1 

6.4 
9.1 
7.7 

12.6 10.3 
18.2 10.9 
15.8 10.6 

6.9 3.1 
11.2 9.5 
9.2 6.6 

1.8 7.9 
4.3 14.3 
3.1 11.0 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 

4.1 
3.2 
3.5 

4.3 
1.5 
2.8 

6.5 
8.1 
7.3 

2.4 
1.1 
2.0 

3.9 
2.1 
2.8 

1.5 
·2.9 
2.i 

17.7 
22.0 
20.2 

1.1 
6.2 
6.6 

4.5 
4.4 
4.5 

N.S % 

0.2 
3.1 
2.0 

100 
100 
100 

15.6 
29.5 
22.3 

4.8 
1.1 
3.4 

100 
100 
1.00 

100 
100 
100 

- 100 
- 100 
- 100 

- 100 
- 100 
- 100 

- 100 
- 100 
- 100 

- 100 
1.4 100 
0.7 100 

- 100 
- 100 
- 100 

1.3 100 
4.6 100 
3.0 100 

0.1 100 
0.2 Hio 
0.2 100 

8 . 9 
3.9 

26.7 17.0 100 
26.7 100 

8.6 
9.5 
9.0 

9.5 
11.1 
10.4 

3.4 
2.6 
3.0 

6.3 
11.0 
8.8 

6.6 
8.0 
7.3 

4.3 
5.5 
5.0 

14.9 21.3 100 

1.0 
11.3 
6.0 

5.4 
5.1 
5 .6 

1.0 100 
- 100 

0.5 100 

2.0 100 
3.3 100 
2.7 100 

Total 

561 
1,009 
1,576 

456 
427 
883 

620 
4&4 

1,104 

1,348 
1,949 
3,297 

893 
1,541 
2,434 

93 

93 

1,205 
1,245 
2,450 

486 
653 

1,139 

2,551 
3,036 
5,587 

1,477 
1,407 
2,884 

454 
360 
814 

193 
745 

1,538 

10,943 
12,85b 
23,799 

.. 
N 
CI) 



FIGURE 5.4 PERCENTAGE OF INTER-REGIONAL 
IN-MIGRANTS BY MONTHS OF MIGRATION AND 

SEX,1982/83 
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Comparison of the time preference of in-migrants among 

the ~~ ~ ~~ and urban 12 ~~ inter-regional in­

migrants indicates that Yekatit happens to be the peak month 

of in-migration in both streams. The lowest percentage of 

in-migrants is observed during the months of ~~~~~~ and 

~~~ in the rural to rural and urban to rural migration 

respectively (see Table 5.7 and Figure 5.5). During the 

months of Tir, Megabit to Hamle, the frequency of rural to 

rural migrations are higher fhan urban to rural migrations 

while the reverse is true during the months of ~~skere~ 

Il~~~ Tahsas and Yekatit. The peak month of rural to 

rural in-migration for males and females happen to be 

Yekatit and ~££l respectively. The peak month of the 

urban to rural in-migration for both sexes is Yekatit. The 

frequency of rural to rural in-migration for males as well 

as for females was the lowest during the month of Meskerem 

and for the urban to rural in-migration for both sexes the 

lowest was observed during the month of Hamle. 

In-migrants also mo ve to different regions in different 

months. In otherwords, choice of a region varies by season. 

For example, those in-migrants who migrated during the 

months of Meskerem, Tikimt, Hidar, Tir, Miazia and Nehase, 

the majority headed towards rural Shewa. Among those 

persons who have migrated during the months of Tahsas and --
Yekatit, a large proportion migrated into rural Sidamo and 

Shewa. Similarly, of those who migrated during the months 

o f ~~E.2..!?J.h Gin bot J Sen e and .!:!!!~lli the m a j 0 r i t y mig rat e d 

into rural Illubabor, Shewa, Gojjam and Gondar respectively 

(see Table 5.8). Similar comparisons of the share of each 

stream of migration with respect to in-migration that 
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Table 5.7 Percentage Distribution of Inter-Regional In-Migrants by Month 

of Migration, Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

Month of Rural to Rural Urban to Rural Total 
Migration 

M F T M F T M F T 

Meskerem 2.6 Z.8 2.7 19.7 6.0 l3.4 6.9 3.3 5.0 

Tikimt 9.7 5.2 7.1 9.7 6.5 8; 3 9.7 5.4 7.4 

Hidar 9. 4 5. 7 7.3 6.1 6.2 6.2 8.6 5.8 7.1 

Tahsas 7.3 6.9 7.1 9.2 7.9 8.6 7.8 7.0 7.4 

Tir 6.4 10.6 8.8 1.7 7.4 4.3 5.2 10.0 7.8 

Yekatit l3.8 11.6 12.6 20.9 17.8 19.5 15.6 12.7 14.0 

Megabit 11.0 8.4 9.5 4.0 11.8 7.6 9.2 9.1 9.1 

Miazia 8.9 10.8 10.0 10.9 6.7 9.0 9.4 10.1 9.8 

Ginbot 11.4 12.6 12.1 3.8 4.4 4 .• 1 9.5 11.1 10.4 

Sene 7.3 10.5 9.1 3.2 l3.3 7.9 6.3 11.0 8.8 

Hamle 4.3 6.3 5. 5 3.6 1.9 2.8 4.3 5.5 5.0 

Nehase 5.1 4.9 5.0 6.2 9.3 7.6 5.4 5.7 5.6 

NlS 2.4 3.8 3.2 0.8 0.8 0.8 2.0 3.3 2.7 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 10.0 100 100 100 

8,211 10,525 18,736 2,732 2,331 5,063 10,943 12,856 23,799 
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Table 5 .8 Pe rcent age Distribution of Inter-regional In-migrants by Month of Migration , Sex and Region. 1982.83 

Region Sex Meske rem 

Ansi M 23.S 
F 
T 15 .1 

Ba l e M 0.8 
F 1.4 
T 1. 0 

Gamo Gaffs H 9.9 

Go jjam 

Gondar 

Harar-ge 

Illubabor 

Keffa 

Shewa 

S id amo 

weUega 

Wello 

Total 

F ).9 
T 7.7 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
E 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

'.7 
12.5 
6.2 

14 . 2 
5 , 2 

42.0 
19.1 
33.7 

7.7 
19.8 
12.1 

11 . 2 
', 1 

10 . 0 
17.9 
12 . 9 

100 
100 
100 

752 
'30 

1,182 

Tikimt Hidar 

7. 5 5 . 9 
10.8 19.8 
8.8 12. 1 

J . 2 1 .4 
1. 0 2.7 
2,3 2.0 

12.1 ".6 
'.2 

10,9 2 .6 

1.7 
5.' 
3 . 2 

2.' 

1. 6 

6.6 
18.1 
11.3 

3. 0 
1. 2 

32.9 
21. 1 
28. 2 

14.4 
12.9 
13 . 8 

3 .0 
7.2 
'.7 

15 . 5 
11.3 
13 . 8 

100 
100 
100 

1,060 
697 

1,7 57 

3 .7 

2.1 

3 . 5 
'.7 
6.2 

10 .5 
23.0 
16.0 

7.3 
7.6 
7,5 

31 ." 
24 .4 
28,3 

19.2 
10.0 
15 . I 

3 . 4 

I.' 

, .1 
2,6 
6.2 

100 
100 
100 

''3 
741 

1 ,6811 

Tahsas 

2.7 
17.7 
10 .4 

'.6 
I., 
3.2 

2 . 6 
6,5 
'.6 

6,7 
18.0 
13 .5 

6.0 
20.9 
,14 . 6 

28.7 
6 . 7 

17.4 

5. ' 

2.6 

10 . 9 
18. 0 
10.9 

27 .0 
11.7 
19.1 

0,' 
5.6 
3.5 

100 
100 
100 

652 
'06 

1,758 

Tit Yekatit Megabit Hiazia Ginb at 

3.2 2 . 2 4 . 7 5.8 
10 . 7 7.7 3.4 1.5 5,3 
7. 5 5.4 2.9 2.9 5.5 

5 . 2 4.8 2.4 5 .0 4.0 
2 . 6 4.7 3,9 2.8 

1. 6 3,7 3,6 4 . 3 3 , 3 

8.4 5 . 3 8 . 7 1. 2 
6.2 4.0 ) .0 3. 1 
6 .8 4 . 7 5 .7 1. 7 0 , 5 

16.4 19 . 0 
14.6 14 . 6 
15 . 2 16.9 

19 . 0 
15 . 5 
16.6 

2. ' 
1.4 

13.1 
14.8 
14.0 

12.0 
',6 

10.7 

6,1 

2 ,6 

26.0 
26 . 9 
26. 5 

6.2 
'.0 
7 .6 

27 .7 
33.6 
31.1 

15.2 
6, 1 

II. 1 

Sene Hamle Nehase 

4.5 2.0 
2.5 9.0 13.1 
3 . 2 5 . 4 8.2 

4.7 5 . 5 1.0 
0 .8 3.0 4';' 
2 .1 4.0 2. 8 

3.2 8.3 3.7 
3.2 6.6 3.4 
3 . 2 7.3 3.6 

9 . 4 7.0 
16.4 13.3 
14. 1 10.8 

27.5 
25 . 9 
26.11 

11. 5 
27 . 8 
21.3 

5.6 
'.6 
5 .1 

5.' ,., 
5 .1 

6,3 
6.6 
6 . 5 

' .0 
4.7 
4 . 3 

28 . 2 
12.6 
19.9 

11. 1 
14.2 
12 .8 

111.3 11. 2 6.' 
6.2 
7.3 

3.1 ,., .., 

3,' 
2.7 

34. 2 
22.4 
26.0 

', 1 
10.3 ,., 

2. , 
, ,0 

' , 0 

19. 0 
31.5 
25. 1 

27 .4 
19.8 
23 . 7 

2 ,1 
5.0 
3.6 

,,' 
35.5 
23 .4 

2.7 
2,3 
2 . , 

7,7 
2.2 
4.6 

29 . 4 
24 .1 
26 . 5 

' .6 
5 . ' 

8.6 8.0 
11.1 9.0 

5.8 
6 ,' 
7,3 

16 .9 
23 . 9 
20 .9 

2 . 6 
'.3 
3.6 

7.3 
5.0 
5,8 

11.3 
20 . 4 
17 .4 

17.0 
111.2 
15.1 

',2 
3.0 
3,5 

23 .1 
6.5 

13.1 

20.4 
16.1 
17 .8 

14.6 
19 .7 
17.4 

30.8 
25.7 
28.0 

11.4 
6.5 
',7 

N.S 

0.5 
7.4 
5.0 

32. 1 
30.0 
'30.7 

13 .6 
I., 
5.' 

'.3 
2 .6 

111.5 
32.9 
26.5 

0.' 
0,7 
0.6 

7,2 
3 . ' 
5 .3 

'.6 
2.5 
3,6 

I.' 20.5 34.8 
3.' 
2 . 7 

1.4 ,., 
'.5 
100 
100 
100 

573 
1, 289 
1 ,862 

7.2 
3 .6 
5 .5 

100 
100 
100 

1, 709 
1, 630 
3 , 339 

6,2 
6.6 
7 . 3 

100 
100 
100 

1, 010 
1, 164 
2,174 

0 ,' 

6,0 
, .3 
6.5 

100 
100 
100 

1, 029 
1,298 
2,327 

6,5 
' .0 
5.6 

100 
100 
100 

2 .3 
1.5 17 .8 

3.9 11. 1 
1. 3 8 . 5 
2 .2 9.5 

100 100 
100 100 
100 100 

1,045 688 
1, 4211 1,417 
2 ,4 69 2,105 

'" 706 
1, 179 

22.8 
9.1 27.0 

1.4 
11 .5 
6 , ' 

iOO 
100 
100 

590 
732 

1,322 

3,6 

1.3 

100 
100 
100 

221 
420 
641 

Total 

5,2 
7.6 
6.6 

'.3 
3.3 
3.7 

5.7 
3.6 
11.6 

12 . 3. 
15 .,. 
13.9" 

6.2 
f2.0 
10 . 2 

0 ,6 

0.' 
10.9 
9,7 

10.:) 

'.4 
5 . . 1 , .. 

23.-3 
23.6 
23.5 

13.5 
H.!.~ 
12.' 

'.1 
2 ,6 
3.' 
7.2 
5 .• 
6.5 

100 
100 
100 

10,943 
12,85b 
2J.799 



134 

occurred during each month show that, except those migratory 

movements that occurred during the month of ~eske~~~ the 

majority (well over 70 percent) were rural to rural, while 

about 57 percent of those migration that occurred during 

~~kere~ were from urban to rural. The above pattern of 

migration by month and stream of migra ~ion also holds in 

the case of male and female in-migrants (see Table 5.9). 

5.4 Seasonality ££ Inter-regional Out-Migra tion 

There is no sUbstantial difference between the inter­

regional in-migrants and out-migrants in preference of month 

of mi g rat ion apart from the magnitudes (volumes) of 

migration in each preferred month. The pattern of out-

migration by month is indicated in Table 5.10. Similar to 

the in-migrants, the majority of out-migrants preferred the 

months of Yekatit, Miazia and Ginbot as the ideal season for 

out-migration with the highest concentration being in the 

month of ~Y~e~k~a.l~ Hamle appears to be the most avoided --- . 
month for out-migration, with only 4.6 percent of out ­

migrants reported during this month. Both~ales and females 

s how a greater tendency to migrate in the month of Yekatit 

with 12.7 and 12. 6 percent of males and females migrating 

during this month respectively. Meskerem is the second most 

preferred month for out-migration by males (10.5%) followed 

by Hidar (10. 1%), while for females second most preferred 

month is Tir (12.3%) followed by Miazia (11.8%). Males 

avoid Hamle for out-migration while females avoid Meskerem 

(see Figure 5.6). In general, the group of months most 

preferred by males are not those preferred by females, 

excepting the peak month. Generally, males prefer the 



Month of 
Migration 

Meskerem 

Tikimt 

Hidar 

Tahsas 

Tir 

Yekatit 

Megabit 

Miazia 

Ginbot 

Sene 

Hamle 

Nehase 

N/S 

Total 

Table 5.9 Percentage Distribution of Inter-Regional In- Migrants by Month 

of Migr ation, Sex and Stream, 1982/83 

Stream of Migr ation 

Rural to Rural Urban to Rural Total 

M F T M F T M F T M 

28.6 67 . 7 42.8 71.4 32 . 3 57 .2 100 100 100 752 

74 . 9 78.2 76.2 25.1 21.8 23.8 100 100 100 1,060 

82.2 80.4 81.4 17.8 19.6 18.6 100 100 100 943 

70.5 79.6 75.2 29.5 20.4 24.8 100 100 100 852 

92.0 86.7 88.3 8.0 13.3 11. 7 100 100 100 573 

66.5 74.6 70.5 33.5 25.4 29.5 100 100 100 1,709 

89.1 76.4 82.3 10.9 23.6 17.7 100 100 100 1,010 

70.9 87.9 80.4 29.1 12.1 19.6 100 100 100 1, 029 

90.0 92.8 91.6 10.0 7.2 8.4 100 100 100 1, 045 

87.2 78.1 81.0 12.8 21.9 19.0 100 100 100 688 
79.0 93.8 87.9 21.0 6.2 12.1 100 100 100 471 

71.4 70.4 70.8 28.6 29.6 29.2 100 100 100 590 
90.0 95.7 93.8 10.0 4.3 6.2 100 100 100 221 

F 

430 

697 

741 

906 

1,289 

1,630 

1,164 

1, 298 

1,424 ' 

1,417 

708 

732 

420 

75.0 81. 9 78.7 25.0 18.1 21.3 100 100 100 10, 943 12,856 

T 

1,182 

1,757 

1,684 

1,758 

1,862 

3,339 

2,174 

2,327 

2,469 

2,105 

1,179 

1,322 

241 

23 , 799 

.... 
to> 
UI 
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Region 

Arasi 

Bale 

Gamo Goffs 

Goj j am 

Gondar 

Hararge 

Illubabor 

Keffa 

Shews 

s idamo 

Welleg. 

Wallo 

Total 

Table 5.10 Percentage Distribution of tntu- regional Out - Migrants by Month of Migration, Sex and Region . 1982/83 

Sex Heskerem Tikimt Hidar Tahsas Tir Yekatit Megabit Hiazia Ginbot Sene Hamle Nehase N.S % 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

H 
F 
T 

37 . 6 

14 . 4 

10.5 
2.9 
7.2 

11. 2 
3.4 
8.0 

8 .8 
3 . 4 
5.7 

12.9 

12.9 

3.6 
1.7 

15.1 
3 .1 
9.2 

9 . 4 
9.4 
9.4 

6 . 4 
11.7 
8.4 

20.5 
10.8 
16.3 

10 . 5 
4 .0 
7.3 

15 . 0 
8.5 

10.9 

6.6 
1.5 
4.4 

26.7 
16.2 
22.5 

3.3 
4.5 
3.9 

10.5 4 . 3 
12.5 10.5 12.5 
11.7 8.2 7.7 

6.6 7.3 4.9 
4 . 4 3.7 0.9 
5.7 5.7 3.2 

5.8 4.3 6.5 
15.4 15.6 

3.5 B.8 10.2 

6.3 4.7 6 .0 
7 . 7 11.3 

3.1 6 . 2 8.7 

3.9 10.8 19.6 
4.5 11.8 18 . 0 
4 . 3 11.4 18.7 

18 . 2 
11.2 

11.9 
12.1 
11.7 

12.3 
12.9 
12.5 

20.8 
11.9 
16.2 

3.0 
1.7 

10.9 39 .. 5 12 . 9· 10 .9 

10 . 9 39.5 12.9 10.9 

5.8 7.2 19.8 5.0 
6.6 
5.7 

10. 1 14.9 5,3 
7.9 10.9 12.8 

10.8 
3.5 9.7 

11.7 10.3 

9.5 17.8 
7.4 9 .0 
B.4 13 . 4 

13 .6 10 .8 
6 . 7 1.9 

10.0 6.1 

12.6 
12.2 
12.4 

23.9 
10. 1 
12.2 

9.0 
6.6 
7.8 

5 . 0 

3.0 

11. 1 
2.3 
7.2 

10. 1 
6 .0 
8. 1 

7.8 

4.1 
9.2 
4.3 

6.6 9.9 
3.5 11. 5 
5.1 10.7 

9 . 9 2 . 1 
6.4 16.7 
8.1 9.8 

8.4 
3.7 

8. 1 
6.5 
7.3 

12.2 
4.7 

1.7 
11.8 
6 .1 

6.6 
12.3 
9.4 

7.1 
6.3 
6.7 

12.6 
3.5 
8.2 

~1.6 
17.2 
14.4 

24.6 
17. 1 
20.7 

19.1 
25.4 
21.5 

11.6 
7.4 
9.8 

12.7 
12.6 
12.6 

4.1 
4.6 
4.4 

4 .1 
11. 9 
7.5 

14.7 
3.4 

10. 1 

8.4 
6.2 
7.3 

10.4 
7.0 
8.4 

10. 9 

10 .9 

23.0 
12.0 
17.7 

8.0 
14 .8 
11. 3 

4.3 
8.0 
6.1 

5.9 
3.7 
4.7 

7.6 
7. 1 
7.4 

8.6 
9.3 
8.9 

8 .6 
7.5 
8.1 

9.0 
6.8 
7.7 

9.3 
11. 0 
10.1 

1.2 
9.7 
4.7 

23.3 
20.9 
22.1 

4.2 
10.3 
8. 1 

9.2 
16. 1 
12.5 

12.4 
4.9 
8.8 

3.6 
9 . 2 
6.4 

16.7 
8.8 

12 . 7 

7.8 

9-.9 
7.6 
8.9-. 

7.7 
11.8 
9.7 

11.4 
11.7 
11. 2 

7 .8 
8 .8 
8.2 

1.8 

1.0 

22.2 
22.5 
22.4 

5.8 
4 . 2 7.4 
4.8 4.6 

7 . 3 7.8 
3.3 4.6 
5.6 6.4 

3.0 5.3 
7.3 9.3 
4.7 6.9 

4.2 2 . 1 
11 .9 5.6 
8.1 3.9 

15.0 14.6 6.6 
9.0 11.5 11.6 

11 .5 12.8 9.5 

9.9 
6.3 
8.2 

6.2 3.5 
9.9 3.8 
8.0 3.6 

9.6 7 .8 3.3 
9 .6 17.0 3.5 
9.6 12.3 3.4 

6.9 
11. 6 
'.3 
3.9 
1.6 
2 . 7 

6.4 

3.9 

12.0 
8.6 

10 . 5 

9.7 
9.8 
9 . 7 

2.4 4.4 
7. 7 1.4 
5. 1 2 .8 

6.4 6.4 
9.7 6.7 
8.1 6.5 

7.8 
3.0 

6.5 3.1 
5.9 7.3 
6.3 4.9 

5.3 4 .0 
9.1 5.3 
7.2 4 . 6 

2.2 0.2 100 
3.6 100 

0.9 2 . 3 100 

1 .5 14 .4 100 
7.0 27.8 100 
3.9 20.2 100 

3 . 0 4.3 100 
5.0 1.8 100 
3 .8 3.3 100 

2.1 
2.0 
2.0 

3.0 
3 .. 8 
3.5 

1.5 
3.6 
2.5 

21.4 
24.2 
22 . 7 

6 . 2 
6.2 
6.2 

6.8 
3.3 
4.' 

100 
100 
100 

100 
1 . 1 100 
0 . 6 100 

100 
100 
100 

1 . 9 100 
1 .6 100 . 
1.8 100 

6 .3 100 
100 

3 . 2 100 

1 .6 100 
4.1 100 
2 . 9 100 

0.1 100 
0.1 100 
0.1 100 

18.6 11.8 100 
23.5 100 

11.4 16 .3 100 

10.2 
4.5 

5.2 
5.2 
5.2 

1. 0 100 
0.2 100 
0.6 100 

' 2.4 100 
3.4 100 
2.. 100 

Total 

535 
863 

1,398 

590 
454 

1,044 

741 
505 

1,246 

1,567 
1,669 
3,236 

1,165 
1,608 
2 , 773 

286 

286 

1,240 
1,144 
2,384 

637 
595 

1, 232 

3,315 
3,392 
6 ,707 

1, 49 3 
1,654 
3,147 

645 
409 

1,054 

1,057 
824 

1,881 

13,271 
13,117 
26,388 
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months of Yekatit, Meskerem, Hidar while females prefer the 

months of Yekatit, ~ and Miazia in that order. 

The pattern of out-migration by month shows regional 

variation. The peak month of out-migration from GOjjam, 

Gondar, Hararge, Illubabor, Kefa are 21EbotJ !~ Tahsas, 

Megabit and Nehase respectively. Similarly, Meskerem is the 

peak month of out-migration from Arssi and Wollo, while 

Yekatit is the peak month of out migration from Bale, Shewa 

and Sidamo. The peak month of out-migration observed for 

both sexes in each region also holds for both males and 

females separately except for Arssi, Gojjam, Illubabor, 

Shewa and Wollo. In these regions the peak month of out­

migration varies between sexes. 

The pattern of out-migration by month varies by stream 

of migration. As indicated in both Table 5.11 and Figure 

5.7, the first six months of the year under consideration 

were more preferred by the rural !£ urban migrants while the 

second six months were more preferred by the rural !£ rural 

out-migrants. The peak month of out-migration by the rural 

to urban migrants was Meskerem (17.9%) while the peak month 

for the rural to rural out-migrants was Yekatit (12.9%). 

The rural to rural out-migrants avoid Meske[!~ while the 

rural to urban out-migrants avoid ~~~. Both males and 

females in the rural to rural migration stream have the same 

peak month of out-migration, i.e., Yekatit with 14.1% males 

and 12.0% females out migrating during this month. 

However, the peak month of out-migration in the rural to 

urban migration stream varies by sex. In this stream, the 

peak months were Meskerem (23.4%) and Tir (17.4%) for males 

and females respectively. In the rural to rural stream 



Table 5.11 Percentage Distribution of Inter-Regional Out-Migrants by Month 

of Migration. Sex and Stream. 1982/83 

Stream of Migration 

Month of Rural to Rural Rural to Urban Total 
Migration 

M F T M F T M F T 

Meskerm 2.4 2.6 2.5 23.4 8.8 17.9 10.5 4.0 7.3 

Tikimt 9.8 5.3 7.3 7 . 9 10 . 9 9.0 9.0 6.6 7.8 

Hidar 9.6 5.9 7.5 10.9 6.4 9.3 10.1 6.0 8.1 

Tahsas 7.4 6.8 7.1 9.1 5.8 7.9 8.1 6 .. 5 7.3 

Tir 6.5 10.8 8.9 6.7 17.4 10.6 6.6 12.3 9.4 

Yekatit 14.1 12.0 12.9 10.6 14.6 12.1 12.7 12.6 12.6 

Megabit 11.1 8.4 9.6 4.7 4.6 4.7 8.6 7.5 8.1 

Miazia 9.0 11.2 10.3 5.7 13.7 8.6 7.7 11.8 . 9.7 

Ginbot 11.0 11. 3 11. 2 7.6 4.6 6.4 9.7 9.8 9.7 

Sene 7.2 10 . 3 8.9 2.3 4.9 3.3 5.3 9.1 7.2 
Hamle 4.3 6.4 5.5 3.6 1.4 2.8 4.3 5.3 4.6 
Nehase 5.2 5. 1 5. 1 5.2 5.7 5.4 5.2 5.2 5.2 
NIS 2.4 4.0 3.3 2.4 1.3 1.0 2-,_4 3 .. ,4 2.9 
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

8.091 10.156 18.247 5.180 2.961 8.141 13.271 13.117 26.388 
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both sexes avoid Meskerem while in the rural to urban stream 

males avoid Sene and females avoid Hamle • .......... 
In summary, the peak month of migration and move for 

both sexes among internal migrants and local movers happens 

to be Yekatit. Figure 5.8 compares the pattern of internal 

migration by month, move and type of migration. 
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CHAOTER VI -
SUMMARY ill ""C ... ON;,;.C;;;.;L;;,;U_S_I;.,;O""N.-,S 

The objective of this volume is to analyze data on 

internal migration and local moves in rural Ethiopia 

collected by ESVRS for the period 1982/83. The method used 

to obtain the information on internal migration and moves 

was. follow-up survey method. Two rounds of surveys were 

conducted. More spec:tfically, data on migration were 

collected using two rounds of survepconducted in September 

1982 and 1983 respectively. 

For the sake of convenience, data on volume, and rate 

of local moves, internal (intra-and inter-regional) and 

international migrations are given in Table 6.1. 

Doring the period 1982/83 there were 323,461 local 

movers of which 143,086 and 180,375 were males and 

females respectively. The rate of local movement 

amounts to 12.1 per 1000 rural population. Among the 

sexes, females have higher rate (13.5) than males 

(10.7). The sex-ratio of local movers is found , to be 80 

males per 100 females, thus indicating that females 

dominate males in local movements. 

Internal migration is sUb-classified into inter-

regional and intra-regional migrations. Comparison 

of the volume of internal migration with respect to 

inter and intra-regional migration innicates that the 

vast majority of migrations were intra-regional than 

inter- regional. 
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Table 6.1 The VolLr.le ~ ~ of Internal Migration ~ ~ t-bves, 

~ EthioEia l 1982183 

Number of Migrants Rate per 1000 Pop..11ation 
Types of Mobility 

113.1e Fenale 'lbtal 113.1e Female 'lbtal 

Local i'bvers 143,086 180,375 323,461 10.7 13.5 12.1 

Intra-regional Migrants 243,613 370,52 1 614,1 34 18.2 27.7 22.9 

R/R 203,337321,771 525 ,108 15 .2 24. 1 19.6 
U/R 24,293 31,796' 56,089 1.8 2.4 2.1 
R/ u 15,983 16,954 32, 937 1.2 1.3 1.2 
U/R-R/U 8,310 14,842 23,152 0.6 1.1 0.9 

Inter-regional Migrants 

In-migrants 11,023 12,969 23,992 0.8 1.0 0.9 
R/R 8 ,318 10,604 18, 922 0.6 0.8 0 .7 
U/ R 2,705 2,365 5,070 0.2 0.2 0.2 

OJt-migrants 13,42B 13,231 26,659 1.2 1.0 1.1 
R/R B,199 10,237 18,436 0.6 0.8 0.7 
R/ U 5,229 2,994 8,223 0.5 0.3 0.4 

Net-migrants -2,405 -262 -2,667 -0.2 -0.0 -. 1 
R/R-R/R 119 367 486 0.0 0.0 0.0 
U/ R-R/U - 2,524 -629 -3,153 -0 . 3 -0 . 1 -0.2 

Int ernational Migrants 

Inrnigrants 1,441 284 1,725 0.1 0.02 0. 06 
Emnigrants 1,887 465 2,352 0.2 0.04 0.12 
Net-migrants -446 -181 -627 -0.04 -0.02 -0.03 

Each of the intra-and inter-regional migrations 

are SUb-classified into three types of streams. These 

are, rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to rural 

form of migration. Comparison of the magnitude (volume) 

of migration among the three streams shows that the 

rural to rural migration is wide spread than both the 

rural to urban and the urban to rural streams of 

migrations. The rural to rural migrations are usually 

short distance migration s and it occurred mainly between 

Sex-Ratio 

80.0 

65.8 

63.2 
76.4 
94.3 
91.0 

85.0 
78.4 

114.4 

101.5 
BO.1 
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165.5 
29 . 6 

404.8 

507.4 
405.8 
246.4 



contiguous regions. 

and urban to rural 

On the other hand, rural to urban, 

migrations are relatively long 

distance migrations. The sex ratio shows a tendency to 

rise as distance from origin increases thus indicating 

that females are less likely to migrate as distance from 

origin increases. The sex-ratio of rural to urban, 

and urban to rural migrants are higher than that of 

rural to rural migrants. 

Considering urban to rural and rural to urban 

differences in propensity to migrate, it is found that 

urban population are less migratory than those of the 

r u r a I pop u I a t ion in the case of inter-regional 

migrations and the converse is true in the case of 

intra-regional migrations. As a result of this, the net 

migration between the two streams have a rural to urban 

predominance in the case of inter - regional migrations 

and the converse holds true in the case of intra- ' 

regional migrations. 

Each main stream of migration (rural to rural, rural 

to urban and urban to rural) produces a compensating 

counter stream. That is there is always return 

migrants. In this stream and counter stream of 

migration, the rural to rural migrations dominate the 

overall current or stream of migration. 

The age distribution of the migrants indicates 

that propensity to migrate is not the same for all age 

groups. Whatever the direction of flow may be, most 

migrants are adolescents and young adults between the 

ages of 15-34 years. Old people show little tendency to 

migrate. Migrants leaving rural areas to another rural 
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areas and to urban areas are younger than migrants 

leaving urban areas to rural areas (return migrants). 

The proportion of children under 5 years of age is also 

relatively high indicating movement of whole families to 

a certain extent. 

The sex-ratio of migrants indicates that the 

propensity to migrate is not the same for both males and 

females. The overall finding indicates that women are 

numereous than men among migrants. However, the sex­

ratio varies by age group and from one direction of flow 

to anot her direction of flow. The sex-ratio of the 

urban to "rural migrants (114.4) and rural to urban 

migrants (174.6) is higher than the sex ratio of rural 

to rural migrants and this holds for ahy form of 

migration. Rural to rural migrations are short distance 

migrations i.e., these are mainly between con'tiguous 

regions and the majority of internal migrations are of 

the rural to rural form. From this, it can be concluded 

that females are less likely to migrate than male as 

distance increases. However, older women are somewhat 

more likely to migrate than older men and this is 

indicated by the finding of declining sex ratio as age 

increases among the internal migrants. 

Classification of migrants by marital status shows 

that the proportion of single is higher among male 

migrants in rural to rural, rural to urban and urban to 

rural stream of migrations. The converse is true among 

female migrants in rural to rural and urban to rural 

stream of migrations. However, the proportion single 

dominate among female migrants in the urban to rural 



direction of flow. The widowed are more mobile than 

the divorced. Moreover, widowed and divorced females are 

more mobile than widowed and divorced males in all forms 

of migration. 

Examination of the relationship of migrants to the 

head of households indicate that most of the migrants are 

sons, daughters, aunts, uncles of the head of household. 

A small proportion of migrants, particularly males, 

happen to be domestic work ers i.e., employees of the head 

of household. 

Concer n ing causes of internal migrations and local 

moves, the overall finding has indicated that the major 

cause of mobility varies by type of migration and 

direction of flow. Local moves and the majority of 

inter-regional in-migration are motivated by non ­

economic motives while intra-regional migration and 

inter-regional out migrations are motivated by economic 

motives. Similar phenomena hold true in the case of the 

motive for move in different directions. The rural to 

rural inter-regional in-migrations and the urban to 

rural intra-regional and inter-regional in-migrations 

are motivated by non economic factors while the rural to 

rural and rural to urban migrations in both intra­

regional migrations and inter-regional out-migrations 

are motivated by economic factors. Among the non­

economic reasons marriage turns out to be the dominant 

reason for migration, followed by 'joining parents'. 

Movement for marriage is selective of one sex, mostly 

females. This is mainly because in this society 

inheritance is through the male line and hence the women 
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have to move to their hugbands place of abode. On the 

other hand, as mentioned above, the rural to urban 

migrations are mainly prompted by economic reasons. And 

the economic reasons for abandoning the country side are 

frequently linked to the prospect of finding job and job 

related factors. 

As regards to the time of internal migration and 

local moves, the analysis has indicated that the 

majority of both migrations and local moves take place 

during the dry seasons i.e. before and after the months 

of cUltivation and harvest. These include the months of 

Yekatit, l!L and Ginbot among which Yekatit turns out to 

be the month during which the majority of migrants and 

local movers departed and arrived from .nd to their 

place of origin and distination. 

In addition to internal exchange of migrants, 

there was also some international exchange of migrants 

during the reference period. These group of migrants 

constituted 1,725 immigrants and 2,352 emmigrants. The 

sex-ratio of immigrants and emmigrants were 507.4 and 

405.8 respectively. This indicates that males dominate 

in the international migration. The net international 

migration turned out to be 627 in favour of th~ 

emmigrants. The rate of emmigration (0.12) is higher 

than the rate of immigration (0.06) and the net-rate of 

international migration was (0.0::0 in favour of the 

emmigrants. The rates for immigrant (0.1) and emmigrant 

( 0 • 2 ) m a I e s a r· e h i g her t han i m mig ran t ( 0 • 0 2 ) and 

emmigrant (0.04) females. 



In conclusion, the analysis, in general, has revealed 

the great importance of internal migration not only in 

effecting a regional re-distribution of population in 

the country but also in effecting rural-urban re­

distribution of the most economically active group of 

the rural population. And this ha s a demograp hic, 

economic, 30cial, political and health consequences both 

at places of origin and destinations. However, since the 

data obtained from ESVRS on internal migration does not 

entirely exhaust all the correlates of migration, this 

calls for a concerted effort to further investigation on 

these matters in the future. 
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