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ABSTRACT 

This s tudy investigates the socio-economic and demographic co uses and consequences of 

irregular migration oJyoung adultsJi"om sOllthern Ethiopia down to the Republic oJSollth AJi"ica. It is 

a cross-sectional stlldy based on sOlllple sllrvey oJ690 households with 658 eligible young adults aged 

15 10 54 years belonging /0 three migrant categories in relation to migration sIC/Ius of South A/rica, 

namely out migrants (226), retul'l1l11igrants (/93) and non-migrants (239). The study is conducted in 

Jour randomly selected woredas and then hOllseholds Ji"01ll two zones oJ the SNNPR- Kembata­

Tembaro and Hadiya-be/Ween February ta May, 2010. 

Data sources include questionnaire, key informant interviews, focused group discussions as 

well as administrative records both at local and narional levels. The dala are analyzed using 

description, bi-variate and multi-variate statistical techniques. Logistic regress ion model is also 

employed in assessing the relationship between migration slat us and age, sex, marilal status, 

education, employment, occupation and income, residence, birth order, elhnicity and religion. 

The major findings oj th is study are: the irregular migration down to RSA is enormously 

dominated by males (over 80%) and adults oj age between 20-34 (57%). It is alsa Jound that the 

majority oj migrants' childhood residence is rural (73%) and 28% oJthe sampled migrants are first 

born child. Moreover, the study showed the presence oj non-linear relationship be/ween household 

size and migration status. Highest percentages oj migrants (95%) are literate and this is dominated 

by those having secondary education. It is also Jound that the movement oj young adults from 

southern Ethiopia to RSA is facilitated by a ne/Work oj human smugglers Jound in Addis Ababa, 

Hossana, Dilla and Nairobi. The main cause for the irregular movement of adults is found to be not 

absolute but relative poverty and 44% of thetll left their homeland Jar reasons of perceived belter 

opportunities in RSA, and only 8.5% oJthe cited poverty as the main cause. 

The multivariate analysis showed that sex, age. education status and birth order having 

significant impact on the youth to migrate or not while household size, place oj childhood residence, 

zone, marital and employment status as well as religion found to have no significant impact. As to the 

consequences, the study showed that most of return migrants (58%) are unemployed before their 

movements to RSA but now over 92% of them are employed. The study a/so showed that the majority 

of returnees are earning high income now than beJore, and also more than that of non-migrants. On 

the other hand, highest proportions of smuggled migrants reported thaI their journeys were harsh 

with unexpected negative consequences. Th ey also noted oj robbery and theft while they were in RSA. 

The study concludes by suggesting some policy recommendations for intervention in handling the 

irregular movement of youth as well as the need Jor detailed research. 

Key Words: Youth, Migration, Smuggling, Hossana, Opportunities, RSA 
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Statement of the Problem 

The world has been tran sformed by the process of globa lization. States, soc iet ies, 

econom ies and cul tures in di fferent region s of the wor ld are inc reas ingly integrated and 

interdependent. New techno logies enable the rapid transfer of capita l, goods, services, 

information and ideas from one country and conti nent to another. T he glo ba l economy is 

expanding, providing millions of women, men and their ch ild ren with better opportuniti es in 

life. But, the impact of globa lizati on has bee n uneve n, and growing dispar ities are to be found 

in the standard of living and leve l of human soc iety ava il ab le to people in di fferent parts of 

the worl d. 

Shaw (1975) states that an important result of these rising d iffe rentia ls has been an 

increase in the sca le and scope of international migration. According to the UN's Popul ation 

Div ision (UN, 2006), there are now almost 200 million international migrants, a number 

equivalent to the fifth most populous country in the world, Brazi l. It is more than double the 

figure recorded in 1980, only 30 years ago. Migmnts are now to be found in every part of the 

globe, some of them mov in g with in their own region and others travelling from one part of 

the world to another. The form of migrat ion often capturing news head lines is that from 

developing countries into the deve loped world (UN, 1998). One tends to ignore the fact that 

the devel oping world is not homogenous that some states are more developed than others. As 

such, the relati vely more developed states in the deve loping world experi ence many of the 

same problems that more developed co unterparts in the western world experience. 

- Over the pasL three tJl.. fo ur decad~ irregular border crossings have emerged as a new 

major e lement in international mi gratory flows throughout the wo rld. Acco rd ing Lohrm ann 

(1989), wh ich is an article on the repo rt of the Organ izatio n for Economic Cooperation and 

Deve lopment (OECD), irregular migration became an issue of s ignificant concern globa lly 

s ince the early 1970s. Lohrmann states that the reason for this is not irregula r migration did 

not occur in earlier years; what has chan ged is the ove rall impact of irregu lar m igrat ion in 

many countries and the percept ion of the phenom enon by state authorities. There is no doubt 

that the smugg ling and trafficking of human be ings is an esse ntial part of these movements. 
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Conflict around the globe seems increasingly to invol ve, both as cause and effect, migrants in 

irregula r status whose problematical or illegi ti mate presence itself is at issue. A su rvey of the 

world 's hotspots read ily attests to the sa li ency of co nfl icts over residency status, c itizenship 

rights and po litica l id enti ty en flamed by percepti ons of irregular mi grat ion (Brennan, 1984). 

Irregu lar migration always risks controversy and conflict as control over the ent,y and stay of 

a liens is see n as a key prerogative of sovere ignty. Hence, irregul ar mi grat ion unavoida bly 

in vo lves po litica l issues j ust as it is inherent ly a hum anitarian question. 

The growth and persistence of irregu lar migrat io ns wo rldwide fundamenta lly ste ms from 

those soc ial, po li tica l, economic and demographi c phenomena whic h have created ever 

increas ing globa l inte rde pendence. Irregular m igrations arise fro m a nu merous o f la bor 

market, insti tut ional and soc io-po lit ica l fo rces, often thereby creat ing ambiva lence (Harris & 

Todaro, 1970). Jordan (2002) underlines that irregular m igrat ions also are dynamic, 

undergo in g constant change. 

Eth iop ia is cha llenged by diffe rent migrat ion patterns and dynamics, which have 

s ignificant poli tica l and soc io-eco nomic rami ficat ions fo r the country. Severa l th ings have 

been sa id about the m igrat ion of Eth iop ian females to the M id dle East an d the Gul f States 

(Abdu Seid, 2009), but very small about the irregular migration of youth Ethiopians to the 

"dream of land"- the Republic of South Africa (RSA). Most of the youth who migrate to the 

RSA are economica lly act ive adul ts in pursu it of dream of capturing the green pasture there. 

In Ethiopia , the problem is wid ely observed in two zones of the southern parts, name ly in 

Hadya and Kambata-Tambaro Zones and to a very lesser extent in Wolaita Zone (Messay, 

2005). 

According to a recent report by the Intern atio nal Organi zation for Migration (10M, 2009), 

most of the youth who are move irregu larly to RSA had suffered severa l cha lle nges. Among 

them are sexual violence, phys ica l ab use, human right violation as we ll as robbery . S inedu 

(2009) on an Amharic dally newspape,Addis-Zemen-also noted that a sign ificant numbeLoL 

the irregular migrants face confl ict from loca l community on their ways. The 10M report 

further states that some of the migra nts are im prisoned in transit countries s ince the majority 

of them are mov ing illega lly with out having a lega l passport and/or a val id visa. 

Messay (2005) also po inted that a lmost a ll of the migrants pay a great sum of money to 

the smugg lers, where the mo ney is ga ined from the ir fa mil ies or borrowed from e lsew here or 

by se ll ing items. In addi tio n to smuggl ing, he a lso underlined the ex istence of strong forgery 

of doc uments needed for international travel. If smugg led migra nts are not reaching the RSA 

2 
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on time of thei r calculat ions, they are forced to spend a couple of months, years, a decade or 

even more in trans it countri es, where they may suffer from several chall enges (Sinedu, 2009). 

Moreove r, if they don't have money, they fa il to get basic needs such as food and hea lth 

fac ili ties, and hence forced to be underem ployed/unem ployed in transit countries and some 

are drug addicted, and above al l, some of them die (10M, 2009). Another important prob lem 

is on the migrants' family here in the ir place of ori gin in Ethiopi a. Since smuggled migrants 

are moving ill ega lly, they do not have access to informat ion and communication fa ci li ties, 

and thus may loose contacts with their families. They also fa il to register at the Ethiopian 

Embassy in RSA as they reached there, which creates stress on their fam il ies at home. 

The present study focuses on comparing the soc io-econom ic and demographic 

characteri stics of young ad ults of Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas who are smugg led to 

RSA (a lready migrated and return migrants) with non-migrants. It also assesses the mai n 

causes and consequences of the irregu lar movement of youth from southern Ethiop ia down to 

RSA as we ll as exp lains the smuggling networks and routes of moving. 

1.2 Objectives of the Study 

1.2.1 General Objective 

• The main objective of the present study is to assess the socio-economic and 

demograph ic causes and consequences of irregular migration of young adu lts from the 

southern parts of Ethiopia to the Republic of South Africa 

1.2.2 Specific Objectives 

Depending on the stated problem, th is study is specifica lly aimed to: 

I. compare the soc io-econom ic and demographic characteristi cs of smugg led 

migrants and non-migrants in Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya areas, 

11. idenfifY me main pull and push fa-ctoTs1i1atfaci litate the-irregular movement 

of youn g adu lts of Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas dow n to RSA, 

111. illustrate the consequences of irregu lar migration of yo ung adu lts from 

southern Eth iopia to RSA on the ir area of departure and on themselves, 

IV. 

v. 

invest igate the intention of non-migrants on the irregular movement to RSA, 

expla in how young adults from southern Ethiopia go irregularly to RSA in 

associati on with the smuggling networks. 

3 
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1.3 Hypotheses 

Based on the above stated objectives, the present study attem pted to address the following 

research hypotheses. 

\. There is no significance difference in education status between smuggled migrants (at 

migration) and non-migra nts (at the survey). 

11 . Res idence place does not have significant impact On migrati on status of young adults. 

iii. Migration status has a strong association with income of households. 

iv. First born children are more likely to become smuggled migrants than others. 

1.4 Significance of the Study 

The prese nt study will be a va luab le document in giving updated in format ion about the 

soc ial, economical and demographic characteri stics of the irregu lar migration of yo ung adu lts 

from the southern parts of Eth iopia down to South Africa. Furthermore it: 

\. wi ll provide in formation fo r the potential migrants who have intention to move to 

RSA in identi fying the merits and demerits of irregular migration, 

11. will be im portant for governmental and non-governmental organizations either in 

identifying wh ich group of Eth iopians are more vu lnerab le [Q migrate irregularly to 

RSA. why and how they move, 

iii . can also be used as an alarm for the concerned bodies about how and why irregu lar 

migrat ion is common in Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya Zones tha n other areas, about 

the challenges that smuggled migrants are suffer ing as we ll as the extent of the 

smuggling activiti es, 

IV. Fi nally, it will serve as a guide to conduct further resea rch on irregular migration, not 

onl y lIl-trom soITfhern parts to- RSA, bm-a l,o from-other parts of e thiopia. 

1.5 Operational Definitions of Terms 

1.5.1 The Dependent Variable and Related Terms 

Migration is a genera l term used for the incidence of movement of individuals, groups or 

populati ons seeking to make relatively permanent changes of res idence. It is one of the 

components of population change. 

4 
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Migrat ion status is a class ifica ti on of people based on their residential locations at the 

beginning and end of a given time period. Hence, we can have two kinds of migrati on status 

of peopl e: migrants and non-migrants. It is the dependent variable in the present study. 

Migrant is a person who makes a relatively pe rmanent change of residence from one country, 

or region with in a country (an origin), to another (the destination) du ri ng a spec ified time 

(migrati on peri od). 

Out Migrant is an individual who left his home land to South Africa. He/she might reach or 

not RSA, for some of them may be in journey down to RSA during the survey or are 

imprisoned. 

Return Migrants are migrants who had left their home to RSA sometime through irregu lar 

means, but now is in hi s/her homeland during the survey . They might come back home either 

by the ir own means or through deportation. 

Non-m igrant is an indi vidual who res ided in an area both at the beginning and end of the 

designated migration period. Alternative ly, it refers to an individual who has neither migrated 

into nor migrated out of hi s or her area of residence. 

Sm uggled Migrants are migrants who left to RSA from their homeland in an irregular manner 

by paying money for the smugglers. These include out migrants and return migrants. 

Irregular migranl is someone, who, owing to illegal entry or the expiry of hi s or her visa, 

lacks legal status in a transit or host country. It applies to migrants who in fringe a coun try' s 

ad miss ion rules and any other person nor authoTized-to-remain-in the host-£Ountr-)l-(UI'J , 2000) 

Irregular migration refers to the mo vement that takes place outside the regul atory norms of 

the sending, transit and rece ivi ng countries. From the perspecti ve of desti nation co untr ies, 

irregular migration is il lega l entry, stay or work in a country, mean ing that the migrant does 

not have the necessary authorization or documents requ ired under imm igration regulations to 

enter, res ide in or work in a given country. From the perspective of the source country, the 

irregularity is seen, for example, in cases in wh ich a person crosses an international boundary 
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without a val id passport or travel document or does not fulfill the administrative requirements 

for leav ing the country (UN, 2000) 

Smuggling is the proc ureme nt, in order to obtain, directly or indirectly, a financ ial or other 

mate ri al benefit , of the illegal entry of a person into a State Part of wh ich the perso n is not a 

natio nal or permanent resident (UN, 2000) 

7i'afJicking in persons is the recru itment, transportat ion, transfer, harbor ing or recei pt of 

persons, by means of the threat or use of fo rce or other fo rm s of coerc ion, of abduction, of 

fraud , of decept ion, of the abuse of power or ofa position of vulnerabi li ty or o f the giving or 

rece iving of payments or benefits to achieve the consent of a pe rso n hav ing con tro l over 

another perso n, for the purpose of exp lo itation (UN, 2000) 

1.5.2 Independent Variables 

Age is the length of time that a person has lived , measured in numbe r of years defined in 

terms of the last birthday. 

Young AdulLs refers to individuals whose age is between 15 and 39. On the other hand, Old 

Aduils include those aged between 40 and 64. 

Marilal slatus is the c lassificat ion of the marriage si tuation of peop le as measured by us in g 

the categories of s ingle, currently married, divorce, widowed and co hab ited. 

Educational allainmenl is the hi ghest grade completed within the most advanced level 

attendeein t he ed ucafional- systenfsoHhe- country;--whi ch- is measured by- th~number of 

schoo l yea rs. 

OCClipalion is the type of wok don e (e.g. , farmer, a teacher, lib rarian), a pos ition in the labour 

force, usually grouped by s imilarity of work done or the ski lls and train ing required. And 

occ upational status refers to the class ification of an indi vidual or group of persons with 

respect to their occ upation. 
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Income refers to revenues or rece ipts accruing from business enterpri se, labor, or invested 

capital. In this study, it is measured by the amount of birr or other assets peop le earn per a 

specified period of time, say a month. 

Elhnicity and Religion: eth nicity is a com mon cultural heritage that sets a group apart on the 

bas is of nationa l origin , ancestry, language, religion, and similar characte ri stics; and religion 

refers to peop le's be li efs and opin ions concerning the ex istence, nature, and worship of a 

deity or deities, and di vine invo lvement in the universe and human li fe . 

Household refers to either a single person or a gro up of peo ple mak ing provision for food and 

other essentia ls of li ving, occupying the whole, part of, or more than one housing un it or 

other provis ion fo r shelter. 

Place of childhood residence usual ly refe rs to the place of birth of an individual or groups. 

Usual residence is the place where one usual ly eats and sleeps, a concept associated with a de 

jure census and place of cu rrent residence . 

Birth order is the location of a given birth in the sequence of births to a woman, starting with 

the first and ending with the most recent (e.g., first, second, third). 

1.5.3 Other Important Terms 

Remillance refers to the amount of asset sent fro m the migrants to people at homeland, which 

inc ludes money in cash or in item/ki nd. 

l¥Orecli11S a Kind ofc lassifj-catiu n of-zones-under-smaller distriets~A collection of woredas 

and urban centers usua lly make a zone . 

Kebele and Gall : Kebele refers to the lowest ad ministrative hierarc hy used in Ethiopia, both 

urban and rura l areas, and ex ists below woreda. Gotl is the smal lest ad ministrative 

class ification of a kebe le, wh ich is a co llection of househo lds. 
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1.6 Conceptual Framework 

Figure 1.1 Conceptual Framework 

Independe/1l Variables 

*Age * Household Size 

* Marital Status * Residence (Childhood & Current) 

* Educational Attainment * Birth Order 

* Occupation and Income * Ethnicity & Religion 

1 Intervening Variables 

• Information and • Government Policies 
Commun ication l+- • Peer/Family Pressure 

• Knowledge About the • Poverty 
Opportunities in RSA 

I 

Migration Status: 

Migrants and Non-Migrants 
-

The Dependent Variable 

Source: Done by the Author based on Literatures 
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1.7 Limitations of the Study 

It wi ll be much benefi c ia! if the present study is done on a large scale to inc lude 

severa l va riab les and geographical areas other tha n Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya in 

Eth iopia and transit countr ies the migrants are trave ll ing as we ll as the rece iving co untry­

RSA. The fo ll ow ing are the ma in shortcomin gs of the study: 

1. It did not take any primary data from South Africa by contacting migra nts there. 

Hence, the impacts of the irregul ar move ment of youth on RSA are not assessed at a ll. 

I I . It d id not a lso make any contacts with m igrants in tra ns it, deta ined/ imprisoned, which 

is much important to investi gate the ways and associated problems the mi grants 

suffer ing from. 

II I. It was hard to have ti me with return mi grants because they consider the study as 

ordered by the govern me nt for po li tica l purposes, and a lso they are busy in their 

business fo r the majority of them have investments/companies. 

IV. 

v. 

Similarl y. both non-migrants and fami lies of out migrants some times fa il to give 

accurate info rmation. Hence, misreport in g is observed in some of the households and 

the non-response rate was very high. 

Some burea u heads at SNNP region became much re luctant to have an in-depth 

interview concerning the prob lem unde r study. The regio nal Labor and Soc ial 

Affairs' Agency is the mai n one that fa iled to cooperate with th is study, whic h could 

not enab led to know the view of the region on the prob lem under study. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.1 Major Theories and Models on Migration 

M igratory phenomena are so di verse that in many cases only spec ific types of 

ind ividua ls may be affected in settings that are both tim e and place-spec ific and poss ibly 

nonrecurrin g settings. Accord ingly, a lternate conceptualizat ions of mi grat ion may not be 

justifi ed but se parate mode ls and theories may be requ ired fo r process that is completely 

unre lated. There are no specifi c theories and mode ls develo ped concern ing irregular 

m igrat in g so fa r; and hence in thi s sub-sectio n, the ma in theories and models re lated with 

migrat ion in genera l are di sc ussed. 

2.1.1 Ravenstein's Law of Migration 

Broad theories concerning the characteristics of mi grants and their origins and 

destinations were formulated by Ravenstein in 1885 and 1889 (Lewis, 1982). Using data 

from the 1881 Oritish census, Ravenstein formulated a seri es of laws which he believed 

exp lained contemporary migration in Europe. The main elements of his thesis inc lude 

migrants move only a short distance and migrants are more likely to have rural origins than 

urban. He also noted that each migration flow has a counter or returning flow and migrants 

are usually adults. Economic factors are mentioned as the major cause for migratio n. 

Essentia lly, these frameworks of laws of migration have been the basis of considerab le 

geographica l research on migration. The main drawback o f Ravenste in's law of mi grati on is 

its genera lization, i.e.,_its appJicati<min the whole world-'--'-Ldoes not consider differences in 

specific local ities. However, some of these laws are still practica l in certain parts of the wor ld 

at some time. Fo r example, most literatures state tha t ad ults are usua lly migrati ng more than 

chi ldren and e lders (Castles & Mil ler, 1998). In the prese nt study, as it is discussed in Chapter 

4, young adu lts take the highest pe rce ntages in mi grat ion from southern Ethiopia down to 

RSA. 
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2.1.2 Stouffer's Theory of Intervening Opportunities 

Theory of intervening opportuni ties attempts to describe the li ke lihood of migration. 

Its hypothes is is that th is likelihood is influenced most by the opportuniti es to settle at the 

destination, less by distance or populatio n pressure at the start ing point. Stouffer's law of 

intervening opportunities states, "The nu mber of persons going a given distance is directly 

proportional to the number of opportunities at that distance and in verse ly proportiona l to the 

number of interve ning opportuni ties" (Lew is, 1982:75). Stouffer theorizes that the amount of 

migration over a given distance is directly proportional to the number of opportunit ies at the 

place of dest inat ion, and inverse ly proportional to the number of opportunities between the 

place of departure and the place of destination. These intervening opportuniti es may persuade 

a migrant to sett le in a place in the route rather than proceeding to the or iginally planned 

destination. Stouffer argued that the volume of migration had less to do with di stance and 

population total s than with the opportunities in each location. This theory is well observable 

in today's irregular migration where the main cause of movement is perceived better 

opportunities avai lab le in RSA-what eve r ri sky and difficult the journey is. 

2.2 Key Concepts and Definitions 

Defining irregu lar migration has been the subject of considerable debate (Battistella & 

Asis, 2003 ). For instance, Shah (2009) used terms such as illega l, undocumented, non­

documented, and unauthorized migration to describe the situation of persons who enter a 

country in an unlawful manner, are stay ing in a country in that manner, or are in any other 

situation that may be cons idered unlawful according to the rules of the given sending or 

receiving country. Persons may enter a country through smuggling or trafficking, or they may 

enter legally with va lid documentation but later become irregular through overstay ing the 

duration of their val id permit. On the other hand Hass (2007) defines irregular migration in a 

broader sense as " international movement or residency in confl ict with migrat ion laws", and 

narrowly as "crossing borders without authority, or violating conditions for entering another 

country". 

Terminology has evolved over ti me and reflects the different perceptions of the 

phenomenon. Wh ile, traditionally, undocumented migration has been treated as a res idual 

category of migration that falls outside the domain of "legal" migration, the term "illegal 

II 



o 

o 
q 

o 

,) 

mi grat ion" has been crit ic ized for its normative connotat ion and its generality. A lthough the 

Internati onal Conference on Popu lation and Development in 1994 agreed to the usage of 

" undocumented mi gration"-nothing that " Undoc umented or irregular mi grants are persons 

who do not fulfill the requireme nts establ ished by the co untry of destination to enter, stay or 

exe rc ise an economic activity" (Un ited Nations, 1995)-the phenomena is commonly 

referred to as clandestine, irregular, illega l and unauthorized migration, interchangeab ly. 

Much confus ion in the cu rrent debate on irregular migration is re lated to the poor 

defi nition of central concepts. First of all , thi s app li es to irregul ar m igration. However, the 

boundaries between regul ar and irregular migration are not always c lear. At the beginn in g, it 

is useful to mak e a di st inct ion between irregu lar enliy a nd irregular stay. For instance, most 

irregular migrants e nter destinat ion countries lega lly, but subsequently ove rstay their visas, o r 

engage in prohibited work, through wh ich their status becomes irregular. The other way 

around , migrants entering or res iding in a country ill ega lly ca n acquire lega l residency 

th rough obta in ing work, marriage or regu larization. 

In hi s study of irregular migration from West Africa to North A frica and Euro pe, Hass 

(2007) fo und that both irregular and regu lar migrati on usually should be seen together. He 

furthe r states that both phenomena are known to be reciprocally interrelated; regul ar 

migration faci litates irregu lar migration through the functioning of migrant networks, regular 

entry often precedes irregular stay, and many currently regular migrants have been irregu lar 

at some stage ortheir migration of res idency. Therefore, regular and irregular migration often 

tends to move to the same destinations. 

Th is study uses the term 'i rregular migration ' because it is a broader and less 

normative term than ' illega l migration ' (Jordan & Diivell , 2002; Van Liempt, 2007). ' Illegal 

migration' is primarily a legal term, which does not necessa rily refl ect the actual experiences 

of mi grants. For instance, Van Liempt (2007) observed that smuggli ng can be ' illega l', but 

licit, or soc iaTly accepted, a nhe sam"e1cime. Moreover;-governmen(s' perceptioJ1..o f ' il legal' 

migration vary greatly from one country to the other, reflecting di ffe rences in legislation and 

how it is app lied in practi ce (Brennan, 1984). 

Trafficking and smuggling are other central terms related with mi grati on, especially 

with irregu lar migration, which are often confused in po licy and academ ic di scourses. The 

term ' trafficking in persons' is rest ri cted to situations in whi ch people are deceived, 

threatened or coe rced in s ituations of explo itation, inc luding prostitution. ' 1"luman smuggling' 

implies that a mi grant volu ntarily purchases se rvi ces to c ircumve nt im migration restrictions, 
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wi thout necessa rily be ing the vict im of deception or exploitation (Carling, 2006) . However, 

in pract ice it is often d ifficu lt to make a sharp distinction between what is vo luntary and 

forced, as except in the case of slavery, migrant behavior is simultaneous ly shaped by human 

age ncy and structural constrai nts to varying degrees. 

A lthough the actua l number of undocumented mi grants is inherently difficult to 

determine, the limited information that exists suggests that it has ri sen significantly in many 

countries in spite of a proliferation of rest rictive measu res and increas ingly sophi sticated 

pol icy responses (Un ited Nations, 1998). As stated ea rlier, a lthough irregular migration has 

ex isted for many years, in the face of global economic recessio n, the soc io-economic context 

has changed in many countries (United Nat ions, 2008). Such facto rs have placed irregular 

mi grati on in the forefront of immigrati on debates in many world cap itals . At the co re of the 

issue are quest ions concerning state capac ity to control or manage migration fl ows. 

2.3 Characteristics of Irregular Migration 

Motivation for migration: Most authors agree that the s ing le most important motive to 

migrate illegally is economic, although there are also many politica l asy lum-seekers among 

the migrants (Friebel and Guriev, 2002). In general, what is important is that migrants expect to 

improve their si tuation through mi grati on, and that they need the ass ista nce of traffic kers, 

smugglers and other intermed iaries to do so. 

Information: There is a widespread belief in the public that most migrants are tricked by 

traffickers and smugglers. Indeed, there is evidence that wo men and children migrants are 

tricked into debt and prostitution by crim ina l ind ividuals and orga nizations (Demle itner, 

2001 ). More generally, most mi gra nts know quite we ll what to expec t (Ske ld on, 2000). This 

conce rns not only the cosfSand~non-m OfrerarYTi sks-involved-with-iliega l migration , but a l so~ 

the oftentim es very poor li vin g conditions in the host co untri es . Chin 's book (200 1), for 

instance, shows th at most Chi ne se migra nts co me fro m the same few provi nces. They benefit 

from the fac t that relati ves and friend s may have migrated before them providing them with 

usefu l information. The informational benefits of this "chain mi grat ion" are not available for 

migrants, who do not have access to thi s type of information, or are de liberately mi sinformed 

by traffic kers and sm ugglers. However, lack ing inform ation can only be a tra ns itory 

phenom enon. O' Rourke and Wi lliamson (2000) argues that migrants in the 19th century were 
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well informed about migration prospects, at a time when in formation travelled by boat. There 

is little reason to be lieve that, in ti mes of te lephone network s and the internet, info rmational 

frictions could su rvive for long. 

The migration con/rac/: the costs assoc iated with irregu lar mi gration are very high , and only 

few capable individua ls or fa milies ca n afford migration. However, many potential mi gra nts 

have access to intermed iaries who arrange air, sea or ground transport, provide forged 

documents and assi st in entering the country of destinati on. Long-haul mi grati on is organi zed 

in rather si milar ways whether mi grants co me from China , Russ ia (as c ited in Finckenauer, 

200 I), or As ia (B usiness Week, 200 I). As it is stated on Friebel and Guriev (2002) the 

smuggle r arranges the transfer to the host co untry, by sea, land or air transport. He also 

ensu res entry into the host country. Upon arriva l, the migrant is usual ly kept in a "safe house" 

or sweatshop until the debt has been paid back. 

Repayment of debt: Debt is either pa id by relatives of the migrant or through the migrant's 

wo rk for traffickers or the ir business partners. In the case of Fujian Chinese, repayment takes 

between half a year and four years with an average of 26 months (Chin, 1999). There are 

cases of abuse, but it is hard to imagine that they are the rule (Ske ld on, 2000). Otherwise, 

mi grants wo uld barely enter contractual relat ionships with traff icke rs and smugglers. 

Involuntary slavery exists, but most of it is concentrated in the non-OECD countri es (Hass, 

2007). Much of the ill ega l migration business appears to follow the spirit of the 

migration/debt contract quite close ly. In particular, workers are usually set free after the debt 

has been paid bac k. Some times, abuse of mi grants could happen. Similarly, Ske ld on (2000) 

argues that human traffic king and smuggling appears to be a competiti ve business. 

False Docllmentation: forgery of documents;-- such- as-passports and visa sta mps,- is a 

mechani sm likely to be intrinsica lly tied up with smuggling and trafficking. Recruitment 

agents, espec ially in sending countri es, have often played a pi votal role in arranging 

fraudul ent visas. Entry into a place of destination on a fake visa or passport puts the 

prospective migrant at the ri sk of de portation staying in ca mps/prisons upon arrival , if ca ught 

(Shah, 2009). In a study done by the Internationa l Migration Institute IMI (2009) about the 

irregu lar movement of peop le from West Africa to the Ma ghreb and Europe, they found the 

existence of a hi ghly sk illed forgers and we ll-connected intermediaries which are ready to 
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render every service needed by the irregular migrant with aspirations and the right amount of 

money. 

2.4 Causes of Irregular Migration 

The Un ited Nat ions in its annua l repOli by the Population Division (UN, 1998) states 

that irregular migration has emerged in response to increasingly restri ctive admiss ions 

polic ies adopted by the traditional immigration countries and the labor-receiv ing countries, in 

the wake of a globa l economic slowdown. Accord ing to th is report, the traditiona l 

immigration countries-Australia, Canada and the United States, for example-together 

currently admit an annual tolal of nearly I million legal immigrants, most of whom have 

sk ill s or fami ly connecti ons to immigrants previously admitted. Very few countries have 

policies to admit large numbers of unsk illed immigrants, yet there is a continuing ri se in 

demand world wide for unskilled work (Loh rmann, 1989). 

Another important factor in exp laining irregu lar migration is that fewer countri es now 

have emigrat ion controls (Brennan, 1984). Throughout the period of the co ld war, 

immigration and particularly em igration were subject to strict regulations, and in ternat iona l 

borders were rigorously controlled (United Nations, 1998). Following the poli tical changes of 

1989- 1991 , border control s were significantly relaxed and it became much easier to cross 

from one country to anothe r (United Nations, Economic Comm ission for Europe, 1995). 

Moreover, with the democratization of a number of States in Africa, Asia and Latin America, 

there currently are few countries from which exit is now controlled (W idgren, 1994). 

Although differences in the economic, politica l and soc ial contexts li mit 

generalizations, certa in features of irregu lar migration are more or less universal. There is 

general agreement that econom ic factors are paramount in inducing persons to migrate 

irregwaflY:-Sucnirregul ar flows are ofren--fronr Te'lative lnoor-countries to eountries with 

high gross national product (GNP) per capita . Japan, for example, has been a major pole of 

attraction for undocumented irregular migrants in recent years, with a stock of as many as 

300,000 irregul ar migrants from more than 90 countries of origin (UN, 1998). This is partly 

exp lained by the fact that Japan 's per capita GNP ($26,920 in 199 1) is significantly greater 

than that of many neighboring Asian countries, e.g., 34 times greater than that of the 

Philippines, 67 times greater than Pakistan 's and 122 times greater than that of Bangladesh 

(World Bank, 1996). 
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Some of the more extreme instances of economic disparities are among contiguous 

countri es that share extensive hi storica l migration re lations hips. Per cap ita GNP in the United 

States of America, for exa mpl e, was six times hi gher than in Mex ico in 1994 ($25,700 versus 

$4, 180), whe re it was II times higher in Germ any than in Poland ($25,700 versus $2,4 10) 

(UN, 1998). In addition to di sparities in leve ls of GN P, business cyc les and periods of 

recess ion have a powe rful impact on irregular migrati on (Lohrmann, 1989). In spite of 

greatly stepped-up enforcement along the United States border, for examp le, Mexicans 

continued to enter the Un ited States in record numbers during the recess ion fo ll ow ing the 

co llapse of the peso (which is the main unit of currency in several Southern and Central 

American countri es) in December ! 994. 

Widespread poverty a nd in come inequality exist in the co ntext of a globa l 

communicati ons revo lution, with internat iona l telephone/telefax and internet networks, global 

te levis ion channel s and so fort h, as Lohrma nn ( 1989) argues. Furthermore, Widgren (1994) 

notes that these new technica l poss ibiliti es to link up with fa r-away countries provide better 

opportun ities for potential migrants to take departure decisions. Moreover, although migrants 

continue to cross national borders by foot, improved transportat ion networks, inc lud ing c heap 

and rapid air trave l, no w mean that irregu lar migrants have additional means to cross borders, 

and no longer move mainly from neighboring countries. 

A relatively new dimension is that of trafficking. Within trafficki ng, there are variuus 

activit ies rang ing from small-sca le ope rators who provide a specific service such as transport 

across a border to large-scale operators who make full use of the most modern 

com munication techn iq ues and provide the entire range of services, includ ing documentation, 

transportation and assistance in crossing borders, places of transit and res idence in the 

receiving co untries and illega l employment (Gunat illeke, 1994). 

In recent years, large-sca le traffick ing ope rati ons increas ingly have come under the 

co ntro l of international nefWOrks of organi"zed-crime;-an-industry that is est imated 10 generat~ 

gross ea rnings of between $5 and $7 bi ll ion annually (Gu natille ke, 1994). The trafficking 

bus iness not only is hi ghl y lucrati ve, but in some cases is treated rather leni ently. In most of 

the Ce ntra l American countries, fo r example, where large numbers of irregul ar m igrants 

transit, a lien smugg ling is not a crime and traffickers ope rate openly as travel agents (UN, 

1998). 

One of the mai n problems with traffick ing is that it und ermines the process of orderly 

lega l mi gration. Moreover, the entry of organized cri me and th e increas ingly d ifficulty of 
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combating irregul ar m igrat ion have negati ve consequences for the image of migration and 

migrant communit ies in the societies that are the rece iving e nd of trafficki ng. They te nd to 

generate reactions that are strongly antagonistic, which assoc iate mi grati on with crimina l 

ac ti vity. 

2.5 Consequences of Irregular Migration 

2.5.1 Consequences on the Area of Destination 

Economic Consequences: the consequences of irregular m igrat io n, like its defi nition, are still 

unc lear. A s igni fica nt debate among academics and po licy makers al ike foc uses on the effects 

of irregular m igrants on the de press ion of wages and working co ndit ions. Some eco nomists 

argue that a large supply of inexpensive fore ign labor in a country is responsib le fo r 

depress ing wages and working cond itions, part icu larly in large urban areas (Lohrm ann, 

1989). The ratio nale is that irregular migrants are more doci le and vulnerab le, and therefore 

preferred by employers, w ho find them more cost-effective (UN, 1998). The UN publicat ion 

furthe r notes that such phenomenon lends itse lf to a genera l reduction in wages, hea lth and 

safety cond itions, and various fringe benefits. Others, such as Brennan ( 1984) argue that 

depressed wages and wo rki ng cond itions are not the resu lt of an influx of foreign workers but 

rather the cause of this influx. The argument rests on the assumption that, as a by-prod uct of 

industri alizat ion, a level of jobs exists that is rejected by native workers and open to other 

sources of labor. Acco rding to these theories, native workers are not displaced by foreign 

workers; rather, fore ign workers ma intai n certain bus inesses and agricultura l ente rprises 

whi ch wo ul d otherwise be unable to attract sufficient labor. 

SocIGT Consequences: there also is-an-unresolved-d ebate concerning the-impact o l'-irregular 

mi gration on the soc ia l we lfare State. While some conte nd that irregular migrants overburden 

soc ia l services without co ntributing to the system (i. e., given the most do not pay taxes), 

others poi nt to the fac t th at these migrants ofte n contribute to the socia l we lfare system 

without any return (i.e., pe nsio ns). Moreover, an argument has been made that th e cost of not 

prov id ing access to socia l se rvices is even steeper. Where access to ed ucat ion or hea lth care 

for irregular m igrants is lacking, the resultant soc ia l costs may in the end be greater as a res ult 
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of the higher leve l of marginalization and criminality, or the potentially higher health costs 

incurred if treatment is left until an advanced or acute stage (UN, 1998). 

Moreove r, irregul ar migration invariab ly in vo lves the establ ishment of new cultu ra l 

groups in the areas of destination. This can be seen, as Lohrmann ( 1989) notes, as an 

enhancement to the host society, but can also preset prob lems. Irregular migrants, after 

regula rizing themse lves, who stay fo r extended periods become more asserti ve of their 

economi c, po liti ca l and socia l rights, which may invoke a reaction by loca l people who 

perce ive the newcomers as re presenting soc ial and economic competition. Barrett ( 1992) 

stressed the result of such thi ngs in many host countri es has been the growth of right-wing 

extremi st grou ps wh ich tend to be overt ly racist and opposed to immigration. 

Demographic Consequences: due to the selective nature of irregular migration , there is 

inevitably a demographic imba lance in areas of migration. Barrett ( 1992) states that the 

newcomers usually inc lude large numbers of male adu lts, who may after a while choose to 

bring their young fa mili es with them . 

2.5.2 Consequences on the Area of Origin 

Remillances: labor migrat ion is often regarded as the most economically beneficia l fo rm of 

migrat ion to the area of origin . This is due to the rem itlances that labor migrants (whether 

they are migrated irregular ly or not) send to their fami li es who remain in the area of origin . 

Taken at nationa l sca le these remittances can be very substantia l. For a number of countries 

remittances are a very important fo rm of income. For example, official remittances in 

Pakistan and Yemen amount to the equi va lent of over 65% of Gross Domesti c Product 

(Barrett, 1992). 

ll,itneothernand, remittarrc-esc 'an have-negat+ve econom ic effe.,ts in the-area of 

orig in . For example, agricu ltura l production may be adve rsely affected , not only because of 

the loss of labor, but also because regular remittances mean that rural fa mi lies are no longer 

dependen t on their fa rms. As it is noted in Barrett (1992) such situation has occurred in 

Yemen where large areas of land are on longer fanned. Barrett further states that thi s has 

also been accompanied by a trend to buy imported foodstuffs. In Egypt and the Sudan there is 

a consumer move away from loca lly produced ma ize flour to imported fine white wheat 

flour. 
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Role in Development: one of the maj or criti cisms of labor migration is that it has fail ed to 

provide any di scernable development impetus in the area of origin. It a lso creates labor 

shortage, brai n drain and to so me extent infl at ion. Howeve r, in many instances labor 

mi grat ion provides c lear financial benefits to the area of origin and especially to the mi grant 's 

fa m i Iy (Barrett, 1992). 

Social Conseqllences: depopul at ion of areas of origin can be a harm ful legacy of migration. 

In most s ituat ions of out-m igration, it is the young and very often the innovators who leave 

fi rst (Loh rm ann, 1989). Th is leaves a community of older, more conservative members who 

are le ss recept ive to new ideas. The res ult is a skewed age and sex structure wh ich has se ri ous 

imp lica tions for soc ial welfare systems. The loss o f young ad ul ts may result in the 

dis integration of traditiona l social and pol itica l li fe and may assist the eros ion of service 

infrastructure (Barrett, 1992). 

2.S.3 The Impact on the Migrant 

Prejudice: traditional studies have emphas ized the iso lation of the newcomer, who is very 

often the objec t of prej udice. There is no doubt that many of the irregular mi grants to the 

so uthern countries of Europe from NOIth Africa have experi enced discrimination and even 

violence (Lohrmann, 1989). The recent research re port done by the 10M (2009) a lso noted 

the various phys ica l and psychol ogica l vio lence that the irregular migrants are suffering from. 

Adaptation: in most situat ions an irregul ar mi grant has to adapt to a new soc ial , economic and 

po li tica l environme nt. O n arriving at the area of destination the irregular migrant goes 

through three inter-related processes (Barrett, 1992). First, regulari zation and acculturation 

must take place: Secondly;--the--migrant must-adjusHo the-new-economic and soc ial 

environment. Third ly, the migrant must participate in the institutional and soc ial groupings of 

the new environment. The success of these three processes wi ll determine whether the 

irregu lar migrant wi ll eventua lly conform to and ass imil ate into the host comm unity or wi ll 

choose to li ve in a distinct spatia l group. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY AND DATA SOURCES 

3.1 Design of the Research 

3.1.1 Type of the Design 

Thi s study is cond ucted on a quant itative cross-sectional resea rch, whi ch is also 

known as one-shot or status study. Th is approac h is chosen because, as stated on Kumar 

(1996) , it is best suited to studies a imed at fi nding out the preva lence of a phenomenon, 

s ituatio n, problem or attitude, by taking a cross section of populat ion. The present study is a 

one-time research, and thus it is an important way to view the soc io-economic and 

demograp hic situations behind the irregu lar migrat ion in the area under study. This des ign is 

se lected also because of its s imp licity, as it is only a one contact study with the target 

populat ion and is comparatively cheap to undertake as well as easy to analyze. 

3.1.2 The Stndy Area and Target Population 

The Study Area 

Geographica lly, the study encompasses both urban and rural areas of two zo nes from 

the SNNP region of Ethiopia, namely Had iya Zone and Kembata-Tembaro Zo ne. Accord in g 

to the 2007 census report, the total popu lation of the region was 15,042,531 where 10.3% of 

them are urban res idents (CSA, 2008). Similarly, the tota l population of Had iya Zone is 

--I-;-2:43;-"H6--and-ihat-of- K-embata -1-embaro- is-6ST,-1 6'7- with- an- urban-percentage-of-]-{)c&-and--

14.3, respective ly. The two zones account for 12.8% of the region's populatio n. There is no 

big difference in sex rat ios of the two zo nes: 98 .8 in Had iya 97.8 in Kembata -Tembaro and 

the ove ra ll sex rat io of the region is 99. 

Regard ing zo nal admin istrative class ificat ion, Hadiya Zone has 10 woredas and I city 

admin istration (Hossana, which is the capita l of the zone) and Kembata-Tembaro Zone has 7 

wo redas and I city ad mi nistration (D urame, zo nal capita l). With an area of 3,978 square 
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kilometers, Had iya has a population density of 378 people per square kilometer. In J-1adiya, 

the five largest ethnic groups reported, based on the 1994 census (CSA, 1996), were I-Iadiya 

(78. 16%), Sil te ( 10.13%), Kembata (2.22%), Gu ra ge ( 1.8%), and Amhara ( 1.63%); all other 

ethnic groups made up 6.06% of the population. With an area of 2,033 sq uare kilometers, 

Kembata-Tembaro has a popul ati on density of 429 people per sq uare kilometer. The five 

largest ethnic groups reported in thi s zone were the Kembata (65%), Tembaro ( 17%), Silte 

(8%) and Had iya (7%); all other ethnic groups made up 3% of the population. Map I on page 

22 shows the study area in relation to other zones/special woredas of the SNNP region. 

Target Population 

The target popul ations to conduct the present study are yo ung adults of both sex aged 

between 15 and 54 years. These popu lation are contacted in households where there are (a) 

people moved irregularly to l:he RSA [out migra nts] but they might reached RSA or not (b) 

return migrants fro m RSA who previously left their homeland through smuggling; and (c) 

non-migrants who reside at home during the survey period . [nformation about out migrants is 

gathered using proxy respondents, mainly through their famil ies at homeland. The rest, 

re turnees and non-migrants, are contacted directly. These age groups are se lected because 

they make the greater proport ion of the economica lly active youth popu lation who are 

vulnerable to migrate irregularly to RSA (S inedu, 2009; Messay, 2005). 

3.2 Sampling 

3.2. 1 Sample Size Determination 

A~statecLab_Qv_e., llQlJSe~here we can find the target QQJllII<1tion are vis ited. A total 

of four kebe les are se lected from the fou r woreda/towns in the study area, and from each of 

these kebe les, 690 households are chosen. A detail procedure in indentifying the ta rget 

populat ion is presented in the sub-section 3.2.2 . 
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The sample size is calculated using the foll owing formula of sample size 

determination (Kothor i, 1998). The formula is given as follows: 

n 
Z ',,, ' P(I - P) 

e' 

Where n- samp le size 

Z- va lues of standard variant at 95% confidence interval (Z= 1.96) 

P- estimated proporti on of househo lds hav ing yo ung adults aged 15-54 

e- standard error (0.04 

As the proportion is not known, 0.5 is used as P value to obtain maximum number of 

sam ple households. 

Z' ,,, ' P(1 - P) 
n = , + 10% Non-Response + 5% Design Effect 

e 

= 600.25 + 60.025 + 30.0 I 

= 690.285 

= 690 households 

3.2.2 Sampling Procedures 

Since the problem under investigation is about irregular migration , wh ich usua lly 

involves smuggling, illegal transfer with out having necessary legal documents and some 

othe r irregularities, it was hard for the researcher to identify each of these populations. 

Therefore, it was conducted by getting in touch with selected households from the target 

area's popu lation using probability sampling in combination with purpos ive samp ling, which 

is a non-probab ili ty one, when ever necessary. From the probability sampling, a stratified 

random- samp'ling--is-chosen- for- its convenience- to co.ndUCLth~p.re£ent resea rch. Deta iled 

description on the application of the sampling techniques that is used is given below. 

Two woredas, namely Sora Woreda and Hossana Town from Hadiya Zone; and 

Angacha Town and Doyo Gena Woredas from Kembata-Tembaro Zone are selected 

purposefully. The main reason to se lect these woredas and towns is that they are places where 

irregular migration is predominantly observed as based on literatu res and pre-research survey 

of the investigator. A recent publication by the Ethiopian Press Agency (Sined u, 2009) also 
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strengthens this situation. One kebele from each woreda/town is se lected , and this gives a 

total offour kebeles. 

3.2.3 The Sampling Frame 

The full report of 2007 Population and Hous ing Ce nsus of Eth iopia is not released and 

it became di ffic ult to get latest data from this census about the kebe les and the number of 

househo lds found in each woreda. Only the first draft report was released, where there are no 

population and household data at woreda and kebele leve ls. The researcher has tried to get 

avai lable latest in format ion from each zo ne 's administration offices and thi s is summarized as 

in Table 3.1. As it is stated in the earlier sub·sections, the samp ling frame for thi s particu lar 

study inc ludes both urban and rural kebeles that are found in four of the purposefully se lected 

woredas/town. 

Table 3.1 Summary of the Selection Process from Woreda to Households 

Total TotalNo. of 

No. of Selected KAsA In the Selected KAs A 

No. of 
Gotts in 

Seleclt!d 

No. of 

HHs+in 
Selecle 
dHHs 

Gotts the 
Zone Woredas Woreda/Town selected woreda selected selected 

Urball Rural Urbull Rural KASA Gotts· 

Hadiy. II Hossana Town 8 0 0 12 4 528 

Soro Woreda 0 19 0 10 3 417 

Kembata· 8 Angacha Worcda 2 15 0 2 229 

Tembaro Doyo Gena Woreda 13 0 9 3 398 

Total 19 1\ 47 2 2 39 12 1,572 

Source: Kembata-Tcmbaro and Hadiya Zones Admini strat ive Offices 
"' Includes only households having the target population 

1\ KA=Kebele Administration 

+ HH~ Househotds 

Out of the samp led populations 400 (58%) are from urban ano'L90- (2I2%} are frnm­

rural areas. The percentages of urban areas are hi gher than the rural ones for they have access 

to transportation and are easy to contact households in urban areas than in rural areas with 

such smal l sca le study. Simi larly, 373 (54%) are from Hadiya Zone and 3 17 (46%) are from 

Kembata-Tembaro Zo ne. Hadiya had higher percentages than Kembata-Tembaro because the 

sampled woredas in Hadiya have higher population than that of Kembata-Tembaro and thus 

is done to get proportiona l number of respondents to the total populatio n in the woredas. 
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To se lect respondents a multi-stage sampling technique is employed. First, Kebele 

Ad ministrations (KAs) are selected by using purpos ive sampling where the problem prevai ls 

largely. As it is mentioned earlier, we will have a total of four KAs (two urban and two rura l 

KAs). Secondly, proportional numbers of Gotts are se lected using random sampling 

technique from each KA. The available data about the number of Gotts and households in the 

se lected woredas/town show great variations. Hence, proportiona l number of Gotts and then 

households are se lected using probabil ity proportionate to size (PPS) method. Before 

se lecti ng households from the se lected Gotts, full li st of households was obta ined from 

respective KAs. Then, a survey has been done to identify those households having the target 

popu lation and a tota l 1,572 households were fo und. From these, 690 households 

proportional to the ava ilable households in each Gott we re se lected using sim ple random 

samp li ng. Finally, al l of the target population fou nd in each of these selected households is 

contacted. The fol lowing figure shows the various stages that are emp loyed in se lect ing the 

target popu lation from wo reda to household . 

Figure 3.1 The Sampling Frame 

ZONES WOREDAn-OWN KAs GOTTS HH 

Hossana 

HADYA 
Town 

Kebe le 06 ,- I 4 Gotts H 232 HHs 

Sore 

Woreda 
Kebele 10 ~I 3 Gotts r--I 183 HHs 

Kebe le OS Angacha 

Woreda 
.. I 2 Gotts t-.I 101H Hs 

-KcMBA'fA~ - - - -

TEMBARO 
Doyo Gena 

Kebe le 02 Woreda -1 3 Gotts 1--+1 17sHHs 

\ ) \ ) 

Y 
y '---y----J 

Purposive Purposive Ra ndo m Random 

Sampling Sampl ing Sampling (PPS) Sampling (PPS) 
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3.3 Data Source 

To conduct the prese nt study both quantitative (which is the main data source) and 

qualitative, prima ry and/or secondary, type of data are gathered. Deta il s of data type and 

gather ing techniques are elaborated as follows: 

3.3.1 Quautitative Data 

To co llect quantitative data, a separate well structured quest ionnaire was prepared for 

the th ree ki nds of migrants in households: alit migranls (who moved to RSA), return 

migrants (returnees from RSA who moved through smuggling) and non-migranls (may have 

or may not have intention to migrate to RSA). There are commo n quest ions for all th ree 

categories of migrants in the questionnai re and also separate questions for each mi grant type 

on the questionnaire . Each of these migrants were contacted from the selected house holds in 

the study area. Ava il ab le secondary documents are a lso reviewed perti nently. Further 

in formation is also co llected from records of admin istrative offi ces, journals, pub lished or 

unpubli shed research papers, books and other so urces so as to su pport the data that was 

gathered using questionnaire. 

The QlIeslionnaire: 

The questionna ire was originally prepared in Engli sh and then is trans lated into 

Amharic. T his is because Amharic is widely spoken in the study area and is better to 

communicate with the target population than Engli sh. Before printing the final version of the 

questionnaire, a pilot survey was carried out on 10 eligible househo lds in Doyo Gena and 10 

- in Ho,sana town. This-pilot survey was-vita.! in assessing-the content, logica l flG\vs, c larit)l-of- __ 

the questio ns and length of interview. Then, the quest ionnaire was am ended appropriate ly . 

A detai led survey manual express ing the general procedures as well as steps req uired to 

co llect the data together with further exp lanatio n of each of the questions was prepared and 

handed over to a ll of the enumerators and superv isors in order to help them understand the 

content of the quest ions and the essence of the study. More over, a deta iled dem ographic, 

soc io-economic characteri stic of the sampled youth population was obtained duri ng the field 
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wo rk . The quest ionnaire was used throughout the whole data collect ion process, for its 

simplic ity and low cost. 

The questi onnai re is addressed to each target population found in the se lected households. 

With in the 690 selected house holds, and a total of 2,784 target popu lation (915 alit migrants, 

723 returnees and 1.146 non-migrants) were fo und ; however, only 764 of them were read y to 

pa rti cipate in the study~at least in the initi al contacts. The English versions of the 

questionnaires are attached in the annex part. 

3.3.2 Qualitative Data: 

To get qua litative data, an unstructured interview was he ld with groups/individuals 

concerned with the irregu lar migration to RSA, wh ich include local gove rnors, po lice 

officia ls, smugglers, famil ies of migrants, the migra nts (returnees and non-migrants) and 

others. In thi s case, Key Informant Interview (KIl ) was done with II return migrants, 19 non­

mi grants, IS families of out migrants groups, 3 local governors, seve ral police offi cia ls (4 at 

local level, I at SNNP region poli ce department, 2 federa l police officia ls), 12 smugg lers and 

the ir age nts (7 of them in detention). 2 offic ial s at ministry level and 6 e lders. Of course, a 

detai led interv iew has a lso done wi th the ex-Ambassador of Ethiopia to So uth Africa here in 

Add is . Intervi ew questi ons used in the Kli are also attac hed in the annex sec ti on of thi s paper. 

In additi on, a tota l of 7 Focus Oroup discuss ions (FOD) were he ld: 2 with non-migrants, 

2 with returnees, 2 with families of mi grants and one with e lders. In each of the FOD, five to 

e ight people are part ic ipated. To initiate the discuss ion, quest ions we re prepared and 

forwarded one by one to the participants. Then, based on the di scuss ion, the mediators are 

asked prov ing questi ons in order to get deta iled and prec ise informat ion on the di sc uss ion 

iss ue. A total of 9 hours tape was recorded from KII and FOD. 

3.4 Field Work 

It is true that close supervi sion and carefu l en umeration results in better qua lity data and 

also he lp to obtain unbiased resu lts re fl ecting the rea l situat ion of the popu lation under study. 

Hence, necessaty ca re and efforts was made to select the best enumerators and supervisors as 

we ll as mediators from am ong those who are ready to partic ipate in the data collection 

process. 
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Twelve ( 10 males and 2 fema les) enumerators from am ong coll ege students from 

Geography and History departments were selected and assigned to the 12 Gotts se lected, i.e. 

one enumerator for eac h Gott. Four supervi sors from individuals with col lege were also 

recruited and assigned- one for each of the selected kebelle. The recruitment of the data 

collectors and supervisors was done on the basis of their experience in data collection and 

supervi s ion, knowledge of the study area, their ab ility to express ideas, their know-how about 

migration to RSA and other qualities. 

All the enumerators were given intens ive training around thei r place of continuous 

residence for about two days before starting the task of li sting so as to prepare the framework 

and before they embarked on the main survey to co ll ect the actua l data. The co ntents of the 

training include exp la ining the purpose and objective of the study, procedu re of data 

co llection, how to fi nd the targeted househo ld s, how to approach the participants in each 

househo ld and hav ing due respect for the conse nt as we ll as ethica l va lues of the resea rcher 

undertaking. The tra ining was also foc used on reco rding of answe rs and how to handl e 

problems, if there are, du ring data co llection process. The four supervi sors, on the other hand, 

were given a half day orientation on how to check fo r coverage, complete ness, co ns istency of 

responses, managing prob lems, etc. [n addition, a brief exp lanat ion on the different questions 

included in the questionnaire was given to a ll of the supervisors s ince there is frequent 

contact between them and the princ ipal investigator. 

3_5 Data Quality 

Demographic and socio-economic data obtained from censuses and various surveys as 

we ll as reports are not always free of errors. Hence, one should suspect errors of under­

reporti ng and misreporting of age, education, income leve l, sex, household size and the like . 

Assess ing the quaTity 6rdaTIlbefore-an in~depth analysis, therefore, is- an essent ial-component­

of any research. 

To assure the quality of data, a properly designed data co llection in strument, ma inly 

questi onnai re in this research, was used. The question na ire was prepared after reviewing 

relevant literatures that was based on predetermined variab les. Every day, all of the co ll ected 

data were reviewed and checked for completeness and relevance by the supervisors and the 

princ ipal investigator. Like wise, the cons istency o f the data was assured after entering each 

of the questionnaires into computer by running appropriate program before making them 
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ready for analysis. In so me households (mainly returnees), the non-response rate was high 

espec ially in giving correct information about smuggled migrants. 

From 690 households surveyed a tota l of 764 indi vidual questionnaires were collected. 

When assess ing these 764 questionnaires ' data quality, questionnaires from 106 respondents 

(the non-response rate was 14%) were not properly fil led andlor re fused, and hence rejected 

from ana lys is. It is hard to find informed consent espec ially fro m return migrants as we ll as 

from out m igrants. Non-migrants are relat ively easy to find for most of them are students 

having enough time for interv iew and hence are easy to get inform ed co nse nt. Necessa ry 

adjustments have been made to ba lance between num bers of out migrants, return migrants 

and non-m igrants. Hence, questionna ires of 226 out migrants, 193 returnees and 239 non­

migrants (a tota l of 658 respondents) are taken in the ana lys is. 

3.6 Methods of Data Entry and Analysis 

The method of data entry and then analys is varies from a simple to an advanced 

model mainly based on the type and nature of the variab les in the study and data that will be 

used . 

3.6.1 Quantitative Data Analysis 

The data from the questionnaire was entered into computer using the latest SPSS 17 

(statistica l package for soc ial sc ience) software . This softwa re is chosen because of its 

importance in analyzing quantitative data, to check data quality and eas iness to create 

different figures and diagrams. 

Descriptive model>, uni-variate as well as multi-variate analysis were large ly employed. The 

desc n ptlonlncludes percentage-s;- nreans;--medians;-standard~eviat ions, cress tabu lat ions,­

corre lations as we ll as coeffi c ients of variation. Thi s helps to see the relat ionsh ip between the 

dependent variab le, which is mi grati on status, as measured by smuggled migrants (out 

migrants and returnees) and non-m igrants; and independent variab les (age, marital status, 

occupation and income, religion and ethn icity, household s ize, place of birth and residence 

and education level). 

29 



:) 

t) 

'::J 

o 

o 

o 

BinGlY logistic regression model was also used to see to how much the independent variables 

affect the dependent one. The model is used when the dependent variable is a dichotomy and 

the independents are of any type. It also applies the maxi mum likelihood estimation after 

transforming the dependent va riab le in to a logit var iable (the natural log of the odds of the 

dependent occurring or not). Hence, in the present study, the dependent var iable is of 

dichotomous- be ing migrant or not. Moreover, this model is chosen for its abi li ty to: 

• show the role of each independent variable in affecting the depend one, 

• determine the percent of var iance in the dependent variable exp lained by the 

independents, 

• rank the relative importance of independents. 

The logistic regression function is explained by the fo ll owing mode l: 

I 
p ~ ( b I where 

i +e- a+ x 

a ~ is an intercept 

b ~ slopellogit parameters 
P ~ probab ili ty that you ng adu lts are being smuggled migrants 

I-P ~ the probability that young adults are being non-migrants 

- (a+hx) e 
I-P = {(I+iJx) 

i - e 

The odd ratio which is the ratio of the probab ili ty that a young adult is being 

smuggled migrant to the probability of being non-migrant is P/ I-P, will be denoted by 

P - -(a+b'l d - - - e an 
I - P 

P 
In --~ -(a+b,x, + b2x2 + ... + bkxk) 

I-P 

Hence, based on tnelogooCl;tne!ogTstlc regress ion is interprete-d-as a chan grin log-odds ()f 

the dependent variable is due to one unit change in the predictor variab les. Necessary ca re 

was taken to in classify ing the dependent variable correctly and meaningful coding of the 

indepe ndents. Goodness-of- fit tests, namely the Model Chi-square (wh ich helps to indicate 

the appropriateness of the model) and the Wald Statistics (helps to know the sign ificance of 

individual independent variables) was also done. Logistic coefficients and correlation were 

also treated, which refl ect the linear and non-linear relationships. 

30 



j. 

J 

o 

o 
o 

o 

o 

3.6.2 Qualitative Data Analysis 

These are data set gathered through foc us group discussion (FGD), key informant 

in terview (KJl ) and interview with concerned government organs. They were analyzed in the 

present study by description , narration as well as cross-checking their val idi ty and reliability 

with the quantitative data set. Summarizat ion and looking the ir similari ty and/or difference 

among each of the se lected kebeles are al so part of analyzing qualitative data. 

3.7 Ethical Consideration 

Official letter was obtained from the Institute of Population Studies of Addis Ababa 

University that sign ifies the lega li ty of the study and asks the research participants to 

cooperate during data co llection. The pu rpose of this study was explained to the respondents 

at various levels and informed consent was obtained from each study participants by 

informing them that the finding and results of the study wil l be confidential and anonymity of 

the respondents will be kept. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS 

4.1 Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents 
1 

4.1.1 Age-Sex Composition 

Accord ing to the data col lected , it is found that 82.5% of the migrants were ma les 

wh ile only 17 .5% of them were fema les. However, the di stributi on among the three types of 

migrants shows s light variati on. As it can c learly be see n from Tab le 4. 1, the percentage 

difference of males to fema les is high in the return migrants (96.4% to 3.6%) where it is low 

among non-m igrants (66 .5% to 33.5%). This indicates that like many demographi c iss ues, the 

irregu lar migration of young adults to RSA is sex se lective . 

Table 4.1 Age-Sex Composition of Respondents 

Migration Status Total 
Characteristic OUI Migrants Return Migrants Non-Migrants 

% N % N % N % N 
Sex 

Male 87.6 198 96 .4 186 66.5 159 82.5 543 
Female 12.4 28 3.6 7 33 .5 80 17.5 115 

Total 100 226 100 193 100 239 100 658 
Age' 

15-19 1.3 
, 3.1 6 18.0 43 7.0 46 J 

20-24 19.5 44 13 .0 25 17.6 42 14.0 92 
25-29 33.2 75 20.2 39 25.9 62 24.6 162 
30-34 16.8 38 29.5 57 19.7 47 18.8 124 
35-39 18.6 42 2 1.8 42 6.3 15 17.3 114 
40-44 10.6 24 5.2 10 8.8 2 1 13.2 87 
45+ 0 0 7.3 14 3.8 9 5.0 33 

~Total - 100 -226_ 100_ -193 100 239 100 658 

As it is presented in the subsequent secti ons, most of the mi grants were engaged in 

sma ll sca le trad ing that invo lves trave lling to the remote ru ral localiti es. The difficulty of the 

j ourney, which is dominated by car and foo t taking a couple of months, is al so important in 

1 
Through out Chapter 4, the reference t ime for Out Migrants and Returnees is at the ir migration down to RSA 

while that of Non-Migrants is at the survey. 
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the sex se lectiv ity of the migrants. This finding is also supported by the work of Solomon 

(2005), which studied the irregular migration from Mexico to Un ited States of America that 

small scale tradi ng and operations in mining sites is the main occupation in wh ich irregular 

immigrants can work. 

Age is one of the main demographic variab les that should be assessed we ll in any 

populati on sc ience research. Hence, looki ng at mi grants' age compos ition is vita l in 

understandin g at what age migrants become more vulnerable to irregular migrati on as we ll as 

wh ich age groups are of signi ficant importance in the three kinds of migrants . The data on 

Table 4. 1 shows that in a ll of the three kind s of migrants the economicall y acti ve age gro up 

(20-39) ta kes up the biggest share . Amon g out migrants, fo r example, the age group 25-29 

dom inates with 33.2% fo llowed by age groups 20-24 and 35-39. Similarly, nea rly 26% of the 

non-mi grants belong to age group 25-29. Unlike these two migrant types (out migrants and 

non-m igrants), within the return migrants the age group 30-34 dominates the rest age gro ups 

with a percentage value of29.5. Overal l age group 25-29 still has the highest share (25%). 

Among out migrants, the percentage va lues increased drastica lly from 1.3% in the 

first age group ( 15-19) to 19.5% in the second group (20-24) and also to 33.2% in the th ird 

one (25-29). And then, it decreased radically to 16.8% in the age group 30-34. The possib le 

reason for th is drast ic difference could be the difficulty of the migratio n type to RSA, wh ich 

is dom inated by irregular movements crossing long distances via foot and car. Such kind of 

move is difficul t for teens who are under 20. More over, the large sum of money (up to 

60,000 Birr) required for the movement which is asked by the sm ugglers prohibits the very 

young ones from migration. The presence of high percentages in the age group 15-20 (18%) 

among the non-migrants cou ld strengthen th is fa ct. The 10M (2009) report also supports th is 

find ing. Aga in, people fee l to have less intention to mi grate as the ir age increases because 

they cou ldoe engaged in s·ome, oc iu=ecorrom ic-ties, such-as marriage -and oCGupation. That-is_ 

why the pe rce ntages for ages groups 30-34 and more is low. T he absence of any peop le in the 

last age groups among out migrants is strongly assoc iated with this ties and this is we ll 

remarked by the FGD di scussa nts. 

Genera lly, young adu lts whose age is found at the lower age group (15- 19) and higher 

age groups (45 and more) are less like ly to mi grate irregularly to the Repub lic of South 

Afr ica and vulnerab ili ty higher for age group 25 to 29. 
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4.1.2 Marital Status and Migration 

The data on marital status of migrants before their movement indicates that the 

majority of all the three migrant types are sing le during the survey peri od. Nearly 48% of out 

migrants, 63% of returnees and 54% of the non-migrants are single (Figure 4.1). 

Figure 4.1 Marital Status of Migrants Before Move (%) 

i.J Single t..1 Currently Married W Widowed/Divorced !iii Cohabited U Unknown 

70 62.7 

60 54.4 54.6 

47 .8 

::J 50 

'" ..: 40 .... 
Z 
u 
w 
U 

30 

'" w 
20 a. 

10 4 .1 
o 0 1.7 o o 0.6 

0 

Out Migrants Return Migrants Non ~Mjgrants Total 

MIGRATION STATUS 

The percentage values of the currently married shows little variation among the three 

migrant types (out migrants, returnees and non-migrants) all having less or near to 40%. 

Several factors are pointed out by the FGD participants and key informant interviews for the 

dominancy of singles among all the three migrant types. The first one is that it is relatively 

easy to migrate for the one which is single than married. The DTRC/PSTC (1998) research 

report al so supports this fact. The other is that as in many soc ieties people get married after 

late 20s, while most of the migrants in the present study are aged in 20s. 

Abdu (2009), in his study of the migration of females from Ethiop ia to the Middle 

East fou nd that the demand fo r employing women workers who are currently married is very 

low at the place of destinations, and hence most of the migrants are single. FUlther more, 

Niva lainen (2004) in hi s study of the dete rminants of fami ly migration in Finland found that 

most eager migrants are unma rried, educated and yo ung ad ults. He has also noted that fa mily 

status and children affect migration propensities. In general, the irregular migration of young 

adu lts from southern Ethiop ia to RSA was dominated by single. 
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4.1.3 Place of Childhood Residence and Migration Status 

In understandi ng mi gration issues, it is important to loo k at place of childhood 

res idence or place of birth of the respondents. In 2007, 84% of the Ethiopian populations 

were rura l dwe llers and the rest urban . Regionally, the South Nations Nat ional ities and 

Peoples (SNN P) has hi gher rural reside nts (90%) than the country total- 84% (CSA, 2008) . 

With regard to the study areas, I-Iadiya zone has 10.75 and Ke mbata-Temba ro zone 14.3 

percent urban in 2007 (CSA, 2008). Migrants' place of ori gin co uld be rural or urban or they 

mi ght come from regio ns ha ving both character istics. As Table 4.2 depicts, th e distribution of 

mi grants by pl ace of childhood residence shows that 72% of all the sampled migrants spent 

most of their childhood time in rural areas. 

Table 4.2 Migration Status by Place of Childhood Residents (%) 

Childhood Migration Status Total 
Residence Out Migrants Returnees Non-Migrants % N 
Urban 27.4 17.6 36.8 28 184 
Rural 72.6 82.4 63 .2 72 474 
Total % 100 100 100 100 658 

N 226 193 239 658 

In many deve lop ing co untries, the largest proport ions of mi grants are coming from 

rural areas (Caldwe ll , 1969). Th is fact co incides with the rura l-agra rian dominated nature of 

these deve loping co untries, where the majority of th e people res ide in rural localit ies . 

Ravenstein also argues that mi gration is com mon from rural agrarian economy to urban 

industri ali zed ones (Lew is, 1982). 

With regard to the present study, al l the three kind of migrants have nearly similar 

- percentage va l ues-in~their place. oLchildbQod res idence. There is little difference among 

retu rnees where over 82% of them li ved in rural areas, we ll above the tota l one. The poss ible 

reason for thi s is that most of them migrated first-some of them a decade ago. At that time, 

what is now urban could be rural, and due to hi gh rate of urbanization, several rural loca lities 

have been changed to urban centers. Doyo Gena from Kembata-Tembaro is a good example 

in thi s case: it was a rura l village be fore 2000, and now is an urban center by becoming a 

woreda cap ital with a popu lat ion of 6,718 in 2007 (CSA, 2008). T he low percentage share of 
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the non-migrants also s ignifi es fact. Hence, for the future, the proportion of migrants from 

urban ce nters is expected to increase. 

4.1.4 Birth Order and Migration Status 

Birth order has been defined as the location of a given birth in the sequence of birth s 

to a woman, starting with the first and ending with the most recent one (Siegel and Swanson, 

2004). In addit ion to age, sex, marita l status and residence, ind ividua l's birth order has its 

own role to move or not to move. 

The data on the d istr ibution of birth order indicates that with the exception of non­

migrants, both out migrants and returnees as well as in tota ls, the percentage values decreases 

steadily from first born child to the next birth orders (data not shown here). For instance 

among return migrants, the share of first born child was 32%, and that of the second born was 

27%. Thi s is true because it is the first born chi ld which usually holds household 

responsibilities such as helping their families economically. The other thing is that after 

migrating, the first born chi ldren provide experientia l information to their youngsters about 

the opportunities in RSA, the route and others. Some of the out mi grants, via the ir famili es 

here at their homeland , reported that they went to RSA by the money sent them from the ir 

brothers (main ly older brothers) who are working and residing at South Africa. 

As to the non-m igrants, the sample revealed that proportion of first born child is not 

as high as out migrants and returnees (17%, 33% and 35% respectively). The main reason 

behind, as noted by FGD discussa nts, is that the first born children are out migrants and/or 

they are now retllrn migrants, and hence the remaining chi ldren are non-first born. Here, the 

first, the seco nd and the fourth born ch ild account a lm ost equa l share ( 18%) whi le the third 

born children shares nearly a quarter (25%) 

The late born children , sll ch as fifth and over, takes up the smallest share of all the 

three migrant types. Several factors could be ment ioned for this, among them, they are too 

you ng, aged less than 24; most of them are in schoo l a nd have no/ less money for the 

movement during the survey per iod. That does not mean they have no intent ion to move, and 

as it w ill be discussed in later sections, the maj ority of them have strong interest to migrate, 

by what ever means, to the dream of land- Republic of South Africa. 
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4.1.5 Household Size, Structure and Migration Status 

Examination of household composit ion shows that nea rly half (47%) of the sampled 

pop ulati on are sons fo llowed by head ( 18.6%) and spouse ( 17.4%). Daughters acco unt for 

14.2 percent while other relatives have the small est share (2.8%). 

With regard to househo ld s izes, it ranges from 3 to 13 ( in cluding out migrants) with 

an average of6.26. Though it inc lu des out migrants, the sa mpled house ho lds in the study area 

have wel l above both from the SNNP reg ion's and co untry's total , which are 4.9 and 4.7 

respective ly, based on the 2007 Census report (CSA, 2008). Th is imp lies the ex istence of 

high popu lation pressure on the ava il ab le resources in the study area. The data gathered 

shows that substantial numbers of households (over 69%) be long to househo lds of s ize 3 to 9. 

About a quarter of out migrants are from househo lds o f size 9. From returnees, the maj o ri ty 

of them (65.3%) are from house ho lds of s ize between 5 and 9. A fifth of non-migrants belong 

to househo ld s ize of 6, and the pe rcentage decreases both down and up wa rds. The Spea rman 

correlation coefficient is calcu lated to be -0.032, showing the existence of very weak negative 

correlation between househo ld size and migration. By this we can say that household size by 

itself is not the main reason to migrate irregularly to South Afri ca. 

4.2 Socio-Economic Characteristics of Respondents 

4.2.1 Literacy Level, Education and Migration Status 

The co llected data reveal s that rura l-urban differences in literacy are huge: 97% of the 

urban residents are literate, compared with 68% in rural areas. Howeve r, there are major 

differencesJ1Y age and sex, partic ularly in rural areas: only 38% of the sampled rura l fema les 

aged over 30 yea rs are literate, and amo ng the two zones, this ranges from on ly 12% rural 

Kembata-Tembaro to over 43% in rura l Had iya. There are also imp0l1a nt d iffe rentials in 

literacy by migration status, sex, and place of residence, part ic ularly among sampled 

populat ion aged 15-24 and 25-49. Generall y in urban areas, a larger percentage of non­

migrants than out migrants and returnees are literate, but in rura l areas the pattern is more 

bala nced. In both urban and rural areas, a higher percentage of male sampled migrant 

populat ion are literate than thei r fema le cou nterparts. 
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Co nce rning ed ucation status of migrants the data ind icates that the 94 .5% of the 

sampled population are literate (Table 4.3). Among them, more than half (51.4%) have 

attended junior and secondary education and onl y 3.5% of them have ea rned degree and 

above education. The highest percentage of junior and secondary education leve l are found 

among out migrants (61.5%) compared to 53.9% returnees and 39.7% among non-migra nts. 

The most educated groups are found among non-migrants. Thus, the non migrant group is 

represented by the extremes in educational attainment, reflecting their diversity both as day 

laborers as we ll as university graduates. 

Table 4.3 Education and Migration Status Before Move (%) 

-
Education Status Total 

Migration Status Ill iterate Primary Ju nio r + Diploma Degree+ % N 
Secondary 

Out Migrants 1.3 26.5 61.5 10.6 0 100 226 
Return Mil!rants 4.7 32.1 53 .9 9.3 0 100 193 
Non-Migrants 10 29.7 39.7 10.9 9.6 100 239 
Total 5.5 29.3 51.4 10.3 3.5 100 658 

Exam ining migration status and education by gro uping the education status in to two 

categories- Illiterate to junior-secondary ed ucation in one hand and diploma and degree plus 

in the other hand- gives us an interesting result. Acco rdingly, the percentage of sampled 

population for all migrant types having jun ior and secondary educat ion shows that there is a 

sharp increase from illiterate to primary education as well as to junior and secondary 

education (Table 4.3). Similarly, there is a sharp percentage dec line from junior and 

secondary education to dip loma, as well as to degree plus education . The corre lation 

coefficient is found here to be 0.54, indicatin g the existence of substant ial relatio nsh ip 

between education of diploma and above leve l and migration status: as peop le are gett ing 

diploma and above educat ion, they are less likely to migrate. 

4.2.2 Employment, Occupation and Income 

Over ninety two percent of the sampled household heads are employed and the rest 

(on ly 3.8%) are unemp loyed during the su rvey. Among these employed household heads, 

28.6% of them earn five hundred or less Ethiopia n Birr (ETB) monthly on average followed 

by those earning between ETB 100 I and 5000. A quarter of the household heads get from 
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Birr 50 I to 1000. There are very small number of household heads earning above 500 I birr 

monthly . From this figure it can be seen that the majority of the samp led household heads in 

earn less than 1000 Ethiopian birr monthly (57 .2%). 

Occupation and income are importa nt factors that can affect any demograph ic issue 

such as m igration. In understand in g migration causes, assess ing the occupation type and 

income of the mi grants as we ll as of the househo lds ' head in the sa mpled populat ion is of 

great asse t. Acco rdin gly, the mea n monthly income among out migrant (at mi gration), 

returnees (at migratio n) and non-migra nts (at the survey) of em pl oyed household heads 

respect ively are Birr, 2576, 2864 and 3050. Furth ermore, the distri butio n of occ upation type 

of household heads shows th at 45% of the sampl ed househo ld heads are engaged 111 

agricul ture (45. 1 %) fo ll owed by trad ing (28.4%) and govern ment employees (15.7%). 

Tab le 4.4 depi cts that the highest percentage (66 .4%) of out migrants (at migration) 

are employed before their movement and th is figure is 42% for the return migrants (before 

their movement). The unemployed-employed difference among the non-m igrants is less 

compared to the other migrant categori es. Th is implies that unemployment at thei r place of 

departure is not the main reason to migrate to the Republic of South Africa. 

Table 4.4 Employment by Migration Status before Movement (%) 

Employment Migration Status 
Status Out Migrants Return Migrants Non-Migrants Total 

Unemployed 33.6 58 54.4 48.3 

Employed , . 66.4 42 45 .6 51.7 

As it is indicated above, only 42% of retu rn migrants we re employed befo re the ir 

move. Comparin g the percentages of employment status of out m igrants with returnees 

(before thei r move) shows that prev ious migrants were more unemp loyed (58%) than current 

out migrants (34%) . By th is it can be understood that unemp loyment was a factor to migrate 

previously than now (though it is not a ma in ca use). 
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Figure 4.2 Income and Migration Status before move (%) 
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MIGRATION STATUS 

The di stribution of those emp loyed migrants (before move) based on average monthly 

income in Figure 4.2 shows that the overwhelm ing maj ority (88%) of the sam pled migrants 

earn Birr 3000 or less. The majority of low income earn in g respo ndents are non-m igrants 

(45% of them earn ing less than 500 Birr per month), which could poss ib ly be a driven force 

for potentia l migrati on in the future seek ing for better income. High income earning mi grants 

are found in both out mi grants ( 15% of them earn between 300 I and 6000 birr) and among 

the return migrants (4% of them earn above 6000 birr month ly before move). 

The occupational distribution of sampled migrants shows that the highest percentages 

were engaged in trade (54% of the total) followed by agriculture (20%). Higher proportions 

of both out m igrants and returnees before the ir movement to RSA (73.3% and 54.3%, 

respectively) were engaged in trade wh il e it is agriculture that dominates among the non­

migrants (31.2%). Trading and re lated serv ice activ ities are usua lly involve frequent 

com muni cation co mpared to other occupations, and thus peop le engaged in such kind of 

work could get much information hence they are highly exposed to migrate. In addition to 

occupati on type, income has its own role to migrate or not. O n average, merchants earn better 

than other jobs and thus they can afford the money required for the mi grat ion. Government 

employees have a substantia l proportion among the non-mi grants than others implyi ng be ing 

government employee (i ts re lat ive low payment compared to merchants) partly proh ibits 

people from migration because they can not affo rd the big sum of money required by 

smugglers. 
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4.2.3 Ethnicity, Religion and Migration Status 

The distribution of household members by rel igion shows that nearly three fourth of 

the samp led popu lation are Protestants followed by Orthodox (20%), Catholic and Islam both 

ha ving 2.6%. Both the rural-urban dimension as well as the I-Iadiya- Kembata-Tembaro 

Zones of the distr ibution of reli gion shows little variation. In urban areas, 72.4% of the 

migrant population are Protestants, fo llowed by Orthodox (25.3%), Catholic and Islam both 

accounting for 1.2%. Sim ilar ly, in samp led ru ra l areas 75.5% of the populations are following 

Protestant religion, 17.8% Orthodox, and again Catholi c and Islam both are having 3.3% 

fo llowers. Examination of re li gion in terms of zones, Kembata-Tembaro has the hi ghest 

number of migrants of Protestant religion (82.4%) wi th Orthodox fo llowers smal ler than the 

average total (14.4%). In I-Iadiya Zone, 71.7% migrant populations in the sampled areas are 

Protestants and 21.6% are Orthodox. In both zo nes, Catholic and Islam religion foll owers 

account less than four per cent. 

Examining reli gion by migration status is instruct ive. The data shows that Protestants 

have a higher proportion among the three migrant types fo ll owed by Orthodox. The 

distribution of reli gion has almost similar pattern in all of the three kinds of migrants. In 

addition to religion, it is instrumental to see the role of ethnicity on migration. As it expected, 

I-Iadiya and Kembata-Tembaro ethnic groups are dominant among the three migrant types. 

Fifty two percent of the sampled popu lations be long to Hadiya ethnic group followed by 

Kembata-Tembaro (40.9%). The rest ethnic groups are Am hara (2.8%), Guraghe (2.5), Siltie 

(1.1 %), Wolaita and Oromo (each sharing less than 1%). 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SMUGGLING, CHOICES OF PASSAGE AND FINANCE 

TO MIGRATE FROM SOUTHERN ETIDOPIA TO RSA 

5.1 Smuggling Networks, Affiliations and Profiles 

From southern Eth iop ia, the movement of young ad ults to South Afr ica is fac ilitated 

by a network of human smuggle rs. Al so known as ' facil itator' , 'broker', 'guide' and 'agent ', 

the human smuggler is form ally described as: An inte nnedialY who is moving people in 

fu rtherance of a contract with them, in order to illegally transport them across an 

intern atio nally recognized state border (UN, 2000). According to the formal definition of 

smuggling, the taxi drivers, bus drive rs and bush gu ides invo lved in taki ng people across 

borders are a ll smugglers, as wel l as those who orga nize the activity, enter into contracts with 

migrants and accompany them on the il lega l crossi ngs . 

An in-depth interview done with the federal and regio nal poli ce offic ial s underli ned 

that the typical age of those invo lved in smu ggling from Ethiopia to RSA is not different 

from those they smuggle . The age range of sm ugglers is between 18 to 40 years and they are 

predominantly male. These Eth iopian smugglers work in association with severa l smugglers 

from Kenya and Somalia. The smugg li ng structures are referred as chains though the image 

of chain is not entirely accurate in understanding the nature of smuggling operations. 

According to the Transnational Organized Crime convention, it takes only three members to 

comprise an organ ized cri me group (UN, 2000). By this definition, sm uggling of Ethiopians 

from the so uthern regions down to RSA is conducted by organized crim inal groups. 

The smuggli ng cha ins reported fro m the 10M and Ethiopian federa l po li ce pointed 

that different Somali and Kenyan top ' managers ' res id e in major capita ls and at key nodes in 

the j ourney. These managers work independently and with the chief sm ugglers rather than for 

them. Assistant facilitators wou ld be drawn from the loca l poo l of opportunities or crimina ls 

and are un likely to speak the languages of those they are handling. 
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The smugglin g 'managers' typi ca lly at different nodes of the journey are central to the 

chain and are paid to move a certa in amount of people from one location to another by the 

chief smu ggler (at the top of the chain, but not necessarily based in the city of depa rture). 

These managers are autonomous with rega rd to how they ach ieve thi s goa l. They also make 

their local services ava ilab le to other chief sm ugg lers. 

An in-depth interview done with smugglers revea led that migrants who have made 

their ow n way to Na irobi or Maputo, for exa mple, can rej oin the network and continue thei r 

journey. Eve ry service has its pri ce, and smugglers offer long- leg and short-leg serv ices. A ll 

roads lead to RSA. The smuggling chains are in fini te ly fl ex ible because of the availabili ty of 

different local agents and managers : If one contract becomes prob lemat ic, another can be 

activated. One smuggler noted that the smugg ling business does not require large capital and 

hardware. A smuggling manager needs only a mobile phone and a li st of contacts, which 

would include local transpo rters, comprom ised government offic ials and other managers, 

inc luding vari ous smugg ling chi efs in key locat ions. Po li ce offi c ia ls interviewed for th is 

study reported that when they captured smugg lers they found exactly these sorts of numbers 

li sted in the contacts li sts of smuggler's mobile phones. 

Absence of accountab ility is observed amo ng the smugg lers as it is reported by return 

migrants, and is one basic behavior orthe smuggling chains. An a bused migrant, for examp le, 

is unable to seek recompense from his smuggler for robbery, abuse or decept ion. And within 

the cha in itself, the chiefsmuggle r has limited contro l of how his clients are treated once they 

are beyond hi s or her contro l. 

In term s of typo log ies or organi zed crime and human trafficking networks, the model 

observed in human smuggling between southern Ethiopia dow n to RSA is close to the 

Mexican model described in the Loui se Shelly (10M, 2005) typology as the 'supermarket ' 

model : re latively low costs, a hi gh fa ilure rate at border crossi ngs (requiring repeated 

attem pts) and mult iple actors acting independently or in lose affi li ation, without a strong 

hierarchy or violent organizational d isc ipli ne . In many insta nces, the smuggli ng structure is a 

highly orga nic, flex ible and capita li stic network that respond s to eq ua lize supply and demand 

in a fas t-growing secto r. 

Most of the interv iewed smugglers understand that they are acting outside the la w. 

They understand, too, that due to ill-defi ned and wea k leg islati on they we re operating with 
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almost complete freedom from unexpected consequences. The fo llowing are quotes from 

smugglers justify in g their work: 

I facilitate for Ethiopian youth to gain a better life in South Africa. I had a secure 

connection at the bo rder. 

[A smuggler in de/en /ion. Addis Ababa} 

I help people move to their chosen destination- people who would otherwise not be 

able to. You could say I am like the United Nat ions High Commiss ion for Refugees or 

even like a human ri ghts group ! 

[Chie/smuggler in Hossana} 

By contrast, the perspecti ve of those smuggled was quite different when considering 

the vi rtues of the smugg lers. Commonly during the journey, migrants are caught in the 

di lemma of need ing to depend on the smugg ler for a number of important facilities, such as 

trans lat ion, safe houses, negotiation with comprom ised police and imm igration officia ls and 

actua l route d irect ion. At the same time, they are subject to abuse and exp lo itation from the 

smuggler or his affiliates but cannot react strongly for fear of being abandoned or handed 

over to police. A return migrant in Doyo Gena, Kembata-Tembaro Zone, illustrated this 

dilemma in an interv iew: 

The same facilitator drove us to the Mozambican/Zimbabwe border. He then turned 

on us and took all our money and clothes. Even tho ugh we outnumbered them we 

were scared of being stranded, as we didn ' t know our way. 

[A return migrant, 32, Doyo Gena, Kembata-Tembaro Zone} 

These experiences were-echoed by-another young return migrant: 

Everyone was kicked and beaten by the smugglers. They were physica lly violent. 

Many times they wou ld come to us drunk demandin g money or other stuff. When we 

said we were not willing to give them what they wanted, they wo uld start ye lling, 

curs ing and kicki ng. I was led to believe that the journey would be smooth. It was 

rea lly very rough. 

[A return migral7/, 29, Hossana, Hadiya Zone} 
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Seventy percent of the sample smuggled respondents reported that smugglers have 

faci litated their movement. A fifth of them said that they have got the ir way to RSA via the ir 

nearest friends acting like smugglers. Only 2% of the respondents went without hav ing any 

co ntacts with the smugglers. Such kind of migrants, as it will be di scussed in the later 

secti ons, moved with the direct supervision and help of their relatives found in South Africa. 

Regarding the way the migrants get the smuggler, over seventy four percent of the 

respondents reported that they found the smuggler by themse lves. This fact indicates how 

much strong the smuggl ing business and irregular the movement is. 

Information on having the necessary legal documents required for international trave l 

such as lega l passport and valid visa was obta ined fro m return migrants. Accordingly, the 

majority of the respondents (83%) pointed that they had a legal passport but no va lid visa . 

Nearly 9% of them sa id they had neither lega l passport nor va lid visa. Only 8.4% of them had 

a legal passport and a valid visa before their movement. They further noticed that th ey have 

got either a forged passport andlor a visa on their way, which is mainly arranged by the 

smuggler found in countries south of Ethiopia. A higher proportion of the return migrants 

acquire South Africa visas for between $450 and $700 through facilitators in Na iro bi as it is 

noted by FGD done with returnees. 

An internal 10M (2005) report also reveakd similar patterns, including forgery, and 

found that RSA is a country of origin and destination for irregular migration . According to 

th is report, some gove rnment agency rep resentatives have expressed concern, not on ly about 

human trafficking and smugg li ng but also about weapons smuggling and the illegal export of 

currency. People in transit to a particu lar destination go to a different country from that stated 

on their documentat ion instead. One way thi s is achieved is for des ignated faci litato rs to meet 

passengers in the transit area and change documents. Apparently, as there is often no 

additional check at boarding~fGr~transit passengers, document-swapping--is- reported to be 

re latively easy to do. The same 10M report further underlined that the visa label currently in 

use in RSA has minimal securi ty features and can be forged without too much difficulty. 

These comments of returnees and smugglers echoed this fact during interviews and FGD. The 

interv iew done with smugglers further not iced that they have contacts in airports. 
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5.2 Smuggling Routes: How the Migrants Get to Reach RSA? 

The irregu lar migrants look ing to be taken to RSA from Kembata-Tembaro and 

Hadiya Zones of southern Ethiop ia have a number of choices in terms of mode of travel, 

depending pr imarily not on ly on their economic status but also on the cho ices offered by 

smugg lers at any part icular time. The smart, and most direct, entry into RSA invo lves flying. 

The necessary paperwork, includ ing obta ining a passp0l1, visas as we ll as th e ticket itse lf, 

makes thi s a costly option for most aspir ing migrants. T he alternative to direct a ir travel are: a 

co mbinati on of limited ai r travel with additiona l road trave l, a comb ination of boat and road 

travel, o r the most common choice, which is overland travel the entire way. Almost al l of the 

return mi grants reported that they have to walk certai n stretc hes of the smugg led j ourney-in 

some cases fo r many days at a time. 

Table 5.1 Main Transport Used by Smuggled Migrants, by Sex (%) 

Main Transport Sex Total 
Used Male Female 

Car 37.2 0 35.8 
Foot 7.3 8.6 7.4 
Plane 9.1 68.6 11.4 
Car & Foot 28.2 11.4 27.7 
Ca r & Plane 10.9 11.4 11.0 
Boat, Car & Foot 7.3 0 6.7 

Total % 100 100 100 
N 384 I 35 419 

Tab le 5.1 shows that the majority of smugg led migrants (35.8%) used car as part of 

the ir journey. This is so le ly true fo r males (37.2%) than females (0%). The next importa nt 

transport used by both sexes is a com binati on of car and foot (28.2% of males and 11.4% 

females). Among tfleS mugglecIliligrants, no female IS reported to use car as their ma in 

transport system while ove r 37% of males noted it as their ma in tra nspo rt way, wh ich is true 

a lso in the case of boat, car and fo ot transportations . Plane has been used by the vast maj ority 

of fem ales (68.6%) than males (9.1 %). This is true beca use most of them moved with a direct 

arran gement fro m their re latives (ma inly husbands) in RSA and they common ly enter through 

either a tourist or bus inessperson visa, and they fly directly from Addi s to Johannesburg. 
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An important finding gained from an interview done with the return migrants and 

smugglers is that of a scenario in which the smugglers were conti nually assessing the success 

and viability of these four modes of tra ve l (a ir, vehic le, boat and foot). Due to the fl ex ibili ty 

nature of the network, the mode of transport and the routes used can be a ltered on short 

noti ce, dependin g on c ircum stances. Roads may be flooded or seas too rough. Police co ntro ls 

may be too vigi lant in certa in places, or the part icula r staffing of roadb locks or immigrat ion 

posts at a given time may not be conducive to 'fac ilitating' passage. A new po lice chief or 

other law enfo rcement office r may be less open to bribes than hi s/her predecessor, forci ng 

smugg lers to rethink thei r approach th rough a certa in area. 

In form ation rece ived from the return migrants further revea led that only s ix percent of 

them fl ew d irect ly from Addis Ababa to RSA. Eleven percent of returnees who participated 

in this study used air transport for part of the ir journey. In most cases, this wou ld be fly ing 

from Addis Ababa to Na irobi, and fl y ing to a cap ita l down to RSA , suc h as Harare 

(Zimba bwe), Maputo (Mozambique), Lilongwe (Ma law i) or Lusaka (Zambia). Irregu lar 

mi grants find it easier to access these co untries with fal se documentation or with visas as 

touri sts, students, businessmen, etc. , for short visits. Usually, the documentation is arranged 

by the smuggler at the point of departure (Nairobi), o r hi s/her agents in the dest inat ion 

country make arrangements in the airports, and/or with immigration unites, to allow the 

migrant access. Once in the respective country, the journey norm ally continues overland by 

foot, car, bus or truck into RSA. 

The most common last-country to enter RSA for those smuggled were Zimbabwe and 

Mozambique. Mozambique was the last border crossing into RSA for over 65% of the return 

migrants in vo lved in th is study, the rest c rossed into RSA from Z imbabwe. Map 2 on page 48 

shows the commo n routes taken by smugg led migrants to reach RSA. 
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Map 1 Route Taken by Smuggled Migrants 

CH.U ) 

S{lDAN 

(1!NTRAL AFRIC' . .I.N. 

DEMOCRATIC REP. 

OF TIlE CONGO 

BVRl'NDI 

ANGOLA 

NAlIIIBL-I. 

SAl'DI A1UBL\ 

~ 
ERITREA 

YE~lEN 

D.TII}.OtlTI 

SOI\L\.UA 

I 
~lADAGAS('.-ill 

SOLrrH AFRl('./"', S\YAZIL.-I.ND 
_ A\.?".. 

LESO'mn 

o 500 1,000 Source: Based on Encarta Encycloped ia 2009 

ki lometers 

4~ 



" 

o 

() 

o 

o 

+­
I 

o 

Trave l to RSA by sea is another option of movement and is relat ively common for 

most of the sm uggled migrants. A significa nt pe rcentage of the 193 return ees whose data was 

captured through questionnai re and in-depth inte rviews for thi s study did trave l by boat. An 

average of 24% of a ll respondents described a sea voyage as part of their journey to RSA. 

Ap proximate ly thirty four percent of the return mi grants informed that they moved on 

boats, and different proport ions use ai r travel for certa in sections. The maj ori ty of them, 

however, trave l by road and by fo ot. N inety-one percent of the return mi grants invo lved in 

this study claimed to have used overland routes fo r some or their entire j ourney. Sixty seven 

percent of them reported that they were fo rced to walk ce rta in sections, normally thro ugh 

bush and forests, espec ia lly in border regions, where trucks and buses were unable to access 

or wo uld draw attentio n. The overland ro ute from Ethiopia to RSA with the fewest border 

cross ings passes through only three co untries: Kenya, Tanzania and Mozambique. Few 

mi grants take the most direct route, as their smugglers must adapt to prevailing condit ions, 

often pass ing through Malawi , Zambia, Z imbabwe, Uganda, Burund i and Rwanda to deli ver 

mi grants to RSA. 

As stated in the previous section, the vast maj ority of smuggled Ethiopians are men 

who wait years before bringing the ir families to RSA. When they do bring them, they 

norma lly fl y them into Mozam bique or Zimbabwe and arrange for them to be smuggled the 

short distance into RSA , thereby spar ing their fema le re latives or wives the pains and haza rds 

of the overland journey. 

Several complex varieties of routes that can be used with in countries, and smugglers , 

where possib le, w ill use these routes, or unoffi c ial rural tracks, to avo id detection, roadblocks 

and maj or towns, as the FGD done with the returnees revea led. Wh ile most of the migrants 

start the ir journeys in diffe rent ways, they are soon united as smugglers group peo ple together 

more and more as they approach RSA Gro ups started off as 15 or 30 in Kenya, for example, 

may find themselves num bering in the hundreds by the time they move into Mozambique 

from Malawi . The FG 0 done with returnees further noti ced that the main entry point into 

RSA is across Bie/bridge from Zimbabwe. The seco nd main entry was via the border with 

Mozambique adjacent to Maputo city. Obviously, it is a long border, and most interviewees 

spo ke of cross ing at night through holes in the fence or cross ing where there is no fe nce. 
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5.3 Typical Routes Used by the Migrants to Reach RSA 

Young adu lts from southern Ethiopia move to RSA as irregular m igra nts are typically 

organized di rectly from Ethi opia or from Na irob i. An interv iew done with smugglers noted 

that Na irobi is a major hub in the smuggli ng business, is where smuggled migrants who make 

it from the ir home area or Addis Ababa into Kenya via Moyale and Mandera (a nd much less 

thro ugh Dilla) make contact with the major smuggling orga nizers. Some irregular migrants 

make it to Na irobi a lone and then search for a smuggler to take them down to RSA or another 

dest ination. The in formation ga ined through an in-depth in terview with the returnees and 

smugglers showed that it is possib le to obta in visas and trave l doc uments to most co untries in 

Na irobi for a pri ce. Na irobi is not necessarily the depal1ure ai rport in these cases. Returnees 

interviewed for this study told that most mi grants have a lready agree with sm ugglers/brokers 

in Add is Aba ba or prov inc ial towns like Hossa na or Di ll a to handle the whole j ourney, and 

the majority trave l over land. Despite the fact that Eth iopia and Kenya have a bil atera l 

agreement to allow each others' citizens ti'ee passage in each others' countries, the smugg led 

migrants are required to pay bribes at the border imm igration officers through their brokers. 

5.4 Financing the Movement: Money Source and Amount 

Thi s section covers issues relating to the financing of irregu lar migrants and the 

economics of the illega l enterprise. The number of people moved between 1990 E.C and 

2002 E.C. have been estimated. Because of the changing nature of the smuggling business in 

terms of using different combinations of modes of transport and tak ing differe nt routes (often 

with unexpected delays, obstac les and additional payment requ irements), the costs are 

fl ex ible. The foll owing is an excerpt from an agent for a major smuggler in Hossana, who 

est imates that his boss handles approx imate ly 70 smugg led migrants per month: 

-All-the money-is-J'laid-in-advance. I>e0l"le-are-desperate-and-will-always-agree-lo-lerms" -----­

even though stories of abandonment abou nd. It' s pa rt of the deal that they don ' t 

complain if anything goes wrong during the trip. 

[An agent for a major smuggler in HossanaJ 

Severa l return migrants interviewed in the study area spoke of different amounts paid 

for the entire journey, as we ll as di ffere nt charges demanded for di fferent legs of the journey. 

Although most wou ld-be migrants pay the full sum upfront, as suggested in the extract 
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above, there were also reports of partial payments or staggered payments throughout the 

journey. What makes such a flexible system poss ible is the power of the mobile phone, the 

speed of the haw ala money transfe r banking system and modern communications. Twenty­

one percent of the smuggled migrants participated in this research stated that their journey to 

RSA was financed by relat ives abroad , mainly from western countri es andlor in RSA. The 

key receivers of the payments usually appear to be in Nairo bi , Add is Ababa or RSA itse lf, but 

there are a range of alternative agents and intermediaries who facil itate the deals, which may 

resu lt in payments bei ng made in a number of locations. 

A s ignifi cant proportion of the smuggled migrants (48% of those invo lved in this 

study), however, fund the ir journey thro ugh the sa le of private assets and li vestock or with 

donationslloans from relatives within Ethiopia . S ince land is owned by the government, items 

so ld cou ld be the immovab le and movables on the land rather than land itse lf. People 

sometim es transfer the lease of their government-owned land to rai se money. The decision 

for a young, therefore, is not just a personal decision but a strategic, economic and investment 

decision by other family members. 

In countries where unemployment is hi gh, average wages are barely eno ugh to 

survive, and financ ia l security is far from reality, the income that smuggling can generate for 

people associated with the busi ness is highly anractive . It is a lso a fa st earner for those who 

organ ize and control the business, just as it is a fast earner for those in key official positions 

who can extort income from the smugg led migrants. 

Of the 419 smuggled migrants (226 out m igrants and 193 returnees) partic ipated in 

this study, the majority of them gave the data co ll ectors a clear account of what they paid 

sm ugglers for their journey. Based on these accounts, the overa ll average amount pa id by 

smuggled migrants was around 28,260 Eth iopian birr: the minimum one is 2,000 birr and the 

maximum one being 60,000 birr. The most common amount paid (the modal money) is fou nd 

to be 18,000 birr and the standard dev iation is around 10,806. Fifty percent of the sm ugg led 

migrants paid above 27,000 birr and the rest paid below it for their journey. The followi ng 

figure shows the amount of initia l payments to the chief smuggler and do not include any 

addit iona l costs they may have incurred. 
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Figure 5.1 Mo ney Financed & Year of Depart ure of Smuggled Migrants 

'" 0-
w 

70000 

60000 

50000 

c 40000 
c 
~ 30000 
E 

" 20000 

10000 

o 

--+- M ean .. .•.. M cck1rl 

.. -" , , ~' .. 

Mode --1< M in Max 

/ 
'X 

• ',"' 

x 

\990 1991 1992 1993 1994 19% \996 1"'97 1998 1999 20()) 21)01 2002 

Year of De parture (Ethiopian Calendar) 

As Figure 5, I clearl y depicts, the initia l amount of money paid for the chief smuggler 

IS increas ing overt ime. For example, in 1990 E.C the mean amount of money pa id was 

19,000 ETB and this has increased significantly over the coming years to reach nearly two 

fold (37,500 ETB) in 2002 E.C. Similarly, the med ian value has increased from 22,000 ETB 

in 1990 E.C. to over 40,000 ETB in 2002. The min im um amount of money paid fo r the chi ef 

smuggler was only 10,000 ETB in 1990 E.C., however, thi s has raised to be 27,000. The 

maximum one paid was around 25,000 birr in the init ial year, but increased with fluctuations 

in some yea rs, reach ing now arou nd 50,000 birr. 

The peri od between 1997 and 1999 E.C. was signifi cant in all the va lues (mean, 

median, mode, min imum and maximum money paid) described above, in which almost all of 

the va lues have a max imum reco rd ed over the tre nd between 1990 and 2002 E.C. As it is 

discussed later secti ons, thi s is the time when the majori ty of the smuggled migrants left their 

homeland (the data shows that half of the smugg led migrants left their homeland in these 

three years: 1997, 1998 and 1999 E.C). Th is is the time when the thi rd-round national 

electi on was held in Ethi op ia (1997 E.C) and the elect ion, with associated poli tica l things 

fo llowed, most probab ly have created favora ble conditions for the young adul ts to migrate 

irregu larly. This in turn has become a su itable ground fo r the smuggl ing bus iness to expand, 

which supports the demand-pri ce theory of economics: as demand increases, price increases. 
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Hence, as the number of youths seek ing to migrate irregularly to RSA increases, the amount 

of money the smugglers ask a lso in creases. In the fo ll ow in g yea rs (afte r 1999 E.C onwa rds), 

th e influence of the election has decreased nati onally, play ing an opposite ro le for youths to 

mi grate to RSA irregul arly. 

So the smu ggled peopl e do not have to trave l with lots of money. The whole sum is 

paid to [the head smuggler] from Addi s or wherever it co mes from before travel. He 

ho lds it. All of it is pa id in ad vance . 

[An agent far a major smuggler in Hossana] 

In rea li ty, many smuggled people are robbed and in cur extraneo us costs to pay poli ce, 

pri son offic ial s, thi eves and immigrati on offi cers a long the way. The fi na l cost to the 

smu ggled perso n may be much more than the sum that was origina lly agreed upon. 

I wo uld take about 12 or even 15 people at one go. I charge 37,000 birr per pe rson. 

They need passports but do n't need visas . I let them stagger the payments using the 

hawala system through the journey. 

[A smuggler, 34, Addis Ababa] 

The amount of money paid in iti ally for the chief sm uggler is not the only thing 

changed over the period indicated above . The type of people who participate in financing the 

money has also showed substantia l difference . In early 1990s (E.C) on ly one or two parties 

have invo lved in fin anc ing. For examp le families contributed (from their own) for 68% the 

smugg led mi grants and the rest (32%) covered by themse lves. In the coming years, however, 

other part ies began to in vo lve in financ ing, such as the di asporas, the famili es by 

borrowing/se lling thei r assets and the smuggled mi grants by bo rrowing it from someone e lse 

----0r-seliing-tile ir- assets:c-. -------------------------
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operat ions from Eth iop ia. N inety-five percent or more of them enter RSA through irregu lar 

means and regularize their situations rapidly through its asylum polic ies. 

6.1.2 Push Factors 

In fo rmation about the main causes of you ng adults to migrate irregu larly was gathered 

and presented in the following tab le based on sex, place of res idence, zone and age groups, 

and th is is presented in the following table. The data shows that forty -four percent of the 

smugg led migrants in th is study claimed they le ft their homeland for reasons of perce ived 

beller opportllnities found at South Africa, whi le 41 % claimed that they were driven to seek 

greener pasture due to unemployment and absence of good opportunities at their homeland. 

Only 8.5% cited poverty as one of the main reasons for their departure. 

Table 6.1 Main Reasons for Move to RSA 

Mai n Reason for Move Total 
Character istic Merl Lack of Presence of Family/ 

Unemplo Poverty Lalld Relatives at 0 pp0rlllnlfi Opportlll1ilies Peer % N 
y mellf SlwrtaR,e RSA es Here illRSA Press lire -_._. 

Sex 

Mal. 21.9 8.9 1.6 0 16.1 47.7 3.9 100 384 
Female 8.6 0 0 25.7 45 .7 8.6 11.4 100 35 .-

Residence 
Urban 20.8- 6.3 1-----

3. 1 6.3 17.7 38.5 7.3 100 96 
Rural 20.7 8.7 0.9 0.9 18.9 46. 1 3.7 100 323 

Zone 

K.T 27.6 15 .8 0 3.9 13.2 30.3 9.2 100 76 ----
Hadiya 19..~ --~ _...!.i.._ r-.!.:!!--_. 20.0 47. 1 3.6 100 340 

Age 
15-24 11.3 11.3 5.7 11.3 7.5 47.2 5.7 100 53 

25-34 26.6 8.5 1.7 1.7 13.6 40.7 7.3 100 177 

35-44 15.8 7.9 0 0 24.2 50.3 1.8 100 165 
45+ 33 .3 0 0 0 41.7 25 .0 0 100 24 

Total 20.8 8.1 1.4 2.1 18.6 44.4 4.5 100 419 - -- ----

As it can be seen from Table 6.1 above the main reason for move vary by sex, 

residence, zone and age. Unemployment is reported to be the main cause of movement 

among ma le responde nts (2 1.9%) than fe males (8.6%), and thi s is true in Kembata-Tembaro 

zone (27.6%) than Hadiya (19.4%), and also for elde rs aged above 45 years (33 .3%). 

Sim ilarl y, pove rty ap peared to be the ma in reason of movement for males (8.9%) than 

fema les (0%), in Kembata-Tembaro (15.8%) than i~ Had iya (6.5%), and for younge r 

respondents aged less than 34 years ( 19.8%). Lack of better opportunities at their residence 
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area is reported to be the main reason of movement by female respondents (45.7%) and elders 

aged 45 yea rs and above (41.7%). Over a quarter of fema le respondents claim they moved to 

RSA due to causes related to fami ly and marriage , but thi s is not tota lly the cause for males. 

This includes movemcnt with fam il y, joining of fam ily/friends, marriage and finding spouse. 

Family/peer pressure reported to be a sign ificant reason of movement for females 

(1 1.4%) than males (3.9%), urban res idents (7.3%) than rural ones (3.7%) as we ll as in 

Kembata-Tembaro zone (9.2%) than in Hadiya (3.6%). Shortage of land , meet relatives in 

RSA, fa mily/peer pressure and poverty contributed less as a cause of movement for all of the 

smuggled migrants. For those respondents aged 35 years and above and for those in 

Kembata-Tembaro zones, land shortage was not the reason to move at all. 

6.1.3 Multivariate Analysis 

Thi s model is used to see how much the independent variab les affect the dependent variable 

by controlling potential confounding. The Selected and re levant independent va ri ab les were 

fitted in the binary logistic regress ion model to exam ine the effect of each of these on the 

outcome variable (migration status). In order to use the model, the dependent variable was 

dichotom ized and coded as 0 (migrant) and I (non-migrant) . Migrant in th is case include 

smuggled migrants (out migrants and returnees) and their reference of their independents is at 

migration while that of non-m igrants is at the survey. Categor ica l independent variables were 

meaningfully gro uped. 

Muti-Colliniority Effect and Goodness-of-Fit 

Garson (20 I 0) defines Multi-col liniarity as the interconnection of independent 

variables that can lead the pred ictor variab les to biased estimates and inflated the standard 

error. In the present model, it can be assessed using Tolerance or Variance Inflation Factor 

(VI F), wh ich bui ld in the regress ing of each independent on the other independent variable in 

the equation. The Tolerance is usually I_R2 for the regression of that independent variable on 

all the other independents, ignoring the dependents the more the tolerance wi ll approach zero. 

If the tolerance is less than 0.20, a problem with Mu lti-co llin iarity is indicated. In the present 

study, the multi-co lliniarity effect among the included variab les was checked and the result 

fo und to be less than cut-off va lue (>~4). 
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The good ness-of-fit overa ll model fit a bi nary logistic regress ion is assessed using 

Hosmer and Lemshew test. A fi nding of no n-s igni fica nce (>0.05) of th is test shows that the 

mode l adequate ly fit the data. When the Hosemer and Lemshew goodness-of-fit test stati st ics 

is greater th an 0.05, the model estimate fi t the data at an acce ptable leve l. If the s ignifica nce 

of the test is small (p<0.05), then the mode l does not adequately fit the data. In the prese nt 

study, the test resul t was in s ignificant and the mode l adequately fit the data. 

The se lected varia bl es inc lu ded in the mode l are age, sex, marilal sial us, educalional 

allainmenl, occupalion and income, household size, childhood residence, birth order and 

religion . 

Table 6.2 Determinants of Migration Status 

Predictor Variables 8 8.E. 8 ig . Exp (8) 
HH Size 

HH J to 7 (RC) 
Others 0.212 0.186 0.256 1.236 

Sex 
Male (RC) 
Female -1 .504 0.248 0.000 ' 0.222 

Age 
Ages between 15-29 (RC) 
Ages 30+ 0.993 0. 195 0.000' 2 .699 

Childhood Residence 
Rural (RC) 
Urban -0.248 0.204 0.224 0.780 

Zone 
Hadiya (RC) 
Others -0.061 0.242 0.801 0.941 

Education Status Before Move 
Literate (RC) 
Illiterate -1.445 0.402 0.000' 0.236 

Marital Status Before Move 
Single (RC) 
Others -0.01 1 0.206 0.957 0.989 

Birth Order 
BirthIL1_(RCl-
Others -0.225 0.258 0.000' 0.799 

Emplovment Status Before Move 
Unemployed (RC) 
Others 0.273 0.182 0.134 1.314 

Religion 
Protestants (RC) 
Others 0.357 0.256 0.164 1.429 

"Significant at p<O.001 

RC = Refere nce Category 
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Out of these variables included in the mode l (Table 6.2), the mu ltivariate analysis test 

showed th at predictor var iab les those s ignificantly affecting migration statu s of young ad ults 

in the so uthern Ethi op ia to be migrant or not fo und to be sex, age, education status (at 

migrat ion for migrants and at survey for non-mi gra nts) and birth order. Where as household 

s ize, place of chil dhood res idence, zo ne of res idence, marital status (before move), 

empl oyment status (befo re move) and religion do not have any impact on mi grat ion status of 

youn g adults among the parti cipants. 

Sex : was fou nd to be statistica lly s ignificant fa ctor on migration status. As Table 6.2, be ing 

female respondent was found to be 0.222 times more like ly to be non-mi grants than the ir 

male counterparts. Contro lling for the effect of others, this implies 77.8% of migrati on is 

ca used by sex . 

Age: is found to be the hi ghest signifi cant determinant factor. Young adults in age group 15 

to 29 yea rs have pos iti ve assoc iation with mi gratio n status. The like li hood of be ing mi grant 

of these parti cipants was 2.699 times as compared to those aged 30 and above years. 

Education status at migration: this has found having weak association with migration status 

of the respondents. The mode l analys is shows that illiterate respondents were found to be 

0.236 times more like ly to be mi grants than literate ones. 

Birth Order: is also found to have sign ificant effect on migration status . First born ch ild are 

0.799 times like ly to be mi grants than others. 

In ge neral, the logisti c regress ion model resu lt identified sex and educat ion status of 

respondent at the ir migrat ion as negatively affecting respondents' migration status. 

6.1.4 Pull Factors: Why South Africa? 

The segmentat ion of labor markets in relatively high income econom ies is creating an 

increasing demand for migrant workers there, and this is true in the case of Ethiopia and 

RSA. This occurs where sectors of the labor market are eschewed by native workers because 

they are low pay ing, have little security, and are low status, and thus instead become 

dominated by migrant workers. They are concentrated in sectors such as agriculture, timber, 

plantat ions, heavy industry, construction, and domestic serv ices. 
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Eighty three percent of the returnees reported that they were engaged in small scale 

trading of c lothes, shopping between urban centers to remote rural communities of RSA. The 

per capita GN P of RSA ($6, I 08 in 2009) is over 39 fo ld of Ethi opia ($156 in 2009), 

becoming a major economi c pul l factor that attracts potential migrants. Econom ists and 

soc iologists, howeve r, have co ncl uded that what drives migrat ion is not absolute depri vation, 

or poverty, but re lative deprivation-the sense that one would be better off in some other 

place (Na im, 2005). The data presented in Tab le 6. 1 above also strengthens th is approach, 

s ince the majority (44%) of the smuggled migrants left their home land beca use of perceived 

opportuniti es ava ilab le in RSA. This may also account for the fact that those who engage 

smugglers to take them so uth are rarely the absolute poor. 

A state minister in the Ministry of Labor and Socia l Affairs interviewed for this study 

sa id that "abso lute poverty was not the main motivation for leav ing Ethiop ia," but instead 

" following the dreams" that left fo r the so uth. They may strugg le to raise the money to 

finance their depa,1ure (se lling family assets and borrowing from family and comm uni ty 

members), but they at least have the capac ity to raise money. Many have relatives in RSA or 

elsewhere who directly fun the journey. On the other hand, the better educated and productive 

ad ult men are attracted by the range of opportunity RSA ap pears to offer, the excitement of a 

new start, as well as that ever-shining hope that RSA wi ll be the stepp ing stone to Europe or 

North America. Working some months or years in RSA is seen as the necessary first step 

towards gett ing out of Africa entire ly to join the diaspora and continue the current trend of 

earn in g funds to support poor familie s at home as well as sponsor the next gene ration of 

migrants (younger brothers, cousins or offspri ng). As it will be explained in the later sections, 

some return home to start businesses or farm in g after sav ing money in RSA. 

A lthough RSA offers a major tempt to yo uth Ethiop ians, as ' the Ame rica of Africa' , 

some of those smuggled migrants involved in this research had the ultimate objective of 

reaching Europe (mainly-the- IjK);-North- America or-Australia. RSA- has a reputation for 

so lving problems of documentation and visas and is a far more rel iabl e departure po int (us ing 

a ircraft) . Most of the returnees interv iewed noted the presence (in RSA) of high ly ski ll ed 

forgers and we ll-connected in termed iaries wh ich are ready to render every service needed by 

the irregular migrant with aspirations and the right amount of money. Those interviewed, 

including smugglers, contirmed that globa lly immigration officers are far less suspicious of 

RSA-origin documentation and passengers arr iving from Johannesburg rather than from 

Add is Ababa. Thus, the appeal of RSA as a trans it stop is another important pull factor. 
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The other attractive pull facto r is that the refugee and migrati on po licy of RSA 

(SAD HA, 2009) is in line with internatio nal obligations, offering a ll irregu lar migrants the 

chance to seek asylu m once they are inside the country, though some smuggled migrants 

cla im this generosity is limited in so far as the asy lum-seek ing process takes years and access 

to employment in the fo rm a l secto r, ope ning ba nk accounts, etc . is a lmost imposs ible. 

Irregul ar m igra nts are awa re of the asy lum reg ime in RSA from the cons ide ra ble in formation 

fl owing betwee n those who have already made it to RSA and those plann ing to co me. 

Becoming an asy lum seeker a ll ows someone to stay in the cou ntry and work or study until 

their case is sorted out. Not only are other countries in the region less interesting from the 

point of view of opportuni t ies, but many of them a lso have more restrictive po lic ies with 

regard to asylum seekers and refugees (Tanzan ia is a good example in th is case). 

6.1.5 Why mainly from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya Areas? 

Although mi gratio n, like other demographic elements, is selective by nature, the case 

of the present study is of great research interest. There are more than 80 ethnic groups in 

Ethiopia , but the irregular migration to RSA is dom inated ma inly by two eth ni c groups: 

Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya, fro m the southern part of the country. In these areas, and 

espec ially around Hossana, knowledge and personal experience of smuggl in g, smugg lers, 

external travel and the opportunities RSA can afford are widespread. Everybody seemed to 

know someone who had tried to leave or succeeded in reaching RSA and everyone seemed 

want to go . Contrary to this, in the villages and towns surroun ding these zones, such as 

Wo laita, Gu raghe and Silt ie as we ll as those nea rer to Kenya (Borana and South Omo zones), 

the re was widespread ignorance of the same issues. Information ga ined fro m these areas 

found that res pondents had ne ither heard of RSA nor heard of so meone leavi ng the area to 

worKilbroad, lef3lone in RSA4 heyirnew-ofno-brokers-and had no-smugg ling-stories. 

Severa l peop le know in g the issues at hand in va ri ous places were asked the ma in 

reason fo r the dominance of Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya youth in the irregular m igrat ion 

to RSA. All of them po inted that thi s is beca use of the role of one perso n, whi ch was once 

Ambassador of Ethiopia in RSA. They noted that this person, whose orig in is fro m Kembata­

Tel11 baro area, have created job opportu nit ies for some youth fro m his bi rth area whi le he was 

in his office in the Ethiopian Embassy in RSA . These yo uth ha ve got j obs around major c it ies 

of RSA like Joha nnesburg and Pretoria, worked there for so me years and some of them 
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returned home with the money they saved. They have engaged in vis ible investments, such as 

bu ild ing hote ls, buying cars, etc. Thi s situation have initiated the rest youth in the area to 

mi grate, by what eve r means, to RSA. 

After ha ving thi s information, the researche r has tried to cross-check its reality. Thi s 

Ambassador of Ethiop ia in RSA, now in Addis and reti red, was co ntacted and interviewed. 

He has a lm ost agreed to the above thi ngs that other people ha ve mentioned. He was 

Ambassador of Eth iop ian in RSA for two yea rs (2000 and 200 1) and as many peop le 

suggested above, he created opportunities to his fe ll ow yo uths fro m Kembata-Tembaro and 

Hadiya areas. What he is not agree ing is that he is not the initia l cause of the mass ive 

irregular mi gration that has been happening between so uthern Ethiopia and RSA. 

To sum up, it ca n be genera lized from th e information gained from many peop le and 

the Ambassador himse lf that the Ambassador is the triggering cause for the irregular 

movement of youths from Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya areas, though it may not be the 

main fac tor. Ignorance of the issue at hand in the vi ll ages and towns surrounding these zones 

could be good ev idence that the Ambassador had a significant ro le on the movement of youth 

to South Africa. 

6.1.6 Attitude ofHousebolds on Migration to RSA and their Information Usage 

The percentage distribution of house holds on the att itude towards migration of yo uth 

to RSA shows that 9 1 % of them support it while on ly 6.5% oppose strongly. Data on access 

to information of any type al so revea led that over 97 percent of the sampled households noted 

they get information. When we look at the di stribution on the ty pe of information source, 

almost a ll of the households (99.1 %) use radios, 75% use telev ision, 91 % use te lephone but a 

small proportio n of them (29.4%) have access to in fo rmation through newspaper. No 

n ouseho la is reporre-d-ro-use-rhrinternet. 

Look ing at how households ' access to information influence the ir att itude on 

migrat ion to RSA and mi gratio n status of the sampled popu lat ion gives us an interesting 

result. According ly, in house holds where there is access to information of any type, the 

majority of them (81.4%) strongly support migrat ion to RSA with only 4.2% of them oppose 

it strongly. Contrary to this, in house holds where there is no access to information at a ll , the 

majori ty of them (84.2) strongly oppose the migration of yo uth to RSA with on ly 15.8% of 
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them support strongly. From this it can be generalized that infonnation access ibility and 

usage has a great ro le in a ffec tin g the att itud e of househo ld s on the mi grati on to RSA. That is, 

as people have access to and use informati on, they are more li ke ly support migration to RSA . 

In a globalizati on era, inform ation access and usage is increasing in many societies, and 

hence many people are expected to support the iss ue at hand- inc lu ding those that opposed 

now it strongly- in the future. 

Similarly, information access and usage has a strong re lati on with migration statu s of 

the samp led populati on. The data indicates th at in househo ld s where there is access and usage 

of information, there is a ba lanced di stribution of the three migrant types: 3S .4% out 

migrants, 28.2% returnees and 36 .S% non-mi grants. On the other hand, in households where 

there in no access and use of information, the majority of the migrants became return 

migrants (68%) and nearly a third o f them (32%) are non-migrants, with no out migrants 

found there. Hence, out mi grant youn g adults are tota lly from households ha vin g access and 

use informati on, i.e . these smuggled migrants have access and use of inform ation than their 

predecessors (return mi grants) . Return mi grants fo und mainly fro m househo lds hav ing no 

access to information, ind icating that they are the first m igrants with little/no information 

access ibili ty. Today, both access ibili ty and use of info rm ation is im proving from the previous 

times, and many people are expected to have it in the future than previo us times. 

6.2 Non-Migrants 

6.2.1 Intention to Migrate to South Africa 

In fo rm ati on on intenti on to move to South Africa within the next ten years (taking the 

survey date as the reference data) was obtained from all samp led non-migra nts. According to 

the data in Table 6.3 be low, the maj ority of non-mi grants (over 7 1 %) reported having fro m 

fa irly high to very high intention of mov ing in the comi ng ten years, while over a fifth of 

them (22.2%) reported that they have no intention to move in the co ming decade. 

Examination of the non-m igrants ' intention of movement by the ir sex, res idence, zone 

and age revea ls sign ificant variati ons. Nea rly three-fourth (72.3%) o f ma les have from high 

to very hi gh intention of mov ing than the ir female co unterparts (41 .3%). Thi s is al so true for 

urban residents (7S%) than rural ones (S4.3% ), and for youth aged IS to 24 years (86%) and 
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25 to 34 yea rs (58.7%) than elde rs aged above 35 years and above (15 .3%). Similarly, 

respo ndents from Kembata-Tembaro zo ne have high intention to move (9 1.7%) than from 

Had iya zone (57.5%). 

Table 6.3 Intention of Non-Migrants to Move 

Characteristic Intention to Move Total 

Very Hi,," Hi,," Fairly Hi,," VelyLow Not at All % N 
Sex 

Male 61.6 10.7 8.2 3.8 15.7 100 159 

Female 22.5 18.8 11.3 12.5 35.0 100 80 

Residence 

Urban 63.6 11.4 6.8 3.4 14.8 100 88 

Rural 39.7 14.6 10.6 8.6 26.5 100 151 

Zone 
K.T 80.6 I I. I 0 0 8.3 100 39 
Hadiya 43.5 14.0 11.0 8.0 23.5 100 200 

Age 

15-24 70.6 15.3 7.1 3.5 3.5 100 85 

25-34 4 1.3 17.4 11 .9 6.4 22.9 100 109 
35-44 30.6 0 8.3 16.7 44.4 100 36 

45+ 0 0 0 0 100 100 9 
Total 48.5 I 13.4 9.2 6.7 22.2 100 239 

As it is observed in the high intention to move, variat ions have been seen in the very 

low to no intention of mov ing amu ng the sampled non-migra nts. For example, the majority of 

females (47.5%) have very low or no intention of moving in the com ing decade. Thi s is also 

the case in the non-migrants found in Hadiya zone (31.5%) than Kembata-Tembaro (8.3%), 

and among rura l res idents (35. 1 %) than urban ones (18.2%). Intention to move varied 

inverse ly with age. A II of the elders aged 45+ years and 44.4% of those aged 35 to 44 yea rs 

ha ve no intenti on of mov ing at a ll during the reference period. 

6.2.2 Main Reasons for Not Moving 

Understanding why the sampled people do not move is as important as learning why 

they move . Accord in g to Table 6.4 be low, attendi ng sc hool (49.4%) constitutes the mai n 

reason fo r not making any move to RSA, fo ll owed by money shortage (31.4%). Family not 

a llow in g the movement (28%) as well as consider ing the trip is d ifficult (7. 5%) are also 

factors that lead non-m igrants to remain home. Lack of information about the movement 

constitutes the smallest share ( 1.3%) to prevent respondents fro m mov in g to RSA , imply in g 

the majority of th em have enough informat ion about it. Shortage of money as th e main reason 
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for no! movi ng appears to be higher among respondents from Kembata-Tembaro (80.6%) 

than Had iya zone (23.0%). It was a lso the main im portant reason for not moving of male 

respo ndents than fema les, an d among age groups 25 to 34 th an the rest ages. Schoo ling was 

relatively more often reported by almost a ll of the respondents as the main reason fo r not 

moving rega rdl ess of sex, place of res idence or age. 

Table 6.4 Main Reasons for Not Moving to RSA (%) 

-
Reasons for Not Moving 

Characteri stic A10ney FamilyNol Lack oj Trip In Nor Interested al 

Sharla?," AllalVin?, Information Difficulty School all 

Sex 
Male 43.4 15 .1 1.9 7.5 50.3 21.4 

Female 7.5 53.8 0 7.5 47.5 23.8 
Residence 

Urban 27.3 40.9 0 10.2 54.5 14.8 

Rural 33 .8 20.5 2.0 6.0 46.4 26.5 
Zone 

Kem.Temb 80.6 0 0 0 19.4 8.3 
Hadiya 230 33.5 J.5 9.0 55.5 23.5 

Age 
15-24 23.5 3 1.8 0 10.6 74.1 10.6 

25-34 40.4 3 1.2 0 5.5 38.5 17.4 
35-44 30.6 16.7 8.3 8.3 19.4 61.1 

45+ 0 0 0 0 66.7 33.3 
Total 31.4 28.0 1.3 7.5 49.4 22.2 

Family allowance fail ed to be a reason for not moving in Kembata-Tembaro zone, 

unlike Hadiya zone (33 .5%), indicating all of the sampled house holds/fa mili es in Kembata­

Tembaro zone support migration of the ir siblings to South Africa. Lack of information and 

trip difficul ty reported to be less contributing fo r not mov ing among a ll of the respondents. 

No t interested to move at all appear to be the main reason for not moving among elder 

respondents aged 35 yea rs and above (61.1 % for those aged 35-44; and 33.3% for 45 years 

and above) than the younger ones. Thi s is al so true among rural reside nts and those flving III 

Hadiya zone. 

6.3 Return Migrants/Smuggled Migrants 

Information on the time of departu re home land , reason and time of return as well as 

cu rrent attitude of return mi grants on the movement to RSA prov ides addit ional ins ights into 
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the dynamics of the migration process. Thi s section presents these im portant migration 

e lements of the smuggled mi gra nts-ma in ly of the re tu rn m igrants. 

6.3.1 Time of Departure of Smuggled Migrants 

Table 6.5 be low presents data about the year of leav ing home land obtained fro m 193 

re turn and 226 already migrated responde nts (a total of 41 9 smugg led migrants) . A large 

proporti on of the smuggled mi grants (61 .6%) left their home land between 1996 and 1999 

E.C. regardless of the ir sex, res idence, zone as we ll as age. 

Table 6.5 Year of Departure of Smuggled Migrants by Sex, Residence, Zone and Age 

Characteri Year of Departure (Ethiopian Calendar) Total 
sl ic '90 '91 '92 '93 '94 '95 '96 '97 '98 '99 '00 '01 '02 % 

Sex 

N 

Male 2,3 I 2.6 2.3 7.3 8.1 12.8 13.3 19.0 16.7 9 .4 4.2 1.0 100 384 
Female 0 0 0 0 11.4 0 0 8.6 8.6 42.9 22,9 0 5. 7 100 35 

Residence 
Urban 0 0 3. 1 0 0 9.4 18.8 10.4 17.7 27.1 11.5 0 2. 1 100 96 
Rural 2.8 1.2 2.2 2.8 9.9 6.8 9.6 13.6 18.3 16.4 10.2 5.0 1.2 100 223 

Zone 
K.T. 0 0 9.2 0 0 11.8 19.7 15.8 18.4 21. 1 3.9 0 0 100 76 
Hadiya 2.6 1.2 0.9 2.6 9.4 6.5 10.0 12.4 18.2 17.6 12. 1 4.7 1. 8 100 340 

Age 
15-24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18.9 28.3 5.7 37.7 5.7 3.8 100 53 
25-34 3.4 0 3.4 3.4 6 .8 1.7 16.9 10.2 12.4 31.6 6.2 3.4 0.6 100 177 
35-44 1.8 2.4 2.4 1.8 10.3 15.2 9. 1 13.3 19.4 12.1 6. 1 4.2 1.8 100 165 
45+ 0 0 0 0 + 12.5 12.5 16.7 16.7 29.2 0 12.5 0 0 100 24 

Total 2.1 1.0 2.4 2.1 7.6 7.4 11.7 12.9 18,1 18.9 10.5 3,8 1.4 100 419 

The table further shows that after 1999 E.C. the flow of smugg led mi grants bega n to 

dec rease signi fican tly to reach only 1.4% in 2002 E.C. With rega rd to sex, two-th ird of 

fema le smuggled migrants (65.8%) left to South Africa in only two yea rs-1999 and 2000 

- where as this-is no~ th~ase_[oLll1ale.JnigraI11sJonly~. 1 % of them left within the indi cated 

years). In the ea rly 1990s, no fema le smuggled mi grant is record ed, unlike ma les, ind icating 

that the tr ip is re lat ive ly difficult more for females than ma les. 

Understanding this, the data on the method of transport used by these smuggled 

mi grants shows that the majori ty of fema le m igrants used air transport fo r most of their 

journey than ma les. These fema le migrants are main ly sponsored by the ir re lati ves 

(comm on ly spouse) in RSA or so me other co untry. In genera l, the peak yea rs of migrati on 
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are between 1996 and 1999. The main possible reason behind the dominance of these years, 

as explai ned in the previous section, is that thi s is the time when the th ird-round national 

e lect ion (May 2005) was conducted in Ethiop ia. Th is event, in addition to others, created 

favorab le co nditi ons fo r the smuggling business and migration to South Africa. After 1999 

E.C, the percentage of sm ugg led m igrants moving to RSA has been decreas ing sign ifi cantly. 

6.3.2 Reasons and Time of Return (of Return Migrants) 

Examinat ion of the year of ret urn by sex depicts that the maj ori ty of the respondents 

(87.2%), returned between 1999 and 2002, and 24.4% returned in the year 2000 E.C alone, 

and this is main ly true for male returnees than females (Tab le 6.6). Though the ir number is 

small (o nly 7) fema le return migrants came back home only within two yea rs- I 999 (57. 1%) 

and 2000 (42.9%). 

Table 6.6 Year of Return by Sex of Return Migrants (E.C) 

Sex Year of Return Total 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 200 1 2002 % N 

Male 1. 6 3.2 6.5 11.3 23.7 35.5 18.3 100 186 

Female 0 0 0 57.1 42 .9 0 0 100 7 
Total 1.6 3. 1 6 .2 13.0 24.4 34.2 17.6 100 193 

Table 6.7 below shows the main reasons for return migration . According to the 

information obtained from 193 returnees, the majori ty of them (70.5%) mentioned work and 

live at home land as the main reaso n to return back, fo ll owed by meeting the ir fa milies 

(12 .4%). Ove r e leven percent of them reported that they are deported by government officia ls 

o f South Afr ica or so me other cou ntri es found on the way to RSA (ma inly Tanzania and 

Z imbabwe). Absence of opportuniti es in RSA as expected as the mai n reaso n for returning 

home was mentio nea by onlY 5.7% oTth-e re-sp-on-dent s. 

Most males (71.5%) returned home to work and li ve wh ile more of the fema les 

(57 .1 %) ca me home due to absence of opportunities in South Africa as expected. Among 

both rural and urban respondents, to wo rk and li ve as the ma in ca use is important but in the 

case of urban respondents, a fift h of them (20. 2%) returned because they could not find 

opportunities in RSA as expected. Un like urban res idents, meeting famil y was mention by 

more respond ents from rural areas (15. 1%) than urban areas (0%). In Kembata-Temba ro 
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zone, there are more responde nts (82.5%) returned in need of work and li ve at home land 

th an in I-Iadiya zone (67.3%). A relatively significant proporti on (3 3.3%) of e lders aged 45+ 

years and those aged 35-44 years (13. 1%) have reported fa mily and marriage as the ma in 

reason for returning home. Deportation as the ma in cause to return home was mentioned by 

only 20.3% of the respo ndents in the 25-34 age group, 11 .8% of males with no fe male, and 

by 12.4% of returnees in I-I adiya zone . 

Table 6.7 Main Reasons for Return Migration 

Main Reason for Return Migration Total 
Characteri stic To work & No opportunities DeporfCltion To Meet % N 

live at RSA Families 

Sex 
Male 71.5 3.8 1l.8 12.9 100 186 

Female 42.9 57.1 0 0 100 7 
Residence 

Urban 70.5 20.2 8.8 0 100 34 

Rural 70.4 2.5 1l.9 15 .1 100 159 

Zone 

K.T. 82. 5 0 7.5 10. 1 100 40 

Hadiya 67. 3 7.2 12.4 13. 1 100 153 

Age 
15-24 100 0 0 0 100 6 

25-34 70.3 4.7 20.3 4.7 100 64 

35-44 69.7 8.1 9.1 13.1 100 99 
45+ 66.7 0 0 33.3 100 24 

Total 70.5 5.7 11.4 12.4 100 193 

6.3.3 Current Attitude of Return Migrants on the Irregular Movement to RSA 

In addition to the time and reason of return home, return migrants are asked about 

the ir current attitude toward s the irregu lar move ment of yo uth to RS A and whether they 

advi se peo ple to go there or not. According ly, the maj ori ty of the respondents (88 .1 %) advice 

people-go-there-by-what ever means_they_can,~d onlyjU% of them advise no one to go to 

South Africa. Presence of better opportunities in RSA is the main reason (over 98%) 

mentioned by those that adv ice people to go there. Those that do not adv ise anyone to go 

RSA put two main reasons for thi s: the tr ip is velY diffi cult and risky for li fe (52.2%) and 

47.8% of them noted it is poss ibl e to work and li ve here at homeland. A re lat ive ly greater 

proportio n of the return mi grants (54.9%) noted that the soc iety and the government should 

pro mote more youth to go RSA where as only 9.8% of them pointed that the soc iety and the 

governm ent should stop mi gration to RSA by taking se rious measures. 
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In forma tion on whether they have any plan to go back to RSA or not was obtained 

from these re turn migrants. The data shows that the maj ority of them (62.2%) have no 

plan/interest to go back while ove r a quarter of them (28.5%) have not dec ided yet to go or 

not. Onl y 9.3% of them mentio ned that they have an in terest/plan to go back to South Afri ca. 

Addi ti ona l data on was gathered from those that have interest to go back to RSA , and it 

shows that ha lf of the res pondents have a plan to go next yea r whil e a third of them (33.3%) 

want to go thi s year. 

6.4 Consequences of the Irregular Migration to RSA 

Migration, especially the irregular one, has its own effects in the area of departure, 

destinati onlroute and on the mi grant itse lf. Thi s secti on presents the consequences of the 

irregular moveme nt of youth to South Afri ca: soc io-econom ic, demographi c and po liti cal 

impacts main ly on the area of departure and on the migrants. 

6.4.1 Economic Impacts on the area of Departure 

Impacts on Emp/oyment, OcclIpafion and Incume 

Informatio n on the employment status of sampled return migrants before their 

move ment and now shows that we ll over half of them (58%) were unemployed before the ir 

migration while thi s is on ly 7.3% during the survey period of this research (February 201 0). 

The majority of the retu rn migrants (92.7%) reported they are employed now . 

With rega rd to occupation type, before the ir movement, trading is noted by the 

maJorilT(5"4 .3%-) followed~by~pri va te--jobs-{2J. 5%) and-llgricwtUJ:lL(l4..B'l1!) as the main 

live lihood occ upations. Government empl oyees account for only 7.3% of the sampled return 

migrants as their occupation type before move. Like before the ir movement, trading is a lso 

the main occupation now as reported by the majority of the returnees; however, its proportion 

has in creased dramatica lly to 88.5%. All the rest occupati ons ' share has increased now: both 

government work and agri culture acco unt each for only 1. 6% and th at of other private j obs 

red uced to 8.2%. These figu res c learly indicate how return mi grants change their occupation 

type from agrari an and government employment to servi ce sectors such as tradin g. 
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S imilar to employment status and occ upati on type, migrati on to South Afri ca has al so 

significantly affected the amount of money migra nts ea rn . Tab le 6.8 below show the 

percentage distributi on of ave rage monthly income of return m igrants now and before thei r 

move ment. 

Table 6.S Average Monthly Income of Return Migrants (before and now) 

Income Group Before Move (%) Now(%) 
Less than 500 ETB 12.3 0 
50 I- I 000 ETB 44.4 4.9 
1001 -3000 ETB 38.3 7.7 
3001-6000 ETB 0 7.7 
600 I- I 0,000 ETB 4.9 13.1 
10,001-50,000 ETB 0 26. 8 
50,001 + ETB 0 39.9 
Tota l 100% 100% 

The data indicates that over 44 percent of th e sampl ed returnees, before their move, 

earned between 50 I and 1000 Birr per month fo llowed by those ea rning between 100 I and 

3000 Birr (38.3%) . Here, the mean was found to be Birr 1031 w ith a standard deviat ion of 

1286. More over, the med ian income is Birr 700 and the modal average month ly income is 

Bi rr 100. Duri ng the time of the su rvey, the mi grants were asked about their monthly income 

now and thi s is a lso presented in the above table. The distribution is skewed towards the 

higher income groups. Two-third of the samp led return migrants now earn above 10,00 I Bi rr 

on ave rage monthly, where we can find no one in this income group before movement. No 

one noted to ea rn less than 500 Birr per month now. The mean income is Birr 34,589 with a 

standard deviation of 69 1. The median income is fo und to be 39,63 7 Birr and the most 

common income among them is Bi rr 50,000. 

Remillances and Changes in Living Standards 

Rem ittances are an important aspect of mi grat ion of any kind- internat iona l or 

natio na l, irregular or regu lar. In th is case, labor migration is ofte n regard ed as the most 

economi ca lly beneficial form of m igrati on to the area of origin du e to the remittances that 

labor mi grants send to their fami lies who rema in in the area of origin. Accord in gly, data were 

co llected on the amount and frequency of send ing remittances by the smuggled migrants to 

their relati ves at home. Out of the 4 19 smuggled migrants, 6 1. 1 % of them send money 
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regularly and 29. 1 % of them reported that they se nd but not as such, while 9.8% of them do 

not se nd at a ll. The average amount of they send home is Birr 2,500 and the most common ly 

sent amount is Birr 3,000. The frequency of sending money varies from every month (8.5%) 

to more than a year (6.9%). Most of the samp led smuggled migrants noted that they send 

money hom e once in eve ry s ix month (28.6%) or once in th ree month (28.3%). 

The majority of the return mi grants (87%) sa id th at their present li ving standard is 

much better than that o f before their mo vement to South Africa. On ly 6.2% of them re ported 

that there is litt le improvement now and 6.7% of them noted their prev ious life was much 

better than the present one. These return mi grants that claim the ir present life is worse are 

totally ( 100%) those that came to homeland by deportation 

Impacts on Assets Ownership and Investment 

The highest proportion (87%) of returnees re ported that they had built an asset after 

they came home than before (on ly 18% of them had asset of any kind before their 

movement). Thirteen percent of them had no asset at all now, and among these 88% are 

deported returnees. The assets include ownership of movable and non-movable items, suc h as 

farm land, urban land, house, business centers (hotels, shops, garages, etc.), vehicles, 

livestock, etc. The total amou nt in money of these assets, as reported by the sampled 

returnees, ranges between Birr 10,000 and 15 million , with a mean amount of 1,706,300 Birr. 

In add ition to asset ownership, information is gathered on whether the returnees are 

engaged in some business and investment as well as on creating employment opportuni ties. 

According ly, nearly 90 percent of them pointed that they had a bus iness cente rs and/or 

in vestments wh ich created j obs. The majority of them (88%) own the investme nt and 10.2% 

of them work in coope ratio n with others. About two-th ird (64%) of them reported that they 

have recruited empl oyees under them and 17% of them created jobs for their relat ives. Tile 

number of employees/relatives working und er these returnees va ry from 2 to 24, where the 

modal employee number being 4 and the average one 9. 
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6.4.2 Impacts on the Migrant 

6.4.2. I Socia-Demographic Impacts: Education, Marital Status & Dependency Burden. 

i. Education 

The dist ribution on the impact of the irregular movement of youth to South Africa on 

their ed ucational status is presented be low on Table 6.9 . it can eas ily be seen fro m the tab le 

that th e percentage change in ed ucati on statu s be fore and now of return migrants is not 

substant ia l. The main reason for thi s is that the major ity of them (ove r 93%) c laim that thei r 

work type in South Africa is not suitable to upgrade the ir ed ucat ion. Some 17% of them put 

they can not afford the school fee the re in RSA , in add ition to their work type. 

Table 6.9 Education Status of Return Migrants: Before Move and Now 

Education Status Percental:es 
Before Move Now 

TIliterate 3.4 3.1 
Primary Education 32.6 32.9 

Junior & Secondary Educ. 54.3 53.9 

Diploma & Above 9.7 10. 1 
Total 100% 100% 

Du ring the su rvey, a lot of the interviewed non-migrants noted that they prefer to go 

to RSA by what ever means than attending school. They be li eve that ed ucation is not their 

destiny, but migration to South Africa. Having these feelings of the non-migrants, the 

researcher have tr ied to look at the regional education qua li ty, main ly primary school dropout 

rates. SNN P regions' ed ucation abstract of 2007/08 (SNN PR Education Bureau, 2009) 

poi nted that Kembata-Tembaro has the highest repetition rate ( 18. 1 %) among the 13 Zones 

and 7 Spec ial Woredas found in the region, and is we ll above the regional average (10%). 

i lie percentage oTschool dropoot in Hadiya-is-Iower than-that of Kembata-'f~mbaro (13 .8.%) 

but is sti ll among the hi ghest in the reg ion. Zones/spec ial woredas surrounding these areas 

(Kembata-Te mbaro and Had iya) have schoo l dropout percentages we ll be low the regiona l 

average: Sidama (7%), Sil tie (7 .7%), Gu raghe (8.7%), Gamo Gofa (9.5%) and Wo laita 

(9.8%). These figures support the idea that non-m igrants are g iving less attention to 

education, which leads commonly to school d ropouts. 
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ii. Marital Status 

Unlike educat ion, the marital status of return migrants has showed sign ificant cha nge 

after they came home. Table 6.10 below shows that the percentage of marri ed migrants 

increased dramatically after they came back to the ir homeland. Only 33% of them were 

married before their movement; however, this figure increased by nearly two fold (63). 

Contrary to that, the share of sing les among the return migrants decreased from 63 to 28 %. 

Table 6.10 Marital Status of Return Migrants before Move and Now (%) 

Marital Status Before Move (%) Now (%) 

Single 62.7 28 

Currently Married 33.2 63.2 

Cohabited 4.1 8.8 
Total 100.0% 100.0% 

From returnees, the main reason for the increase in the married ones now is that most 

of these return migrants came up with some amount of money, having their own occupation 

with better income, their I iv ing standard showing an improvement (as presented in section 

6.4.1) and hence they have hi gh probability of getting married. 

iii. Changes in Dependency Burden 

Look in g at the dependency burden of the return migrants gives also another ins ight in 

to the demographic impacts of the irregu lar migration of youths to RSA. Among 193 return 

migrants sam pled for thi s study, onl y 32 .6% of them were househo ld heads before the ir 

movement; however, 58% of them became head of their households during the survey time. 

That means, they had more dependents now than before. The dependents inc lude spouse, 

children, brothers and sisters as well as fathers and mothers 

6.4.2.2 Problems Encountered During Movemen! 

The majority (over 65%) of the smu ggled young adults participated in this study said 

their j ou rneys were hars h with unexpected, negati ve consequences. Thirty eight percent of 

them noted they were beaten or phys ica lly robbed at least once during the journey. A mass ive 

th irty percent spoke of death in their groups during their j ourney. This sect ion presents the 
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major problems encountered by the smuggled migrants through their journey down to South 

Afri ca. 

i. Not Reaching RSA as Expected 

For most smuggled yo ung adu lts migrating down to RSA from the southern parts of 

Ethiop ia, the conditions of travel are harsh and much more difficult than what they expect. 

Information gained from an in-depth interview with return migrants dep icts that they usually 

travel in groups of 15 to 20, although at different stages of the journey they may be put in 

groups of 50 or more . It usually takes weeks or even months to reach RSA, although the 

average length of journey amongst those interviewed was ten weeks. A substant ial portion of 

the smugg led migrants (38%) reached RSA ve ry late from they expected whil e 23% of them 

reported that they reached South Afri ca as they expected . The majority (69%) of those who 

reached RSA on time are those that used air plane transport for most of their journey where 

as the vast majority (over 92%) of those that reached RSA far from their ex pectations are 

those that used foot, car and/or boat as their main transportation system . This indicates that as 

migrants use foot, car and lor boat for the majori ty of their journey, they are less likely reach 

South Africa as they expected. 

ii. Harsh and Unexpected Elements 

The movement of irregular migrants through countries is characterized by trave l III 

dark, cramped living/trave ll ing spaces, hiding in woods or so-ca lled safe houses, robberies, 

beatings from an arrest by loca l police and multiple shakedowns for bribes from the countries 

offic ial s they encounter. The use of sealed, ai rless containers and overloaded boats adds to 

the trave lers' vulnerability and abuse . Food and water provision and health and sanitation 

facilities are often minim al, and migrants are frequently forced to travel on foot with ni ght 

gu ides ro- avoid-police, military and immigration officers~The-maj ority_(.68'l1t) of return 

migrants participated in th is study get no or very sma ll basic needs on their way down to 

South Africa. Stories of death, di sappearances and rape are uncommon, but they do exist 

(2.5% reported sexua l violence and 29.5% of them observed death). Beatings are more 

common and lin ked to police and robbers encountered en route as we ll as to the sm ugglers 

themse lves. Problems are common for those who travel some of their journey via boats, as 

the followin g accounts indicate: 
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Then we bordered another boat to Moc im boa, Mozam bique. The boat lost power and 

drifted into the sea. We spent 23 days in the sea. We nearly ate each other out of 

hunge r as ou r suppl ies ran out after the first week. We were rescued by a European 

vesse l. 

fA return migrant, 27, Doyo Gena, Kembata-TembaroJ 

We stayed in the [Tanzanian] forest for II days without food or water. We tri ed to eat 

leaves and grass. A lot of people fainted and one pe rson di sappeared. 

fA return migrant, 29, Angacha, Kembata-Te mbaroJ 

Almost all of sampled return migrants reported that the smugglers appear to regard 

shelter and sustenance as un important to the migrants whi le in transit. Migrants also seem to 

be led through dangerous areas, such as national parks and other remote areas where food and 

shelter are unavailable, for lengthy periods. This is an experience from a return migra nt in 

I-Iossana: 

By nightfall we were attacked by wild anima ls [lion]. The li on ate one of our fri ends. 

It was rea lly bad. We walked for days without food and slept in the open in the cold. I 

was also beaten up by robbers and Tanzanian police. 

fA return migrant, 34, HossanaJ 

The Tanzanian gove rnment recently establi shed an organ named "Tanzanian Task 

Force on Irregular Migrat ion" which is aimed at tac kling and dealing with irregular migrants 

crossing their country. Accord ing to the pre liminary report of this institution a total of 1,053 

irregular migrants from the Horn of Africa were apprehended and kept in custody in Tanzania 

between January and June 2008 alone (MoIA T, 2009). By February 2009, this figure stood at 

1,895 persons from 12 different nationalities. The numbers conti nued to increase,ano 'by 
April 2008, the fi gure of Ethiopians and Somali s alone, accordi ng to the repOfi, was said to 

have risen from 1, 168 to 1,279. The informat ion ga in ed from return migrants in the sampled 

areas reported that they are frequently arrested , detained and impr isoned in ma instream 

prisons-mainly in pri sons of Tanza nia and Mozambique. They have mentioned suffering 

during their stay at these prisons, as the fo llowing return mi grant in Angacha town noted: 
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We were sentenced to six months in prison when we were caught in Mozambique. I 

spent five months and 26 days in jail there . The pri son was my worst exper ience. We 

were fed just once a day- a very small amount of food. I contracted dysentery. 

iii. Violation of Hnman Rights 

Many of the smugg led mi grants expressed a sense of outrage at their treatment. The 

reports from severa l return migrants (64% of them) strongly suggest that human ri ghts 

violations as we ll as crimina l vio lations occurred in the cou rse of many journeys to RSA . The 

fo ll owing extracts are l\vo exa mples of human rights abuses, all egedl y perpetrated by state 

offi cia ls: 

Peop le's human rights were violated. They were abused physically-many sexua lly. 

Men were raped. At the safe house we stayed in Maputo, we cou ld hear the screams 

of the girl s with us getting raped by smugglers and their friends. The smugg lers were 

abusive, and one thought it would be very possible to be killed by them. 

fA return migrant, 30, Hossana, Hadiya} 

I was physically and emotionally abused by the smuggl ers, police and transport 

operators. We were kicked, beaten, starved and robbed by the very people that we 

pa id so much money to. I f there were ever human rights, ours were breached all a long 

the way. 

fA retul"I1l11igrant, 26, Doyo Gena, Kembata-Tembara} 

iv. The Container Hell 

A substantial number of smuggled migrants were transported inside a c losed 

COl1Ta ineT:-ln addition-to-the-space Gontainer.s afford, they...3.J:e_als_~·y anonymous and easy 

to move around without raising suspicion. As noted by the majority of smuggled migrants 

dur ing FOD, the containers are al so easy for officia ls to turn a blind eye to, naturally with 

some inducement and encou ragement from the sm ugg ler. 

As the fo llowing extracts illustrate, a large group of people in a close container is 

extremely uncomfortable for short periods of time and for longer periods can be di sastrous . 
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Once in Mozambique, we were loaded into another container between three and four 

in the morn ing. By sunri se we were suffocating. We tri ed to stop the driver by 

banging on th e wa ll s. I do n ' t think he heard us ... he just wou ldn't stop the truck. 

About ten people started fainting. When the police opened the co ntainer later I was 

already uncon sc ious. I then fo und myse lf w ith many other s ic k people at a ca mp. 

was to ld fi ve people had died. 

fA young return migrant, 25, Hossana, Hadiya} 

O n one fateful ni ght, 280 of us, [1 50 Ethi o pians and 130 Somalis], were loaded into a 

conta iner a nd the doo rs we re locked. [ .. ] Afte r about an hou r people were ye lling 

because they were suffocat in g. T he doors of the container opened at 7 a.m. the next 

morn ing. By then, lots of us were unco nsc ious. [ ... ] Seven people d ied in the whole 

tria l. The rest were taken to Tete [Mozambique] . Some wee hosp ita lized and others 

put in prison. I passed out in the first hou r [inside a c losed conta iner from Mocimboa 

to Mampul a, Mozambique]. Six Somalis and Five Ethiopians died in that trip . Their 

bodies we re buried in Mozambique. 

fA return migrant, Hossana, Hadiya} 

6.4.2.3 Problems Encountered in South Afi'ica. 

Once in South Africa, most of the irregular migra nts immediate ly register as asylum 

seekers and start working w ith relatives o r in the in forma l sector as street vendors. As 

reported by return migrants, the Ministry of Home Affa irs of RSA gives a li ving license to 

such immigrants wh ich should be renewed every three month. The good th ing that is noted by 

retu rnees here is that the maj o ri ty of them (59%) have got j obs on time as to their 

e~ectations. Only 3.6% of them claim that they d id not got j obs at a ll. The typ ical job 

repo rted by the majori ty of the returnees is small-sca le trad in g, such as cloths, foot wears, 

belts and bed mattress. The average monthly income they earn va ri es between Birr 5,000 to 

160,000, the mean being Birr 22,649 with a median income of Birr 12,000. 

After desc ribing about j ob ava ilabili ty and income, it is important to menti on the 

problems that smugg led migrants have suffered during the ir stay in RSA. Accordingly, the 

highest proport ion of sampled return migrants (87%) reported that they have experienced 

robbery and theft by ga ngs in South Africa. They have been targeted for attacks by jealous o r 
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xe nophobic South Africans who resent the ir bus iness capacity or prese nce. The fo llowing is 

an express ion from a return migrant found in Hossana tow n: 

I started working in a tow nship shop two days afte r getting to RSA . In July 2006 we 

were attacked in our shop in Po rt Eliza beth by n ine armed me n. [ .. . J They shot me in 

the head but luck ily I survived. We reported the matter to the po lice but th ey refu sed 

to ass ist. They he lped themse lves to th ings in the shop and j oked among themse lves 

as I lay fu lly consc ious in a poo l of blood. Worst st ill , the a mbulance came but when 

they saw that we were foreigners they left us there . 

fA relurnee. 47. Hossona} 

The fo llowing is a lso another suffe ring as described by a young return migrant fro m 

Doyo-Ge na town in Kembata-Tembaro zone . 

I was attacked in Johannes burg by seven armed men. They tied me up and took a ll the 

stock and cash in the store. They a lso stabbed my friend severa l t imes in the buttocks. 

fA returnee. 38. Doyo Gena} 

More ove r, people who enter or remain in a country without autho rization ca n be at 

ri sk of exp lo itat ion by native employers. Because of their irrcgu larity, these migra nts are 

ofte n unable to make full use of their skills and experience once they have arrived in RSA. 

They are often unwilling to seek redress from authorities because they fear arrest and 

deportation. As a result, they do not a lways make use of publ ic services to which they are 

entitled, for example emergency health care. Info rmation gained f rom return migrants, for 

insta nce, ind icates that they are una ble open bank accounts and save money there . They are 

a lso ba rred fro m using the full range of services avai lable to citizens and migrants with a 

regu lnnratus;-

As these and other cases ill ustrate, the attacks are vio lent and bruta l, but the objective 

of the gangs is norma lly robbery. Despite th is, mi grants remain and continue to arrive in 

increas ing numbers. It is imposs ible with today's ease of communicati on and the infrequent 

re turni ng mi grant that asp iring migrants in the source commun ities at homeland who do not 

know of these stories, and the potent ia l v io lence they may face in RSA. 
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6.4.3 Political Implications 

Irregu lar migrat ion is often described as constituting a threat to state sovereignty 

(10M , 2009). Simply noted, states have a sovere ign right to control who crosses their borders, 

and that irregular migrants threaten sovere ignty by undermining this control. It thus follows 

that a fundamenta l way to reassert full sovere ignty is to stop irregu lar migration. [n certain 

(more extreme) di scourses, irregular migration has also been perceived as a threat to state 

security. Spec ifica lly, it has been found that irregular migration of yo uth from Ethiop ia and 

other countri es in Horn down to RSA threatens state sovereignty is the perception that states 

are (or risk being) ' fl ooded' or ove rwhelmed by enormous num bers of irregular migrants. 

The form ation of an independent government orga n dealing with irregular migration by 

Tanzania is an ind icat ion of the political impact of irregul ar migrat ion. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

7.1 Summary and Conclusion 

This study investigates the soc io-eco nomic and demographic causes and 

consequences of the irregu lar mi gration o f yo ung ad ults from se lected areas in southern 

Ethiopia (Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas) to the Republic of South Africa , Emphasis 

has been given to the area of departure and the migrant themse lves and little has been done 

on the area of destination (RSA) and transit countries, The investigation was done ma inly on 

the quantitative data collected via questionnaire from 658 randomly se lected mi grants (226 

out migrants, 193 returnees and 239 non-migrants) on February 20 I O. Information about out 

migrants is ga ined from thei r fam ilies at homeland. Add it iona l data are also co llected us ing 

key informant interview as well as focused group discussions. In doing so, the key quest ions 

set to be answered were: (I) What are the socio-econom ic and demographic characteristics of 

irregular migrants? (2) What are the push and pull factors that fac ilitate/force you ng adu lts to 

migrate irregularly? (3) How do young adu lts get to reach RSA? (4) How does the smuggli ng 

business between Ethiopia down to South Africa look? (5) What are the characteristics of 

non-mi grants and return mi grants? (6) What are the consequences of the irregular movement 

of young adu lts from Ethi op ia to RSA? 

The analys is of migrants ' dem ographic character istics indicate the major ity of them 

are male (over 82%). Thi s sex selectivity of migrat ion of yo uth is mainly attr ibutable to the 

type of work avai lable in RSA as we ll as the difficulty of the journey, which on the average 

takes over two months. Moreover, the mi gration of youth to South Africa is age selective. 

This is due to, the majority of them were found in 25··29 age gro ups and over 57% of them lie 

between ages 20 to 34. The vo lume of migrants became lowest below age 20 and above 45. 

The study also ind icated that the irregular movement of young adu lts to RSA is marital status 

se lecti ve: the majority of the sampled migrants (over 54%) we re found to be s ingle during the 
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survey period and only a little above a third of them (36 .9%) were current ly married . The 

presence of fami ly burden was attr ibutable to the ma rita l se lecti vi ty of migration. 

The majority (72%) of the sa mpled mi grants' place of childhood residence found 

largely to be rural, and thi s is true for both Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya Zones. Substantial 

percentages of migrants are first born child (28. 1%) and more than half of the migrants 

(72.5%) are first, second and third born chi ldren. Most of the non-migrants are late born 

chi ldren. Househo ld s ize and migration status is found to have non-l inea r re lationship, and 

the majority of the mi grants be long to househo lds of s ize between 5 and 9. Protestant is the 

domina nt re lig ion fo ll owed by over three-fourth of the sampled popu lation, fo llowed by 

Orthodox Chri stian s (20%), and as expected most of the migrants are Protestants. Fifty-two 

percent of the samp led mi grants are fro m Had iya ethnic groups followed by Kembata­

Tembaro (41 %). 

When education is ana lyzed as one of the socio-econom ic characteristics of migrants, 

the maj orities of them (95%) are li terate, and among them 51.4% completed secondary 

education fo ll owed by primary ed ucati on completion (29.3%) during the survey. The 

mi grants' age, as stated earli er, is large ly found in early to mid 20s, and this is the tim e when 

they cou ld fin ish a secondary education. T hat is why youth that compl eted second ary 

ed ucat ion completers dominate among others. 

Employment status, occupation type and income of both household heads ' and that of 

the migrants are another soc io-economic characteristic assessed in thi s study. Accord ingly, 

over 92% of the sampl ed household heads are employed while thi s is 52% for the migrant 

group population. Substantial numbers of household heads (45%) are engaged in Agriculture 

followed by trading (28.4%), and government employees (16%). Un li ke househo ld heads, the 

maj ority the sampled mi grant population (54%) were engaged in trading activities before 

move fo llowed by agricu lture (20%). Among those employed household heads, s ignificant 

proport ion (29%) are from low in co me groups, earning less than 500 Birr per month on 

ave rage. The di stri bution of income for the employed m igrant group popu lation gives a 

vari ed figures amo ng the three migrant types, and in genera l return migrants earn higher than 

non-mi grants as we ll as the already migrated ones (before the ir move), wh ich could a driving 

fo rce for the potenlialm igrants (non-migrants) to seek for green pastu res in RSA. 
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The study fou nd that the movement of young adults from so uthern Ethiopia to RSA is 

fac il itated by a network of human smugg lers fo und in Addis Ababa, Hossana, Dilla or other 

majo r Cap itals he re in Eth io pia, and they work in association with severa l smugg lers from 

Kenya and Soma lia. Concerning the doc uments req ui red for international movement, the over 

whelming percentages of them smuggled migra nts (over 83%) reported they had a legal 

passport but no va li d/ legal visa, and nearly 9% of them had neither lega l passport nor visa . 

They po inted th at fo rged fo rms of suc h docum ents a re arranged by smugg lers or other 

faci litators here in Addis Ababa and/or Na irobi. Thi s by itse lf indicates the intens ity of il lega l 

documentation/ fo rgery and how it fac ili tates the irregu lar movement of youths. 

Rega rdi ng the ma in transport used fo r the journey, s ignifi cant perce ntages of them 

(36%) re ported car as part of thei r journey fo ll owed by a combination of car and foot (28%). 

Mo re fema les th an ma les (69% to 9. 1 %) used a ir transport fo r the majo rity of the ir j ourney. 

The movement is typical ly organ ized directly fro m Ethi opia or Na irobi . It has also noticed 

that the mode of transport and routes used can be a ltered on short notice, depending on 

circumstances. 

Several smuggled migrants spoke of different amounts paid for the main sm uggler 

and thi s varied from Birr 2,000 to 60,000 with an average of28,260 Birr, and is on increasing 

trend. The highest money pa id to the sm ugglers was recorded between ycars 1997 and 1999 

E.C, and this is associated with the political conditions of that time in Eth iopia, where the 

2005 national election was he ld- creating favorable conditions for irregu lar migration and 

the smuggling business. The money is paid usually in advance. They a lso pay other 

unexpected money as well as different charges demanded during their journey. Nearly half of 

the smuggled migrants fu nded their journey through the sa le of private assets/borrowed from 

other peop le. A fifth of them sa id that their journey was financed by re latives abroad. The 

studyalso fou nd thar more-people now- than earl ieT partie-ipate-i n financing the_ movement: 

earl ier only one or two part ies (ma inly fam il ies fro m the ir ow n) invo lve where as now, 10 

add itio n to families, there are diasporas, re lat ives/famil ies from thei r own and/or borrow. 

The flow of Eth iopia ns to South Africa beca me noticeable since 199 1, but part icularly 

in the mi d- 1990s, after the fa ll of the Dergue regime. All Ethiop ians now are free to obtain 

nationa l passports and enjoy free internationa l movement, and this is partly the reason behind 

fo r the migrat ion down RSA to be high nowadays. As to the ma in causes of the ir migrat ion, 
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44% of the smugg led migrants claimed they left their home land for reasons of perceived 

better opportunities in RSA, fo llowed by unemployment and abse nce of good opportunit ies at 

homeland (41 %). On ly 8.5% of them cited poverty as one of the ma in reason for their 

departure. From th is it can be concluded that what drives the migrat ion of young adults from 

so uthern Ethiopia to RSA is not abso lute deprivatio n or poverty, but relative deprivation- the 

sense that one wou ld be better off. 

The main pull fac tor in RSA attracting youths inc lude ava ilab le of j obs requ irin g low 

skil l- dominantly trad ing of clothes, mattresses and be lts. The other attract ive factor is that 

some of the smuggled mi grants had the ultimate objective of reac hi ng to the Western 

countri es, and hence South Afr ica is used as a transit stop. The refugee and migrati on policy 

of RSA is also another pull facto r for it is in line with internat ional ob ligations, offering all 

irregul ar migrants the chance to seek asyl um once they are ins ide the country. 

One of the main findi ng of the study is the domi nance of two ethnic groups­

Kembata-Te mbaro and I-Iad iya-out of mo re than 80 in Eth iopia, in the irregular movement 

of young adu lts down to South Africa. This, as reported by several indi viduals, is because of 

one person-who was an Ambassado r of Ethiopia in RSA for two office yea rs (2000 and 

200 I )-who arranged jobs for his fellow youth from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas in 

ma in urban cente rs when he was in the Ethiop ian Embassy in South Africa. This person 

(whose ori gin is from Kembata-Tembaro area) almost agreed to thi s by an interview done 

with him in April 20 lOin Addis Ababa. 

Investigation has also done on the attitude of households towards the irregular 

movement of youths to RSA and it was found that the overwhelming majority (9 1%) of them 

stro ngly support it. In households where there is access to inform at ion of any kind, the 

majority of them (8 1.4%) strongly support migration to RSA wh il e in those with no access to 

in format ion at a ll , the majority (84.2%) strongly oppose it. This impl ies that informat ion 

access and usage has a signi fica nt role in affect in g the attitude of households on the migrati on 

ofyo ulh to RSA. 

Sim ilarly, the majority (over 71 %) of sampled non-m igrants fo und hav ing a hi gh 

intentio n of moving to RSA in the coming ten yea rs and only 22% of them rep0l1ed to have 

no inte rest to move at all. Attending school const ituted the to be the main reason (nearly 
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50%) for not mov ing to RSA. followed by money shortage (3 1.4%) as well as cons idering the 

tr ip is d iffic ult (8%), 

The study a lso revealed th at a large proporti on (62%) of the smuggled mi grants left 

the ir home land within four co nsec uti ve years-between 1996 an d 1999 E,C. Contrary to this, 

most return migra nts ca me back home betwee n 1999 and 2002 E.C. Wo rk and li vin g in 

homeland was mentioned by the majority of the returnees (7 1 %) as the main reason of return, 

fo ll owed by meetin g their famili es ( 12.4%) and they vary signifi cantly by sex and reside nce, 

The vast majori ty (88%) of these returnees fo und to advise other people to go RSA as they 

di d, and only 12% of them adv ice no one to go RSA. Sixty two percent of the return migrants 

reported to have no plan/ interest to go back to RSA sometime and 29% of them have not 

dec ided yet. 

As to the effects of the irregular move ment of yo uth to RSA, the study had new 

findin gs, More than hal f (5 8%) of the samp led mi grants reported that they had no job before 

the ir depa rture to RSA but now thi s is only 7.3%. T he overwhe lming majo ri ty of return 

mi grants (93%) fo und to be employed durin g the survey. Trading appeared to be a mai n 

occupation type both befo re movement and now, but its percentage share showed increment 

(54.3% to 89%), ind icating that as people return home, they are hi ghly engaged in trading 

than other j obs, It is a lso fo und that re turn migrants earn more now than before moveme nt: 

no one is reported to earn above 10,000 Birr per month before move, however, the majority 

of returnees (67%) now earn above 10,000 Birr per month. The mean month ly income was 

before move and now, res pect ively, are Bi rr 1031 and B irr 34,589, 

Remittance send ing freq uency and am ount has been assessed in th is study and 

accord ingly over 61 % of the smuggled mi grants regularl y send money to the ir relat ives at 

home , T he average am ount of remittance se nt by Ihese migrants was fo und to be Birr 2,500 

but with a varied frequency from every month to more than a yea r, and the majority of them 

send once in s ix month. The vast maj ority (87%) of return migrants reported that the ir present 

li ving standard is muc h better than that befo re mov ing to RSA, A ll of the deported returnees 

fou nd to say that the ir present life is worse than the prev ious one, 

The hi ghest proporti on of returnees had built an asset now (87%) than be fore they left 

to South Afri ca ( 18%), T hose whi ch are noted to have no asset at all now are fo und to be 
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deported returnees . Over e ighry-one perce nt of the return mi grants have rec rui ted employees 

und er them. 

Return mi grants have showed li ttle or no improvement in the ir educati on status before 

move and now. The rype of job they are doi ng there in RSA is not convenient to attend 

schools is c ited by most of them as the mai n reason fo ll owed by hav ing no interest to 

educat ion at all. 

Another ma in finding of the present study is that alm os t a ll of the samp led non­

mi grants prefer to go to South Afri ca than attendi ng schoo ls at homeland , an d they believe 

that educati on is not their dest iny, bu t mi grat ion RSA, as one of them noted this situation as 

" .. . fo r us be low God is only South Afri ca". Thi s had a lso e ffects on the quali ty of edu cation 

in the study areas, where the two zones, especia lly Kembata-Tembaro zo ne, had the highest 

school dropouts among the various zones and special wo reda s found in the SNN P region . 

Mari tal status and dependency burden are the other demographic variables that 

showed substanti al changes among the return migrants before move and now. Among the 

return mi grants, the percentage of married ones was on ly 33% before the ir move to RSA, 

however, now th is fig ure has increased to 63%, imply ing that they get to marriage now than 

befo re the ir m igrat ion. Sim ilarly, they became to be household heads now (58%) than before 

(33%). 

T he highest proport ion o f the smugg led migrants said that their j ourneys were harsh 

with unexpected negati ve co nseque nces. Thirty e ight perce nt of them reported that they were 

beaten or phys ically robbed at least once and thirty percent of them spoke of death during the 

j ourney. Most of them (45%) noted that they did not reached RSA on time, and it usually 

takes wee ks or eve n months/years to reach RSA. T hose that reported to reach on tim e are 

mairrly-thoselhat-used a ir-plane as--their-major t 1'll nsport~A substantiaLpe.r.centage of 

smuggled mi grants were transported ins ide a closed container, whi ch are easy for offi cia ls to 

turn a blind eye; however, it was much di sastrous as reported by the majori ty of returnees. 

Similar to the problems encountered during journey, most smugg led migrants (87%) 

reported of robbery and the ft by gangs in RSA. They have experienced violat ions of human 

rights and al so barred from us ing the full range of services ava ilab le to citizens and migrants 

with regular status, during the ir stay in South Africa. 
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Irregular migration is often described as constituting a threat to state sovereignty and 

countri es fo llow a fundamental way to reassert full sove reignty to stop it. The formation of an 

independent government organ dea ling with irregu lar migration by Tanzania is a good 

indication of the political impact of the irregular movement of youth on countries from 

southern Ethiopia and of course from Somalia. 

To sum up, the youth, not on ly in Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas, but also in 

other part of Ethiopia, are increas ingly seeing the virtues (or otherwise) of the rest of the 

world as exposed to film/TV and the internet, in addition to recognizing the earn ing potential 

in a cu ltu re of remittance that has developed in recent yea rs. With today's ease of 

communication and the infrequent returning migrants that asp iri ng in the source communiti es 

at homeland , it is like ly that the dynamic of leav ing Eth iop ia to find work and opportunity 

wi ll persist, what ever potential violence they many face through journey and/or in RSA. As 

it continues to offe r good survival opportun it ies as well as the best hope to get out of Africa 

and to the West, RSA will continue to attract thousands of Ethi op ians. Smuggling these 

Ethiopians to RSA will likewise continue as long as the demand is high. 

7.2 Policy Recommendations 

In dealing with irregular movement of people the major cha llenge for policy makers and 

national governments is how to address the prob lem that from the points of view of the 

migrant, the smuggling network , families of migrants as we ll as the profiteering officia ls. 

Therefore, the following recommendations are fo rwarded as a policy options for government 

officials and other concerned bodies to minimize the prob lems sm uggled migrants suffering 

as we ll as to maximize the advantages that could be obtained from it: 

I. There should be better data, both qualitative and quantitative on the number of people 

being smuggled, their motivations, where they end up and how they are smuggled. 

Understand ing their vulnerability and the sca le of the problem wi ll ass ist in 

prevention as well as protection. 

2. The Ethiopian government should have legal review to establi sh where harmony and 

disharmony occur in relat ion to address ing the problem of smuggling and irregular 
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migrants . The Ethiopian government also should s ign the United Nat ions Smuggling 

Protocol, which will give a legal base in dea ling with irregu lar migration and the 

sm ugglin g systems. 

3. A Significant proportion of the smuggled migrants do not return home, and hence 

there could be shortage of labor in areas of departure since the majority of them are 

economically productive adult men. The Ethiopian govern ment, through its Embassy 

in RSA , should promote these migra nts to return home with the money they had and 

to work and invest. Spec ial ince nti ves should be given for these migra nts, such as 

allowing them to get land free or with small fees. 

4. The economic advantage of those succeeded smugg led migrants is higher in 

remittance sending and creat ing employment opportunities at homeland. Hence, the 

Ethiop ian government should have some lega l foundation that supports formal 

transfer of Private Employment Agencies, just like that work in transferring Ethiopia n 

women to the Middles East countries, which facilitate legal emigrat ion of youth from 

Ethiopia to RSA. Having restrictive policies by themselves may not stop the 

smuggling bus iness and the problems the smuggled migrants are suffering, rather it 

further expands to have more irregular migration and smuggling. 

5. The vast majority of non-migrants as well as families support strong ly the irregular 

migration of youth to RSA, and there is no uoubtthat the coming chi ldrcn will follow 

the same track. These non-migrants also strongly associate their destiny with 

migration to RSA. It is also expected that such irregular movement of youth wi ll 

expand to other surrounding areas. There should information campaigns to promote 

public awareness of the dangers of be ing smuggled, hum an rights and who to contact 

if their personal safety is comprom ised, etc. different medias such as radios, 

newspapers, schoo ls and re ligious institutions. 

6-:-'fhel'roblern under-stuciy--is- exc lus ivel)'-{lbser¥ed-in the-$NNP region-ilence,_the 

region 's Bureau of Labor and Socia l Affa irs, Police Commiss ion , Bureau of Youth 

and Sports a ll should have co mmunication, cooperation and information-shar ing 

concern ing the movement and monitoring of smuggling and the smugg led migrants. 

They sho uld a lso cooperate and share practices with the federa l government a imed at 

harm oniz ing their co llecti ve governm ental policies and laws in re lation to smu gglers 

and smuggled migrants. 
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7. Schoo l dropouts are found to be high in the study areas, which is partly assoc iated 

with the irregu lar migration of youths to RSA . Both the regiona l and respect ive zona l 

educat ion departments should work hard as how to minimize school dropouts. Unless 

otherwise, more students will chose to terminate schoo ling intended to migrate to 

South Afri ca. 

8. Poverty and unemployment together are cited by substantial percentages (28.9%) of 

the smuggled migrants as main cause for migration and all efforts to reduce poverty 

and create employment opportuniti es to the yo uth should be expected to have an 

impact on the fl ow of migrants seek ing a new life in RSA and beyond. Both the loca l 

and regiona l/nat iona l gove rnment should give emphasis for youth through poverty 

reduction and employment creation. The youth sho uld be promoted to work and live 

in their homeland, such as providing them credits, organizing them in micro 

enterprises, etc. This will help in reducing the role of push factors. 

9. As a pulling country, RSA should explore whether it can develop a po li cy of allowing 

quotas of migrants to lega lly enter RSA to work in some capacity as a mechanism to 

control its borders and register its migrant inhabitants if the current fl ow of irregu lar 

migrants represents a genuine fi ll ing of employment vacancies unmet by local 

workers. This goes with recommendat ion 3 above, since it requ ires offi cial brokers' 

office in RSA to faci litate the lega l move between the two countri es. 

10. Smuggled migrants should not be liable to criminal prosecution and they should not 

suffer violations and abuses of va rious kind. They should not be convicted and 

sentenced to imprisonment as common criminals. Irregular migrants filling jails 

creates an unbearable burden for host governments. The Ethiopian government should 

work hard with countries where these impr isoned migrants are there, to return in an 

orderly manner with due regard for the safety and dignity of the smuggled to their 

nome land 
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Appendix I 

Questionnaire for Household Head 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire A (to be answered by Household HEAD) 

Hello! 

The ma in purpose of thi s question na ire is to generate information on the socio-economic and 

demographi c causes and consequences of the irregular migration of yo ung adults from 

southern Eth iopia, especia lly from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya as we ll as surrounding 

areas, to the Republic of South A fr ica. The data and information gathered through thi s 

questi onna ire is confide ntial and will only be uscd for research purpose. You ha ve the right to 

answer some of the questions or quite the interview at any time if you wa nt. The information 

you give is vital for the rea li zation of the research, and hence I appreciate your cooperation in 

adva nce. 

I. Questionnai re N umber AOOO 
2. Household Address Zone: Woreda: [ Kebe le: 

6ott~ -j Household-N umber: 
3. Tota l Number of Adults Aged 15 and above in the Household . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3.1 Already Migrated Adults .. ......... . ... ... .. . 
3.2 Return Mi grants ... ...... .... .. ... ... 
3.3 Non-Migrants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 

4. Outcome of the o Completed o Partially o Refused 
Questionnaire Comp leted 

5. Name of Data Collector 
6. Date of Co llection 
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001 

o 

Relation 
to Head 

of the HH 

002 

O'lleac 
I -Spou se 
2"50n 
3"'Oaughte 

4-Rel ativ 

• 
S-Other 

Ag. S" 

003 

1
004 
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1. H ousehold Record Form (for household members aged 15 to 54 years) 

Mar ~tal 
Sta r us 

T 
1- $1 ,to 
2-Cu rent. 
ly 
Man: ed 
) "Se~arat 

• 
~-Dirrce 
S-Wl o\oled 

6"'Co~ abit 

• 

Migra t. ion 
Status 

( i n 
relation 

to 
migrat.ion 
to RSA) 

006 

.. 
c 

" . c .... 
• ~ c 
...... '1) 

~" .. 
.~ ~ 

::;:; c: .... 
.. x 

U ;;I I , " , a • 0 
"Z 

••• ~N~ 

Ethnici 

'Y 
Religion Place of Childhood 

Residence 

Regia Zone I~oreda 

n / Town 
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I)'JI".tion Education rr ., Status l i terate , 
continuo Highest 

"' Grade Resldenc 
e in Completed 

Cun:e nt 
Plac e 

011 

012 
010 

• .. 
• • .. .. • · " .. 

• ~ .. 
.~ 

0 

!. ~ 

Employm 

.n' 
Status 

013 

~ 
.~ ,. 
o , 
~ 0 
o~ 
, p, . , , w 
0 • • N 

rf Employed 

occupat 
ion 

Type 

l"Agri . 
2-Trade 
3~Govt . 

4=P rvt. 
5"' Other 

014 

Average 
!<!onthly 
Income 

( i.n 
B1 tr) 

v 



'J 

o 

'Q 

o 

o 

o 

S.N. 
201 
202 

203 

204 

2. Additional Questions to the Household Head 

QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 
How many people continuous ly in thi s house? ............. . ..... ........... . 

Do you get information from va rious sources? nl. Yes 
02 No 

If your answer is YES fo r question 202, what Frequency of Use 
is your informat ion source? I. A lways 2. Sometimes 3. Never 0.> 

~ 

'" I. Radio 0 0 0 ~(,I')~ 
0.0.>.0 

2. Te levison n n r l .- Vl ._ 
.::::: c Vl 

3. Te lephone n n n 
;:l 0 ~ 

:2: 0. 0 
~ 0. 

4. Newspapers 0 0 0 
0.> 

e>: 
5. Others (specify) [ ] [ ] r l 

What is you r opinion on the irregu lar s-l 1.Support strongly 
mi grat ion of adults down to South Africa? n 2.Support partially 

n 3.0ppose partially 
n 4.0ppose strongly 
o 5.Unknown 
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Appendix II : 

Questionnaire B: For Out Migrant Members of Household 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Popu lation Studies 

Questionnaire B (For OUT MIGRANT household members to 

be answered by their families in the household) 

Hello! 

This questionna ire is intended to generate information on the socio-economic and 

demographic causes and consequences of the irregular migration of young adults from 

southern Ethiopia, especially from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya as we ll as surrounding 

areas, to the Republic of South Africa. The data and information gathered through this 

questionnaire is confidential and wi ll only be used for research purpose. You have the right to 

answer some of the questions or quite the interview at any time if you want. The information 

you give is vital for the real izat ion of the resea rch, and hence I appreciate your cooperation in 

advance. 

I. Questionnaire Number BODO 
2. Name of the-G ut M~grant 

2. I Zone ......................... .... ... 
2.2 Woredarrown .. ................... .. 

3. Household Address 2.3 Kebe le ...................... .. ...... 
2.4 Gott ................................. 
2.5 Household Number .... .. . . . .. ... 
.l"J. I .Fully Completed 

4. Outcome of the Questionna ire n2.Part ially Completed 
II 3. Refused 

5. Name of Data Co llector 
6. Date of Coll ection 

---- . _ - . _ _ .. - --- -
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S.No. 
101 
102 

103 
104 

105 
106 

107 

108 

109 
110 

III 

112 

113 

114 

11 5 

1. Characteristics of the Out Migrant Household Member 

QUESTIONS CHOICES REMARKS 

How old is this person before migration" 
Sex of the migrant L J I.Ma le 

L-J 2.Female 
Where is the childhood residence of thi s migrant? ................. ... ..... .. ...... ... 
Is thi s childhood residence of the migrant an urban or c:::::J I. Urban 
rural area? [ ] 2. Rural 
When th is person d id leave hi s/her homeland to RSA ? . ..... . . .. . .. .. Ethiopian Calendar 
What was the education statlls of th is migrant before [ ] 1.llIiterate 
move? II 2.Literate 
I f he/she was I iterate before move, what was the 
highest education level helshe completed? .................... 

r l I.Currentl y single 
What was the marital statliS of thi s migrant before .-lI.. 2.Currently married 
move? .-lI.. 3. Divorced/ Widowed 

[ ] 4.Cohabited 

r l5.Unknown 
What is his/her birth order? ... . .. .... ... , ....... 
What is the employment status of this migrant before ,,1.Unemployed 
his/her movement? " 2.Employed 

L J I.Agriculture 
If the answer for Quest ion number 110 is 2 (if the s-L2.Trading 
migrant is emp loyed be fore move), what is hi s/her l J 3.Governmet work 
occupation type before move? c:::::J 4.0ther private jobs 

c:::::J 5.0ther (specify) ........... 
If the answer for Question number 11 0 is 2, what was 
the avcrage monthly income he/she earn before move? .... , ...... " .... , ........ .. .... 
Was this migrant a household head before his/her 
migration? c:::::J I. Y es 

c:::::J 2. N a 
Did this person have assets here before his/her move? c:::::J I. Y es 

" 2.No 
1-J I.H ouse 

" L-J 2. Farmland ~ 

" '" " I fthe answer for Question number 114 is YES, what c:::::J 3.A utomobiles 
- ~-.g- ~ :e 

are the types of assets this person had before move? c:::::J 4.Livestocks - " ~ " 0 ~ 
:;; Q. 0 

c:::::J 5.Business Houses ~ Q. 

" c:::::J 6.0thers (specify) .. . .. . . ... 
~ 
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S.No 

20 1 

202 

203 

S.NO 

30 1 

302 

303 

304 

JOY-
306 

307 

2. Causes of Migration 

QUESTIONS CHOICES 
Ie ] I.Unemloyment 
Ic -:J 2. Poverty_ 
I L-J 3.Better opportunities in RSA 

What was the main cause for this person to leave [=:J 4.Meet relatives in RSA 
his/her homeland and migrate to South Africa? [=:J S.No opportun ities here 

Ir 1 6.Drought & hazards 
III 7.Fami ly pressure 
u---t 8.Peer pressure 

IC J 9.Shortage of farmland 

Ir 1 I O.Other (specify) .. . . ...... 
Did this person have enough information about RSA IIl l. Yes 
before hi s/her movement? I L-.J 2.Not as such 

IC ] 3.Not at all 

Ie ] I.Fri ends at RSA 
I f the answer for Question 202 is I or 2, from where III 2.Retumees from RSA 
he/she got information about RSA? I L-J 3.Family/community 

Il J 4.Massmedias 

3. Travelling, Finance & Smuggling Situations 

QUESTIONS CHOICES 
] I.Friend 

Who facilitated the movement for this mi grant? 1l2.Smuggler 
J 3.Family 
J 4.0ther (specify) .... . ... . .. .. .. 

Did this migrant had documents necessary lor [=:J I. Yes he/she had 
travelling, such as legal passport & valid visa? [=:J 2.Legal passport but no valid visa 

l3.No legal passport & no valid visa 
If the answer for Question number 302 is 2 or 3, did [=:J I.Yes, from smugglers 
he/she got forged of them from somewhere? 1l2. Yes, from other persons 

L-J 3.Not at all 
J I.His/her own money 

(=:J 2 .Hc/s he borrowed/selling items 
Who fin anced the movement or this person? 1l3.Families from their own 

114.Families by borrow/selling items 

IIlS.Other (specify) .............. 
rIow much money-did h'e/she pardforthe smugglers'?- ...................... Eth iopian Birr 

What is the overall cost of the movement? . .... ........ .... .... . Ethiopian Birr 

Main Transport Used 
I.Car 2. Pl ane 3.Foot 4.Boat 

What are the main routes/places taken and transport III [=:J Il C J 
used by this mi grant in travelling from hi s/her ilL Ie Il Il 
homeland down to RSA ? J l J l J L J 

I[=:J [=:J [=:J r I 
1 r 1 r l r l 

III Il Il L-.J 
J l J L J L J 

[=:J [=:J [=:J [=:J 
[=:J [=:J [=:J [=:J 

- --- -
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S.No 

401 

402 

403 

404 

405 

406 

407 

408 

409 

4 10 

411 

4 1.2-

413 

414 

415 

4. Consequences & Associated Problems of the Migration 

QUESTIONS CHOICES 
r=J I.By paying ror border controllers 

How did helshe usually cross national boundaries? l 2.By hiding rrom border controllers 

1113. We cross with oul any problem 

During the journey, did helshe got basic needs like 11i1 .Yes, helshe got enough 
food & health faci lities? 1,,2.Not as such 

1,,3.Never 
Did helshe facelwitness physical, human or ] 1. Yes, helshe has faced 
psychological violations during journey? 1 2.No, but helshe saw on others 

!L-I3.Never 
II.Sexual violence 

If the answer for Question number 403 is I or 2, whi ch 1,,2.Physical abuse 
of the following violation helshe facedlsaw? J 3.Human right violation 

] 4.Robbery 
.'--J 5. Death 

J 1. Yes, helshe is now in RSA 
Did helshe success fully reach South Africa? c:::::J 2.No, helshe is on the way 

c:::::J 3. Unknown 
If the answer fo r Question number 405 is I, what is the 
overa ll time taken from homeland to reach RSA? . , ..... , .... ' ....... , ...... 
If the answer for Question number 405 is I, was helshe J I. Yes, helshe reached on time 
reached RSA as hislher expectation? 12.Somehowas expected 

] 3.No, very late from expected 

Did helshe facedlsaw problems like mentioned in II. Yes, helshe has faced 
Question 404 in staying RSA? L-J 2 . No, but he/she saw on others 

rJ3. Never 
.J I.Sexual vio lence 

If the answer fo r Question 408 is I or 2, which of the 12.Physical abuse 
following violation helshe facedlsaw? .J 3.Human right violation 

c:::::J 4.Robbery 
1i5 .Death 
---, I. Yes, helshe got immed iately 

After being in RSA , did helshe got jobs as expected? J 2. Yes, but not as expected 
13.No jobs found at all 
I I.Clothibeltimattress trade 

If the answer for Question 410 is I or 2, what is hislher L-J 2. Big trading busi nesses 
main occupation in South Africa? J 3.Govornemt employee 

J4 .0ther (specify) ............. 
If employ.ed in RSA now, what-is hisLher ayerage.-
monthly income? .. ... .... .... Rand/Ethiopian Birr 

c:::::J I . Yes, sends regular ly 
Does helshe send money to re lat i ves at homeland? l 2.Sends, but not regu larly 

1i3. Never send money 
I f the answer for Question 41 3 is I or 2, what is hislher 1r--lI.Monthly 
frequency o f sending money? J 2.0nce in two month 

1 3. Between 3 to 6 month 
1,,4.0nce in a year 

J 5.Morethan a year 
I f he/she sends money, what is the average money sent I 
at one time? .............. Rand/Ethiopian Birr 
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Appendix III: 

Questionnaire C: for RETURN MIGRANTS of the Household 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire C (For RETURN MIGRANTS of the household) 

Hello! 

This questionnaire is intended to generate information on the soc io-economic and 

demographic causes and consequences of the irregular migration of young adults fro m 

southern Ethiop ia, especia lly from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya as we ll as surrounding 

areas, to the Republic of South Africa. The data and information gathered through thi s 

questionnaire is confidential and will only be used for research purpose. You have the right to 

answer some of the questions or quite the interview at any time if you want. The information 

you gi ve is vital for the realization of the research, and hence I appreciate your cooperat ion in 

advance. 

I. Questionnaire Number COOO 
2. Name of the Return Migrant 

2. 1 Zone .......................... . .... 
2.2 WoredafTown .......... ............. 

3. Household Address 2.3 Kebe le ..... . . ... .. ...... .... ....... . 
2.4 Gott. .. ................ .............. 
2.5 Household Number. ...... . .. . . . .. 
,---, I.Fu ll y Completed 

4. Outcome of the Questionnai re r===l2.Partialiv Completed 
,---, 3. Refused 

5. Name of Data Collector 
6. Date of Co llection 

100 



'-' 

o 

o 
D 

" 

D 

S.N 
101 
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103 
104 
105 

106 

107 

108 

109 

110 

111 

11 2 

11 3 

11 4 

11 5 

1. Characteristics of the Return Migrant 

QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

How ald are you now? .................... years 
Sex of the migrant L J I .Male 

L..J 2.Female 
What is your birth order? " .......... .... .... .. ..... . ,.,' .. " 

Where is your childhood residence? ................ . ... ... ........ . . . . 

Is this chi ldhood residence of the migrant an urban C:=J I. Urban 
or rural area? r l 2. Rura l 
When did you leave your homeland to RSA? ............. Ethiopian Calendar 

BEFORE MOVE NOW 
What was your education status before move and/or l I. III iterate r l 1.llIiterate 
now? i----J 2.Literate L-J 2.Literate 
I f you are literate. what was/is the highest education 
level completed before and/or now? ................ .. ........ . ..... 

r-------, I.Currently single III.Currently single 

What was/ is your marilal status before move and/or 1-'12.Cu rrcntly married r----.2.Currentl y married 

now? r=====\ 3, DivorcedlW idowed r==l 3. DivorcediWidowcd 
- 14.Cohabilcd l 4.Coh,b;ted 
-, 5.Unknown i s.Unknown 

What was/ is your employment status before r=l I.Unemployed r=l I . Unemployed 
movement and/or now? r---J 2.Employed ,-----, 2.Employed 

] I.Agriculture ] I .Agricu lture 
If the answer for Question number 110 is 2 (if - 2.Trading r-- 2.Trading 
employed), what is your occupation type before 3.Govcmmc\ work 3.Governmet work 

move and/or now? 4.0lher private jobs 4.0ther private ·obs 
5.0ther (specify) ..... 5.01herspecify) .... 

If the answer for Question number 110 is 2, what 
waslis the average monthly income you earn before . . ... . ............... . .................... 
move and/or now? 
Are you a hOllsehold head before your move and/or i----J I. Yes L-J I.Yes 
now? J 2.No J 2.No 
Did you have assets here before your move and/or J I.Yes I. Yes 
now? ] 2.No 2.No 

ll .House I .House • , 

l 2. Farm land 2.Farmland 
~ 
c • 
:<:0 

I f the answer for Question number I 14 is YES, ii3.Automobiles r-- 13·Automobiles ~ .i;:j 

what are the types of assets you had before move ,-----, 4.Li vestocks r---J 4.Livestocks E&. 
~ . 

and/or now? ] 5.Business Houses 5.8usiness Houses := a , 
l 6.0lhers (specify) 6. Olhers (specify) ::E 
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2. Causes of Migration 

S.N QUESTIONS CHOICES REMARK 

c::::J I.Unemloyment 
2. Povelty 

E _ 
o 0 

. L....J 3.Better opportunities in RSA . .t: ~ 

201 Among the listed, what was the main cause for you to c::::J 4.Meet re lat ives in RSA tJ 8. 
.~ E 

leave your homeland and migrate to South Africa? c::::J S.No opportunities here 
o ._ 
.c_ 

c-l 6.Drought & hazards ~] 

o 

r--l 7.Familv oress ure - 0 
Ci3~ 

,- 8.Peer oressure "'" ~ o 0 

9.shortage offarmland 
~ 0 

c< -

10.Other (specify) .......... 
202 Did you have enough information about RSA before .--- 1. Yes 

h is/her movement? 2.Not as such 
3.Not at all 
I .Friends at RSA " 

203 If the answer for Question 202 is I or 2, from where did -, 2.Returnees from RSA -3. ~ .~ 
-= 8. 2 you got this information? I L-J 3.Family/commun ity , ~ 

::.:E e ~ 
I L....J 4.Massmedias " 

3. Travelling, Finance & Smuggling Situations 
v 

QUESTIONS S.NO CHOICES REMARK 
0 r l.Friend " 

301 Who facilitated your movement? iI·Smuggler 
OJ ;c:c 

~r~ 
I L J:Fami ly , ~ 

~ ~ e 
c::::J.Other (specify) . ... . ......... • 

302 Did you had documents necessary for travel ling, such c::::J.Yes I had 
as legal passport & valid visa? c::::J.Legal passport but no val id visa 

I 
r I.No legal passport & no valid visa 

303 If the answer for Question number 302 is 2 or 3, did rr==!1.Yes, from sm ugglers 

I 
you got forged of them from somewhere? 12. Yes, from other persons 

IL....J 3.Not at all , 
] I. With my own money 

C=:J 2.1 borrowed/selling items " I ~~.S! 
q 304 W ho financed your movem ent? rr==!3 .My families from their own E~~ 

1r-l 4.Mvfamilies by borrow/selling items 
~ 8. 2 

~ ~ 

" Ir-1S.0ther (specify) .............. 
-305 Howmuclrmonev-did-volTllaidf orthe smugglers'{- .. ............ . ..... . EtlTinpian Birr-
306 What is the overall cost of your movement? ........... . . . .. . .. .. Ethiooian Birr 

Main Transport Used '-
~ 

I.Car 2.Plane 3.Foot 4.Boat c: 
0 

307 What are the mai n routes/places taken and transpo rt rr==l r l r--l r l 
. .;:; 
~ 

used in travell ing from yo ur homelard down to Ir==i r-1 r==i rL '" => c: 
RSA ? ] [ ] [ ] [ ] ~:< 

" 0 

In r-, r-, r-, 1!J2 
'" " 0 1 r-, r-, r-, -E => 

1 r 1 r 1 L....J B 
] l J ~ LJ '" >- I 

0 I 

c::::J c::::J c::::J c::::J :2 
c::::J c::::J c::::J c::::J 
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4. Consequences & Associated Problems of the Movement 

QUESTIONS CHOICES 
~ 1.By paying for border controllers 

How did you usually cross national boundaries? l2.By hiding from border controllers 

1!i3.we cross with out any problem 

During the journey, did yo u get basic needs like food I~ I.Yes, we get enough 
& heal th facilities? rr==i-2 .Not as such 

1.---.3.Never 
Did you facelwi tness physical, human or psycho logical ll.Yes, I have faced 
violations during your journey? rr==12.No, but I saw on others 

J 3.Never 
rr==11.Sexual violence 

If the answer for Question number 403 is I or 2, which ~ 2.Phvs ical abuse 
of the following violat ion you facedlsaw? 3 .1-luman right violation 

4.Robbery 
'-- 5.Death 

J 1. Yes, I have reached 
Have you success fully reached South Africa? c=J 2.No, I spent severnl limes in other coun\. 

l 3. I never reached, I \\'855 deported 

If the answer for Question number 405 is I or 2, what 
is the overall time taken from homeland to reach RSA? ......................... 

1 f the answer fo r Quest ion number 405 is I, did you c=J I .Yes, 1 reached on time 
reached RSA as your expectation? 2.Somehow as expected 

3.No, very late from expected 
Did you facedlsaw problems like mentioned in rr=ll . Yes, 1 have faced 
Question 404 in staying RSA? 2. No, but I saw on others 

3. Never 
ICl I.Sexual violence 

If the answer fo r Question 408 is I or 2, which of the 2.Physical abuse 
following vio lation did you faced/saw? rc=r 3.Human right violation 

c=J 4.Robbery 
1 ,--, 5. Death 
;::= I. Yes, J have got immediately 

After being in RSA , have you got jobs as ex pected? 2. Yes, but not as expected 
3.No iobs found at a ll 

ll.Clothibel timattress trade 
If the answer for Question 410 is I or 2, what was your IL-J 2. Big trading businesses 
main occupation in South Africa? 3.Govornemt employee 

4.0ther (specify) ............. . . 
Ifemployed in RS-A now;-what--is-yotlr-average 
monthly income? ............ RandiEthiopian Birr 

I. Yes, I send regu larly 
Did you send money to relati ves at homeland when 1,--,2.1 send, but not regularly 
yo u are in South Africa? 1.---.3. Never 

I.Monthly 
If the answer fo r Question 4 13 is I or 2, what was your 1,---, 2.0nce in two month 
frequency of sending money? i 3. Between 3 to 6 month 

rr====\4.0nce in a year 
] 5. Morethan a year 

If you send money, what was the average money you 
send to home at one time? .............. RandiEthiopi an Birr 
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S.N OUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

416 Where did vou usually stay/live in South Africa? ..................................... 

418 When did you came back home? .................... Ethiopian Calendar 
419 What is the main reason for coming back home? I 1.1 want to work & li ve here 

~2.J couldn't find opportunities as expected 
I 3.1 was depOited 
14.1 want to meet my fam ilies 

Fl5.0ther. .......................... 
l.1t is much better now than before 

420 How is your liv ing standard before move and now? 2.Theres is no big difference 
3.1t is better before than now 

I) 
421 After coming home, do you have investments and l.Yes I have 

business enterpri ses? P==] 2.No, I don't have 
422 If your answer for Question 42 1 is YES , what is the 

money value of your total assets now? . .. .... .... . .. ... .•.•.. 

423 If your answer for Question 421 is YES, do yo u have I.Yes 
employees working under you? 1 2. No 

424 If your answer for Question 423 is YES, how many 
employees are working under you? ................... . .... .. 

425 If your answer for Question 421 is YES, do you work 1.1 work alone, it my own investment 
alone or in share-compan y for with others? l2.1t is of share-company form 

3.Both- alone and in share 
426 Do you advise your friends to go South Africa li ke you i--J I.Yes, I strongly advise 

o did? h 2.No, I advise no one to go there 
J I.Better oPPOItunities in RSA 

t) 427 If your answer for question 426 is YES , why do you 2.Thc movement is casy& comfortable 
e . . " 

advise people to go? 3. It is hard to work & li ve here ]-~~ 
"'5 C til 

4. People give pride for diasooras ~~~ 

r=!5.0ther. ....................... " 
f-- I.No opportuniti es there as exoected 

, 

0 

428 If your answer for question 426 is NO, why do you 2.The movement is very hard & ri sky -t~P-
1: 8. ~ advi se no one to go there? 3. It is possible to work & live here ' ~ 
:E ~ ~ 

14. Other ....... . .. .... ....... . .. • 
429 In your opin ion, what should the society & the ~ I .Stop by taking strict measures 

Ethiopi an government do on the irregular migration of 2.Encourage more vouth to go there 
youth to South Africa? 3. 1 don't want to say any thing 

430 Do you have a plan/interest to go back to RSA? h I .Yes, I have an interest to go 
Q J 2.No, I don 't have an interest 

t-
~ 3.Vndecidedll don 't know now 

431 If your answer for Question 430 is YES, when do you I l.This year 
-want to.-go-back-to-RSA 0 =J-2~e*t-year 

~ 3.After several years 

Q 
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Append ix IV : 

Questionnaire D: For Non-Migrants 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire D (For NON-MIGRANT household members) 

Hello! 

This question naire is intended to generate informatio n on the socio-economic and 

demographic causes and consequences of the irregular migration of young ad ults from 

southern Ethiop ia, especia lly from Kembata-Tembaro a nd Hadiya and surroundin g areas, to 

the Republic of South Africa. The data and information gathered through thi s questionnaire is 

confidential and will only be used for research purpose. You have the right to answer some of 

the questions or quite the interview at any tim e if you want. The information you give is vital 

for the realization of the research, and hence I appreciate your cooperation in advance. 

I. Questionnaire N umber DODO 
2. Na me of the Non-Migrant 

2.1 Zone .............. ................. 
- 2.2-wOredarrown . . ........ . ........ ... 

3. Household Address 2.3 Kebe le .. ............................ 
2.4 Gott ............................. .. . 
2.5 House hold Number ............... 
II I.Fully Completed 

4. Outcome of the Quest ionna ire r==l2.Partia lly Completed 
II 3. Refused 

5. Name of Data Co ll ector 
6. Date of Co llect ion 
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103 
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105 

106 

107 

108 
109 

110 

III 

112 

11 3 

114 

1. Characteristics of the Non-Migrant Household Member 

QUESTIONS CHOICES REMARKS 

How old are you? 
You Sex? L J I.Male 

L..J 2.Female 
Where is your childhood residence? ... . . .. ... . .. . ........ . ...... . . . .. . 

Is this your childhood res idence an urban or rural CJ I.Urban 
area? [ ] 2. Rural 
What your education status? I .llliterate 

l 2. Li terate 
If you are literate, what is the highest education level 
compl eted? " ... , .. , . " ..... .... 

c:::J I.Currently singl e 
What is your marital status? s-I.. 2.Currently married 

s-I.. 3. Di vorced/ Widowed 
[ ] 4.Cohabited 

r l5.Unknown 
What is your birth order? ............. . ... . .... 

What is your emp loyment stalus? ~_ I.Unemployed 

r---l 2.Employed 
[ ] I.Agri culture 

If the answer for Question number 109 is 2 (if the you ...r-L 2.Trading 
are employed), what is your occupatiol1 type? [ ] 3.Govemmet work 

c:::::::J 4. 0 ther pri vate jobs 
c:::::::J 5.0ther (specify) .......... 

If the answer for Quest ion number 109 is 2, what is 
your average month ly income? ................................ 

Are you a household head? r--l1.Yes 
'--J 2.No 

Do you have assets here? CJ I. Yes 
2.No 
I.House 

" '== 2.Farmland " il " 
I f your answer for Question number 11 3 is YES, what '--J 3.Automobiles - "' -0. " .0 

. - U') .-

are type of assets you have? 4.Livestocks 
.:::: c: VI 

" 0 '" 2: 0. 0 
5.Business Houses '" 0. 

" c:::::::J 6.0thers (specify) ... . ..... 
~ 
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2. Reasons for Not Moving and Intention to Move of Non-Migrants 

S.N QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

201 What is the reason behind for you to not to go South 
Africa and remain at homeland? I.Yes 2.No 

~ 

" 

I.Money shortage [ ] [ ] " ~ 
2.Famil y do not all ow/burden L---.J L---.J c: " 0-

0..0 
3 .Lack of enough information about the move L J ~ .-" ~ 
4.The journey is hard & ri sky [ ] 

~ 13 
..!! 0. 

5. 1 am in School IL 
0." 

'--- .- ~ 

.:: '" 6. 1 have no interest to go RSA at all L J L J " 
7. Other ............................ [ ] [ J 

~ 

202 What is your intenti on to go South Africa? r-lI.Very high 
Fl.2.High 
[ 3.1 don ' t need as such 
CJ4.Low 
c=J 5.1 don 't have any interest 

203 If your answer for Question 202 is I or 2, when do you L .J l.Thi s year 
want to go South Africa? CJ 2.Nexy year 

[ 3. Within the coming 5 years 

L-J 4.Wilhin the coming 10 years 

l) 

tl 

T 

., 
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Appendix V: 

Unstructured Interview Questions and FGD Guide 

A. Interview Questions for Return Migrants 

Date of interview: Age: 

Interviewed by: Sex 

Location: Date of mi grati on: 

Name (opti ona l): 

I. Is migration from your homeland a common occurrence? 

2. Was there pressure to migrate andlor send remittances? 

3. Was RSA your intended destinat ion? Or a transit to elsewhere? 

4. Why did you choose RSA? 

5. Were jobs or services promised to you by the fac ilitator or not? 

6. Did the facil itator or another agent agree to arrange necessary travel documents? 

7. What are the actual routes taken from homeland to reach RSA? 

8. How long your journey did took to reach RSA ? 

9. Expla in the borders crossed and how thi s was ac hieved. 

10. Explain who else was trave lling in the group. [num ber, sex, age, destination, 

nationali ty, etc .] 

I I. Did you travel always together or were you separate at time s? Who led the group? 

12. Were you required to make addit ional payments during the course of the journey? 

13. Did you arrive at your dest ination in the manner expected? 

14. We re you given complete freedom or were you handed over to another party or in 

some other controlled by the facil itator or another party after arrival? 

15. Do you think that a ll smuggled migrants want to return back home? Or they never 

want to return? 

16. Any other comments or information? 

B. Interview Question for Non-Migrants 

Date of interview: Name (optional): 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 

I. What is you op inion towards the irregular migration of adults to RSA? 

2. Do you think that such migration is advantageous? Expla in. 

3. Do you prefer to study, work and live here or mi grate to RSA? Why? 

4. What shou ld the society and the Ethiopian government do concern ing the irregular 

movement of youth from your area down to RSA ? 
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C. Interview Questions for FamilieslHouseholds 

Date of interview: Name (optional): , 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Locati on: Sex: 

I . What is yo ur opinion toward s the irregular m igrat ion o f yo uths to RSA? 

2 . Do you thin k that th is migrat ion advantageous to you? Explai n. 

3. Are there problems assoc iated with th is m igration? Explain . 

4. What should the soc iety and the Eth iop ian government do concern ing thi s migration? 

5. Any other comment or in formation? 

D. Interview Questions for Smugglers 

Date of interview: Marita l Status: 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 

Educati on: Name (optiona l): 

I. What is your opi ni on about the irregu lar movement of youth from Eth iop ia to RSA? 

Do you think that it is beneficia l? 

2. Exp lain the genera l smuggl ing activities fro m Ethiop ia to RSA, includi ng informatio n 

about the means, transportat ion and fina l exploitation of ill ega l migrants in RSA. 

3. How you get in touch/connect with the migrants? 

4. How you operate the smuggli ng network? Any prob lems enco untered in your 

smugg ling process? 

5. What is your spec ific role in the smugg ling activity? Chief sm uggler or an agent? 

6. How many smuggled migrant do you transfer? Per week? Per month(s)? 

7. Any other in formation or comment? 

E. Interview Questions for Police Officials 

Date of interv iew: Marita l Status: 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Locat ion: Sex: 

Education: Name (optiona l): 

I. What is yo ur opin ion on the irregul ar m igrat ion o f ad ults from the southern parts of 

Ethiopia down to RSA? 

2. Do you have any th ing done to stop/contro l the s ituati on? If yes, expla in . 
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