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ABSTRACT 

People, mainly YOUlhs are lIIigraling 10 Republic ofSoulh AjYica as one oflhe recenl evel1ls 

in which signijical1l numbers of rural household~ are engaged 10 supporllheir Iivelihood5 

in Ihe silidy area. This slUdy aimed 01 explores Ihe general background of migranls and 

Iheir head of households, and 01 invesligales Ihe migralion process and ils role in 

supporting Ihe exisling livelihoods 01 Ihe places of origin. Primary sources employed 10 

collecl, and secondCIIY sources 10 supplellleni il; and qualilalive and qual1lilalive melhodl' 

were employed 10 analyse the dala. The Ihree 1110.1'1 imporlanl variables discussed in Ihis 

sludy are background, process and role of migration 10 Republic of SOIllh AjYica. YOUlhs 

were exposed group 10 migrale Ihon aduils do. Precondilion aclivilies for migralion were 

observed as 1001.1' 10 fac ililale Ihe process of migration for majorily lIIigral1l households a/ 

places of origin. There were push faclors forced people 10 migrale j i"OIl1 Iheir family 

members like land shorlage, failure in educalion, loll' profil in Irade, lo w agricullural 

produclivily, family size, unemploymenl, elc; whereas Ihe pull faclors Ihal al/racled Ihe 

altel1lion of Ihe people 10 lIIigrale were mainly job opporlunily and bel/er income a/ 

deslinalion. Bel/er living condilions of migranl householdl' 01 orig in as bOlh push and pull 

fac lors of migraliol1. Challenges and lIIigralion are bOlh inseparable evenls: Iherefore, 

migral1l households faced various challenges before. during and afier lIIiRralion 01 places 

of origin. The olher impOrlal1l issue relaled wilh lIIigralion 11'0.1' ils bene fils. The 1110.1'1 

illlpar/anl benefils gained by all migranl hausehold~ and relurnees are rem iI/once lIIainly 

financial, but malerial relllillancesfor few. They were remil/ed 01 difJerenl lime intervals, 

mainly all limes when necessCIIY and during fes livals Ihrough inforlllal money Iramjer 

agents a/ Hosanna. Due 10 huge remil/ances, lIIoslllligranl household 's and all relurnee '.I' 

living condil ions and Iivelihood5 have illlproved a/ origin, even some oflhelll were engaged 

in Iramportalion services, hole Is, conslructions, magazines, eiC. These changes in 

supporling Ihe livelihoods of Illig rani householdl' and relurnees 01 origin, lIIigralion viewed 

posilively for lIIony, bliinegalively for fe ll'. In general, migra/ionlo Ihe RSA is an econolllic 

need in naillre, nOlo mere livelihoodl' slralegy, bUI pursued by large nUlllber 0.( people 11'170 

have same amounl of lIIoney 01 origin, and socialnelworks bOlh 01 origin and destination, 

mainly aimed a/ suppor/s Ihe exisling livelihoods of Ihe hOllsehold5, illlproves Ihe life slyles 

and living condilians. slarls olher businesses, Iral/.\jorllls economic and social slmcllIres a/ 

places of origin. 
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background of the Study 

During the last several decades, there has been a significant increase in rural out­

migration to urban areas and to other countries, with wo men joining the flo w in ever­

greater numbers. IFAD (2007) revea led that, wide di sparities in terms of job and 

income opportunities, and access to superior se rvices in urban areas and in more 

deve loped countries are th e obvious factors exp lain ing th e rapid increase in migration, 

it ' s in turn is having a sign ifi cant impact on rural areas. For example, accord ing to 

IDF (20 10) obse rvat ion, the number of internat ional migrants in the world has more 

than doubled since the 1960s and is currentl y standing at an est imated 2 14 million. 

Although the proporti on of international migrants to total population have not 

increased sign ificantly (from 2.6% in 1960 to 3.1% in 20 I 0) , the impacts of mi gration 

goes we ll beyond th ose who migrate, as it affects their communities of origin and. in 

partic ular, fam il y mem bers left behind. Many more peo ple move internall y than 

across borders, with the number of internal migrants estimated at 740 million (IDF. 

2010). 

Migration is understood as a spatial separati on between the locati on of a resident 

household or famil y, and one or more li velihood acti vit ies engaged in by fam il y 

mem bers, is a central feature of the li vel ihoods of the majority of households in low­

income countries (E lli s, 2003). Population mobility is a norm rather than an exception 

in human hi story. From the remote past, human be ings ha ve in a constan t state of 

111 0vement ove r vary ing di stances, and for different reasons (Adepoju. 1995: de Haan, 

1999 c ited in Woldie, 2007). Young people view migration as an ave nue to il11prove 

their status. learn new skills, and transit into household. Consequently, mi grat ion 

continues to se rve as the means to improve rural li ve lihoods (A lejandro and Dewind, 

2008). The re are signi fica nt migration fl ows in some deve loping areas, with 

considerable impacts on indi vi dual s, households and regions at ori gins (Mendola, 

2006). , 
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In Ethiopia, di ffere nt studies by different researchers that conducted mainly focused 

on the internal migration of the people in variety of topics from rural-rura l, rural­

urban , urban-urban, etc . In addition, some scholars were studied foc using on 

migration to Middle East, Europe and United States of America in different ways or 

issues, but the Ethiopian migration to other Afri can countries ha ve not yet been 

studied. Since 2000, Ethiopian particularly, Had iya people. signifi cantl y migrating to 

Republic of South Africa. 

One of the features of Hadiya people is its migration to different areas within the 

bound of Ethiopia in diffe rent times (Tesfaye, 1987). However, currently, they have 

been also migrati ng in a significant number to Republic of South Africa since 1990s 

(10M, 2009). This brought pro found and tangible consequences on the rural 

household 's li ve lihoods that left behind at origin. Therefore, thi s current issue and its 

significant role in supporting the ex isting li ve lihoods of migrant households and 

returnees at places of origin has not yet been stud ied was attracted the atten ti on of the 

researcher to conduct the study on the top ic. 

To thi s end. the study conducted on migration to RSA and its effects on rural 

households: case stud y of two kebeles (Melwl Ghalla and AI/{/egl1a Ole) in GOl1lbora 

Woreda, Hadiya Zone. The study aimed at identifies the general background of 

migrants and their head of households, investigates the process of migration to 

Republic of South Africa and its role in supporting the ex isting li ve lihoods at places 

of origin. 
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1.2 Statement of the Problem 

Ethiopia is one of the poorest coun tries in the world with hi gh populat ion growth rate, 

traditional way of farmin g (agri culture) system (both crop and livestock production), 

limited industri al expansion and land, high rate of migration (interna l and external), 

low education and income leve l, petty trade and the like (A lemante et at. 2006). 

Majority of the studies were conducted by diffe ren t scholars in vari ety of topics in 

relation to migrati on, mainly on internal mi gration in Ethiopia (Tesfaye, 2007; Dawit. 

2009; Abebe, 2009; Birru, 1997; Regassa, 1993; Rahawa, 2004; Belay. 2007; 

Sh imel is, 1997). Some scholars have conducted their research on internat iona l 

migrations like Middle East and Un ited States of America (Regt. 2007; Bisrat. 2006; 

Wondwosen, 2006). According to 10M (2007, 2008, & 2009), unless some reports 

and al1i cles, on the issue of Ethiop ian migrati on to African countries in genera l, and 

Republic of South Africa in particular, have not yet been exp lored. Recently, few 

researchers have conducted their study on Ethiopian migrat ion to Republ ic of South 

Africa (Ephrem, 20 10; Teshome, 2010). However, various studies concentrated on 

migrants' process of adaptation to life in a new country and some studies dea l with 

the impacts on fa mily members left in the country of origin, more resources should be 

devoted to promote comprehensive studies on the effects of migration on fam ily 

members in coun tries of origin (IDF, 2010). 

Sign ificant number of ru ra l people is migrated and migrating to Repu blic of South 

Africa from the study area. However, the general background of migrants and their 

households, migrat ion process and its role in suppo l1ing the ex isting li ve lihoods of 

migrant households and returnees at places of ori gin has not yet been adeq uately 

explored . Therefore, identifying background of migrants and the ir households, 

investigating migration process to RSA and its role in supporting the ex isting 

live li hoods of migrant households and returnees at places of origin are the central 

issues of th is study. To conduct the study, Gombora Woreda was se lected purpos ive ly 

as a study area. To this end , Mellal Giullu/ and All{/eglla Ole Kebeles we re selected 

purpos ively as the research sites from Wayella Dega and Kalla agro-climatic zones. 

respectively. The study also hi ghlighted other form s of migrations (both internal and 

internat ional) from the stud y area. main ly to show the stat istics of migra nts, which 

needs further study. 
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1.3 Objective of the Study 

1.3. 1 General Objective of the Study 

The general objective of this study is to identify the general background of migrants 

and their households, to investigate the migrat ion process to Republic of Sou th Afri ca, 

and its role in support ing the ex isting li ve lihoods at places of origin . 

1.3.2 Specific Objectives of the Study 

The research spec ifi ca ll y attempts to: 

.:. Identify the general background of migrants and their households at places of 

origi n . 

• :. Assess the economic background of migrant households and some returnees at 

places of ori gin . 

• :. In vestigate process of migrat ion (preconditions, reasons and challenges) fo r 

migrant households and thei r migrants, and some returnees at places of origin . 

• :. Explore the benefits of migration and its role in support ing the exist ing 

livelihoods ofmigrant households and some returnees at places of origi n. 

1.4 Research Questions 

This study is attempted to address the following research quest ions:-

~ Who do migrate? Why do they migrate? How do they migrate? 

~ What are the cha ll enges that migrant households faced before. during, and 

after migrations? 

~ What benefits are ga ined from migration to migrant households at place s of 

origin? 

~ How migrants are im proving their families li ving cond itions at places of 

ori gin? 

~ How remi ttances support li ve lihoods of migrant households and returnees at 

places of ori gin? 

~ What are the attitudes of migrant households and returnees towards migration 

at places of ori gin? 
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1.5 Significance of the Study 

People mobility to different neighbour and other countries from Ethiopia is not a 

current and sudden issue, but it is a normal phenomenon in differen t periods. The 

Hadiya people migration to Republic of South Africa, Middle East and Sudan is 

becoming a recent and unique fact. Therefore, thi s study focuses on migration to 

Republic of South Africa- in which mainly pos iti ve, and for few negative impacts on 

the existing live l ihoods of migrant households are identi fied at places of origin. Large 

number of people mainly males (yo uths) have been migrated to the aforementioned 

country. The strategy allowed the migrants to support or improve thei r household ' s 

li ve lihoods at places of or igin . 

The findings of the study are expected to provide informat ion about migrant 

background, process of migration to RSA and its role in supporting the existing 

li velihoods of households, and attitudes of migrant households and other key 

informants towards migrati on to readers and those concerned bod ies by whi ch to take 

remedial on an unexpected (both pos itive and negative) events. It also serves as a 

spr ingboa rd fo r other fe ll ow resea rchers who are interested to conduct further study 

on difterent issues in relation to migration in the study area. 

Finally, it may contrib ute to formulate polic ies that help check and channel migration 

pol icies that fac ilitate free movement of people across bounda ri es. Moreover, the 

study also harness its potential role in developing strategies across countries-which 

may reduces different cha llenges th at migrants and their households are fac ing before, 

during and after migration . 

1.6 Limitations of the Study 

Due to time and money constra ints, the researcher compelled to conduct the issue 

in vestigated. As a result, in order to make the study more manageable in terms of time 

and finance , two kebeles were selected purposively as a study site, which may 

represent other migrant households in other kebeles. Therefore, the findin gs of the 

study from the two kebeles cannot be generalized for other kebeles in the Woreda or 

Zone. 
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Other challenges that a researcher encountered during data collect ion are 

unavailability of written materials about the issue due to ill ega l nature of migration, 

suspicious of migrant household s, returnees and other informants at places of origin. 

Some of them were attempted to cover some informat ion for fear it may close their 

door for the future . In addition, some government officers were resisted to provide 

information about the issue during data co llection mainly from education offices due 

to the number of students was decreasing for five consecutive years, so they assumed 

it might be related to the current pol itica l condition of the country. Therefore, 

introducing everyth ing to attract hi s or her attent ion was another problem researcher 

encountered . 

1. 7 Organization of the Thesis 

This thesis comprises eight chapters. Chapter one is introduct ion wh ich consists of 

background, statement of the problem, objective, research questions, significance and 

limitations of the study. 

Chapter two is about concepts, different theories and other explanat ions like research 

works which are related with the study presented. Chapter three presents the research 

methodologies of the study inc luding se lection of the study area and methods used to 

collect and analyze data. Chapter four is a brief desc ripti on of the study area, which 

includes location, size, climate, topography, demographic, and other soc io-economic 

profiles. 

Chapter five provides the general background of migrants and their households-in 

which demographic, socio-economic, religious and ethnic features were presented. 

Chapter six focu sed on the process of migration, which includes preconditions, 

reasons and cha llenges of migration. 

Chapter seven presents the benefits of migration in which the responsible person to 

remittance, purposes of remittance, and attitudes towards migration. Conclusion and 

recommendations di scussed in the final chapter of the work. References and 

appendixes are parts of thi s thesis. 
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CHAPTER TWO: REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

Th is part of the study presents di ffere nt literatures that are more or less related with 

the issue main ly inc lude concepts and theories of migration, some related works on 

migration, process, causes, chall enges and im pacts of migration. 

2.1 Concepts of Migration 

To a better insight, understanding the general conce pts, types and form s of migrat ion, 

helps to see the general backgrou nd of migran ts; and to in vestigate migration process, 

and its benefi ts fo r migrant household at places of orig in . The centra l concepts that 

related to the study are migrat ion, immigration, emigration, forms of migration and 

types of migration, households, migrants, and returnees. 

According to Parnwe ll ( 1993), the term migratioll occurs freq uent ly in different 

I iteratures with two other related terms I ike 'mobility' and 'movemenl '. Mobility is 

defined as; it is the ability to move from one area to another. It might be affected by 

phys ica l constraints, cost, and psycho logica l readiness. Hence, the concept of 

migration does not app ly simply for an y movements made by people without a fi xed 

place of res idence. Nomads, touri sts and transi ts are not considered as migrants 

because migrat ion by its nature does not inc lude a short-term tour without any place 

of change from the usual place of res idence (Sharvaste in, 1994). He described, 

migration is a fo rm of spatial mobil ity of human popu lation which inc ludes key 

elements li ke movement, change of residence, change of phys ica l environment, 

cross ing a 'definite boundary di stance, and time (at least for 6 months). According to 

Elli s (2000), migration is defined as one or more fa mil y members leave the resident 

households for different reasons and varying periods of time and by so doing are able 

to contribute to its we lfare . 

People who once out-migrate from one own country is ca lled emigrants, the process is 

sa id to be em igrat ion; and those who come- in because of migrati on are ca lled 

immigrants, the process is immigrati on. People who come to sett le in their or igin, 

dependi ng on hi storica l setting, ci rcumstances and perspecti ve cal led relumee 

(Parnwe ll , 1993). Return migrants are people who return to their countries of origin 

after a period in another country. Household is a house and its occupants; it includes 
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the family members who are living in a given house. Migrant is a worker who moves 

from one place to another to find work. In this study. a migrant is refers to people who 

are migrated from the family members and sti tt living at the RSA. This study focused 

on migrant households and some returnees at places of origin. 

Ellis (2003) viewed different types and sub-types of migration . These are intern al and 

international migration. Intemaimigratioll- migrations within national border. Some 

examples are seasonal , circular, step migration, rural-urban migration, and enforced 

movement and resettlement. Illtematiollai migratioll-migration across national 

borders, examples are displacement due to eth ni c conflict and war. movement to 

adjacent countr ies (south-south migration). movement to industriali zed coun tries 

(south-north migration), and seasonal, ci rcu lar, or longer duration sub-types in the 

preced ing cross-border or internat iona l migration. 

In terms of duration, Parnwell (1993) explained that, migration cou ld be in different 

forms like permanent, step, circular, return, and counter stream migrations. Therefore, 

Hadiya people migration to RSA is mainly temporary, step and circular (Ephrem, 

20 I 0). Sim i larly, it is observed that the forms of migration from the area are 

permanent, temporary, step, and return (common for most migrants) migrations, and 

vo luntary. 

2.2 Theories on Migration 

All theories on migration are not a common exp lanat ion, but they are using in an 

exception manner in different spec ifi c top ics of the study. To limit this, therefore, 

some thoughts that more or less have relation with this study are discussed. These are 

network theory of migration and migration-I ive l ihood approach. 

2.2.1 Net-Work Theory of Migration 

Reasons for perpetuated migratory movement in time and space vary from those 

caused its initial explosion (Massey, 1993). Lee ' s (200 I) view, the search for 

improved income, the desire to reduce risks and market penetration may continue to 

push migrants broad, new cond itions emerge dur ing the course of migration, may 

enable it to susta in across time and space. He further explained that net work 
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migration works in relation with a set of interpersonal relation with that lin ks migrants 

with relatives, friends or househo lds at home to exchange information, provide 

financial assistance, facilitate employment, and accommodation. In doing so, migrants 

reduce the costs and uncertainty of migration. In hi s view, Lee (200 I), when the 

number of people involved in the process increased, networks further facilitate the 

flow of in fo rmation and deve lop the poss ibili ty for international migration. However, 

this study di scovered that networks-in which information initiated most migrant 

households to send their fam ily members to the RSA. For most migrant households, 

the information obta ined from their fr iend s, relatives and families in which their 

networks strengthened later become vital role in improving socia l cap ital. 

2.2.2 Migration-Livelihood Approach 

This approach departs from earlier narrow econom ic approaches and Marxist 

approaches of political and institutional ana lys is to understand migration as one of the 

strateg ies adopted by individuals, households or communit ies to enhance their 

li ve lihoods (Skelden, 2002; Kothari , 2002; El li s, 2000, 2003; de Haa n, 1999, 2000; 

Deshingkar, 2004; McDowell and de Haan, 1997; c ited in Wold ie, 2007). 

Contemporary approaches go beyond the Marxist and neo-class ica l economic 

interpretation by incorporating li ve lihoods and soc ial exclusion perspective 

(Deshingkar and Star, 2003). Livelihood strategies are diverse and multiple but 

migration rema ins a central component for many people in developing countries 

(Kothari , 2002). The approach argues that migration is one of the most durable 

components of the livelihood strateg ies of people living in rural areas. It focuses on 

the need for a multi-disc iplinary and people-centred perspective, and that the 

li ve lihoods of people are not restr icted to one parti cular economic sector (Elli s, 2003). 

According to him, the rem ittance obta ined from migrating is critical to improve the 

level of other assets, such as financial capita l (money, sav ing, repaying debt, access to 

loan), Natural capital (land, li vestock), and physica l capital (produced investment 

goods, water pump). Migration is also seen as a tool to widen socia l networks and 

consequentl y increases soc ial capital. However, it is found that migration to South 

Africa is not as a mere livelihood strategy, but it supporting the existing li vel ihoods of 

migrant households, and even it led some of them to takeoff at places of orig in . 
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In addit ion, they are practicing saving, buying livestock, in vesting in di fferent sectors 

that contributed mainly to improve thei r economic and soc ial status since migration to 

RSA. 

To summar ize the two gui ding theories of thi s study: the network theory of migrati on 

mainly to indicate the effec ts and va lues of interpersonal relation between migrants 

and their households, whereas migrati on- live lihood approac hes to show the 

multid imensional purposes of migration (remittances) to households at origin . 

2.3 Some Related Works on Migration 

2.3.1 Migration Overview in Africa 

Empirical studies in different parts of Africa have indicated that the causes of internal 

migration in Afri ca widely va ri es from one area to another and from ti me to time 

based on di ffe rent soc io-cultu ra l, economic, political, environmenta l and other 

household and personal considerations, historicall y it has been a way of life in Afri ca 

(Castles and Miller, 2003). They explained that, there has been an experi ence of 

proc lamations of a number of internati onal organization established ai ming to reduce 

barri ers, to tradc, free movement of good, capital and people, the agreement has been 

poorl y implemented which in turn produced a great dea l of ' illega l' migrants, which 

produced va rious and complex features. Due to ba rrier, out flow has been alarming. 

forc ing different and complex soc io·economic and cultural alterations. Il lega l 

migration with various barriers has become part of the usual li fe inmost East Afri can 

countries, such as in Ethiopia, Kenya, and Somal ia (10M, 2007-2009). 

African migration is not a once-for all movement within or beyond it 's bound , but 

migrants maintai n a strong link with fellow migrants as wel l as their people in area of 

ori gin. These situati ons gradually help to bui ld the tradition of migration to a certain 

area by the people of a certain reg ion (Oucho, 1993) . As exp lained by (Clifford, 

1970), the presence of relati ves at destinati on is sometimes more important than 

economic moti ves because perspective migrants must start from a base at des ti nation 

point be fo re being se lf-reliant, in fact, network migrati on may be sustained within 

eth nic or kinship structures. 
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In all parts of Sub-Saharan Africa, more than two-thirds of migrants visit their 

original home at least once a year and remitted money to subs ist elders, educate 

yo un g brothers and sisters, and even to take part in the investment act ivit ies. For 

instance, about 60% ofmigrant heads of households in rural areas have been remitting 

to their families at least once a year in South West Nigeria in the early 1980s (Oucho, 

1993). The recent study on Hadiya migrat ion indicated that, migrating to the RSA and 

remitting money for families become the so lution for improving the income leve l, and 

accessing 'better life', which latter leads to the ambition of most households of the 

migrants, none-migrants to migrate and for the perpetuati on of the migration trend 

(Ephrem, 20 I 0). Likewise, this study discovered that most migrant households are 

getting large amount of remittances and employed it to different purposes in which 

they are improving their living conditions and livelihoods at places of ori gin. 

2.3.2 Migration Studies in Ethiopia 

Different studies conducted within migration by different scholars in different time 

and places in Ethiopia, unless few that focused on migration to Middle East, USA, 

and Europe. Regt (2007) cited in Ephrem, 20 I 0, exp lained that, in the past ten years 

(1991-200 I), Lebanon , Saudi Arabia and Gulf states were the common destinations 

for most Ethiop ian women in search of ' better future ' . He also explained that, as a 

' poor' country such as Yemen attracts many female Ethiopian migrants who take up 

paid domestic works caused by some vo luntary and others forced (refugees women) 

via relatives and friends, recruitment agents and smuggled by boat. He concluded that, 

as Ethiop ian domestic workers in Yemen are not an undifferentiated category of 

migrant wo rkers but there are important differences in their motivation to migrate to 

Yemen, in the way in which they are employed and the poss ibility to return home. 

Therefore, he focused only on the motivations of women migrant without assess ing 

the effects they encounter on their both ends. In addition to his study, different 

researchers conducted their study more focused on migration trend within the bound 

of Ethiopia, but those literatures failed to address the nature Ethiopian out migration 

towards of any African countri es like RSA, Sudan , Libya and its multidimensional 

impacts on the migrants and their households at ori gi n. Migration to other African 

countries has not yet been explored, but Ephrem (20 I 0) conducted his study on 

Hadi ya migration to Republic of South Africa. This study a lso focused on migration 
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to RSA and its effects on rural households, mainly migrant househo lds and some 

returnees at places of origin. 

2.3.3 Migration Studies in Hadiya 

Most of the time popu lat ion migration takes place due to different "push-pull" factors 

at origin and destinati on, respectively. Likewise, Had iya community has exper ienced 

different push facto rs in pre 1960's (pre and post Menelik 's Conquest of Hadiya) 

migration and pull facto rs in 1960-1 990' s (m igrat ion to Awash and Beles Valley) 

migrati on. The trends of migration were mainly within the countri es rather than out­

migrati on. Ephrem (2010) discovered th at, Hadi ya migrati on, specifically to the RSA, 

is pertained overwhelmingly due to network relat ionship between the previous ly 

migrated individuals and indi vid ual s at home country. Moreover, because of the 

natu re of the migrants (economic migrants) and the soc io-econom ic and po li tica l 

condit ions of Republic of South Afr ica, the forms of Hadiya migrations are various 

li ke temporary, step and circular type. Therefore, there is no a uni form form of 

migrat ion that Hadiya migrants have been experienced. 

Post 1990's is marked as a new period in which the migration direction of Hadiya and 

its range shi fts from loca l and regional leve l to the intra-continental level, crossing 

boundaries of most East African countries that runs up to the RSA. Diffusing 

inform at ion fro m earl y migrants to their fa mi lies, re lat ives, friend s and neighbours is 

in volved different actors like kinship ties, ethnic and fri endship re lati on functioned 

more persuas ive ly in perta ining an overwhelmed emigrat ion (Ephrem, 2010). My 

nearl y elder and we ll-known informant, Su i ito Beya mo, at Hosanna, expla ined about 

the beg inning history of migration to the RSA from the study area as follows: 

The exaCI lime is nOI known, veljl fell' of Ihelll migraled during 1990 's Ji'om 

olher parIs of Elhiopia according 10 migranl informal ion /i'Dtn Ihe 

deslinalion, bUI in Ollr case il is slarled allhe end of 1990 's and early 2000 's. 

For example, 1 sem my son 10 RSA in 2000 Ihrough Irip on ground wilh only 

9000ETB COSI. My family was Ihe jirsl sender of migranl Ji'om our 

surrounding, and ajier one year, I sent anolher son The early migranl 

covered Ihe lransporlalion cosl; loday Ihey are living in USA and Auslralia, 
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then in/orlllationjloll' /ollowed. There/ore. gradually the number a/migrants 

0/ other /amily members is increasing over till/e. but currently in a very large 

number that is unexpected and unbelievable. Some people believed that the 

former Ethiopian Ambassador at Republic South A/rica. Te.lfclye Habiso. 

/acilitated the conditions. but the event was started be/ore his arrival. 

There/ore. he revealed that this and other doors or opportunities like Middle 

East. Sudan. etc. are opened to liS through the willing 0/ Godl Because 

through these migrations. large amount 0/ remil/ances jlow to migrant 

households. so that they are highly ill/proving their livelihoods. Even some 0/ 
them are able to invest in different sectors like transponation services. hotel 

and constructions. He said these al/ because a/his experiences 

2.4 Process of Migration 

2.4.1 Preparation of Transportation Costs 

According to Ephrem (20 10) exp lanation, migration to the RSA involves different 

procedures before sending somebody from fami ly members, due to it needs high cost 

and care. To ac hieve thi s goa l fi rst, they collect the immediate va lue of the tr ip paid 

for the brokers. The money co llected through rented land, se lling-houses, catt le, 

stored crops or loan from rich individuals and families of migrants. After co ll ection of 

the immediate va lue of the tour, the migrants inter into a fina ncial arrangement with 

the smugglers. The arrangement wi ll be made either fo r direct flight using ' business 

visa' of travelling a long journey on foot and sometimes using different Lorries, 

boats, etc. Recently, the immediate va lue of the trip ranges from 20000-60000 ETB. 

The cost for direct air fl ight is much higher than the move on ground. Thus, most 

migrants prefer to trave l on gro und with the least cost, due to it needs low cost 

(Ephrem, 20 I 0). Th is study is observed that, the immediate va lue for travel on ground 

is current ly 34000-45000, and for direct flight above 80000 ETB. It is possible to say 

that, the transportation cost is increas ing over time and varies in the st ud y area . 

Smugglers brokers used to transit migrants using their smuggling chains that run 

from Hosanna, capita l of Hadiya, to the RSA ; cons isting of different arteries of 

tours and head of chain of people accountable to a boss. However, sometimes-chief 
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smu gg lers deceive the people they smu gg le and sometimes they commit 

homosexuality, vio lence, exposed them to hunger, extortion, and aba ndonment, and 

even to death (Ephrem, 20 I 0). 

This study also observed that, fo r all migrant households financ ial arrangements run 

by the brokers during migrat ion process, whi ch is not lega l based, and identifying 

them was another challenge for migrant HHs at places of origin . There are long 

cha ins of brokers, in each station migrant households compell ed to pay additi ona l 

costs to brokers (see Figure 2.1). 

2.4.2 Reasons for Migrat ion 

Since Ravenste in (1885), demographers have understood that, economic motives are 

the primary reasons for migrati on (Lee, 1966). Smelsor and Pau l, 200 I :989-990 cited 

in Ephrem (20 I 0), described ' push factors' that forces people to leave their origin, 

such as economic, po lit ica l, soc ial, ecolog ical and other problems. In many 

undeveloped countries; popu lation pressure, rura l poverty, low agricu ltura l 

productivity and under employment are pushing many migrants to out migrate to 

areas of ' better li fe ' (Kefyalew, 200 I, Ca ld we ll , 1969. Bilsborrow, 200 I) . According 

to (Joshi , 1979; Suval , 1972 c ited in Ephrem, 20 10) revea led that ava il ab ility of jobs, 

educat ional opportuniti es, the success of fr iends and relat ives, fr iend and pee r 

ass istance as the ' pull factors' facil itate out migrat ion. Byerlee ( 1976. cited in 

Ephrem, 20 10) identified that, poor educationa l ava il abi lity in rural areas has 

stimulated out migration by providing awareness about other opportun it ies to rural 

youths, espec ially those of the middle and upper classes migrate to adva nce thei r 

education while others migrate for the reason they dissati sfied with the prospect of 

rural life. The fac ilitation, accommodati on, and convey ing of in formati on is part of a 

kinship, relati ves or friends' role (Gordon, 1998). 

Accord ing to Bisrat's (2006) explanation, migrat ion by its nature packs off with 

different backgrounds. So that, it has a tende ncy of se lecting certa in persons or groups 

to be more migratory than other based on age, sex and c lasses (Jansen, 1879 and 

Todaro, 1969). Thus, this se lecti ve natu re wi thin Hadiya migrants fu nctions 

depending on the combinat ion of the process. challenges of migrat ion add ition with 
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the tiresome nature job in the destiny. Males are more migratory than females except 

in a few cases like due to marri age and an intention for further migration to other 

countries (Ephrem, 2010). This study also found that, all migrant were males. mainly 

youths to the RSA, but the reverse is true for Midd le east-in wh ich there is no male 

migrant are recorded in the study area. 

2.4.3 Challenges of Migrants 

Degefa (2005) investigated that due to restrictions of migration , people migrated 

illegally to the neighbouring countries, particul arl y to Djibouti, Kenya, Sudan, and 

some Arab countries in the Midd le East. The migrants are predom inantly youths, both 

male and females, and they still cross the borders in which they are faced and facing 

different chall enges like ri sks through harsh environments on foot, diffi culty to find 

jobs due to the ir low educat ion leve ls; deportations due to their illegal way of 

migration. 10M (2009) reports indicated that, since 1994 hundreds of people have 

been harassed, attacked, or kill ed because of their statues as foreigners or none 

national s. Ephrem (20 I 0) also found that most migrants have experienced with 

different chall enges during their tour and in thei r lives in the RSA. Deported migrants 

suggested that, on trip of migration, some men never reach their final destination, 

instead wa it serving time in various known pri sons like in Uk unda, Arusha 

(Tanzania), Na irobi (Kenya), or eventually deported to Ethiopia. Due to malaria, 

shortage of food , diseases or a conflict with the smugglers and may sin k in to water or 

be shot by gun, some of migrants lost their life (see figure, 2. 1). However, thi s study 

is found that challenges of migrants during migration also become the challenges of 

their families, because it affects their econom ic, soc ial and other li ve lihoods 

negati vely at places of origin. 

2.5 Benefits of Migration 

Migrat ion is an agent of change for the migrant as we ll as for each of the soc iety 

between which the migrant moves. It has diverse and complex consequences for the 

migrants, their families and for country of or igin (Ghai, 2004 cited in Ephrem). 

People migrating to areas where soc io-econom ic and politica l conditions are attract ive 

opens up a better opportun ity for income, work access, better health . and educational 

fac il ities, but in some cases, some have to strugg le in their search fo r jobs and have to 
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put with work that is below their qualification or may return to homeland. Accord ing 

to him, there are direct and indirect impacts of migration that modify the li ves of the 

commun ity at places of ori gin . Migrants, who are successful , may send reminances, 

in vest in projects back home and contribute to deve lopment through remittance, sk ill 

and philanthropic work. They may even return home after a little stay abroad and 

make va luable contribution to nati onal deve lopment because of skill and experiences 

acquired while working there. Stud ies revea led that indi vidual migrants and their 

households not onl y seem better-of due to migration, but migrants also appear to be 

qu ickl y ass im ilated and become simi lar in soc io-economic status and of cultural 

interaction with those of rece iving societies (Bi Isborrow, 200 I). 

2.5.1 Remittances 

According to (OSCE, et al. 2006) explanation, remittances are broadly defined as the 

monetary transfer made by migrants to their country of ori gin or to the financial flows 

assoc iated with migration. Most of the time, these are personal cash transfer from the 

migra nt to a re lati ve in the country of ori gin, as we ll as funds donated, depos ited or 

in vested by migrants in the country of orig in. Some scholars be lieve that, the 

defi ni tion of remittances could be furth er broadened to include not on ly the transfer of 

funds and goods, but al so the transfer of skill s, tec hnology, ideas and attitudes. For 

instance, socia l remittances emerged to transfer to exchanges of ideas, behav iours and 

social capita l fl ows between host and send ing-coun tries by (Peggy, 200 I, cited in 

Ephrem, 20 I 0) . Therefore, thi s study observed that mainly the financial rem itta nces 

fl ow from RSA to migrant HHs, but for few of them material remittances like mobile, 

video and photo cameras, and others were recorded at ori gin . 

The most commonl y held assessment of remi ttances reveals that remittances brought 

a host of negati ve influences and to the rece ipts; they increased dependent relations, 

and are obstac les to deve lopment and progress in LDCs (Conway and Cohen, 1998). 

In addit ion, it is identi fied that, the flow of remi tta nces leads to econom ic and social 

dependency of migrant households at ori gin (Ephrem, 20 I 0). Simi larl y, thi s study is 

fo und that in add ition to soc ial and economic dependency, the fl ow of large amount of 

remi ttances reduced learning and wo rk ing in terest of most youths, brought conflict 

among famil y members and others at origi n. 
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The remittance offers the greatest potenti al for th e accumulation of capital fo r 

investment in productive in frastructure, for consum ptions, housing, and immediate 

needs in sending community (Kearney, 1986). The positive influences of remittances 

to improve the material we lfare offamily members left behind (IOF, 20 10). Families 

with migrants tend to be better nourished and are more li ke ly to send ch ildren to 

schoo l. Here remittances may also help fa milies to diversify sources of income, and it 

also have mUltiplier effects, since they will mostl y be spent on goods and se rvices 

suppli ed by others in the community and so benefit the local economy at ori gin . 

Subsist agricultural act ivities, involve in various businesses li ke gett ing in vest on 

hotel s, restaurant and transportation se rvices, for clothing, housi ng and others are 

some roles of rem ittance (Ephrem. 20 I 0) . This study also found that covering 

different costs, paying tithe and other offer ing to church, help relatives and desti tute, 

send other migrants and built better houses were among the major purposes of 

remittances for migrant households, so as they improved their livelihoods at ori gin. 

Accord ing to Bilsborrow's (200 I) explanation, in undeve loped areas spec ifica ll y rural 

areas, the pop ul ation has access to few ' mode rn ' amenities especially in most low 

income countri es, such as poor hous ing conditions, lack of transport servi ces, few and 

incomplete schools, absent of hea lth centres and others except for few wea lthy 

minorities. He further revea led that, in a place, where the above faci lities exist and 

remitted money, the life of the remaining HHs gets improved, and em igrat ion wou ld 

be taken as a va lue added. The reverse is also more useful in that the rem itted money 

of out-migrant contributes to the fulfilling of all the ameniti es, which was an age·o ld 

quest of the households of the migrant. However, most households of Hadiya 

migrants had poor hous ing and clothing conditions, which has grad uall y improved 

due to the remitted money that later brought a pos iti ve impact on migrant HH s 

(Ephrem, 20 10. Similarly, thi s study fo und that most migrant households living 

conditi ons and live lihoods are improved due to large amount of the remittances at 

pl aces ori gin . 
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2.6 Impacts of Migration 

There are two arguments whether or not migration is benefic ial or harmful fo r migrant 

households li ving conditions in diffe rent aspects. 

2.6.1 The Positive Views of the Impacts of Migration 

Different studies maintain the positive role of migration in improv ing li ve lihoods and 

reduc ing poverty (see figure 2.1). Migration is considered as one of the li ve lihood 

strategies that ru ra l households pursue (de Haan, 1999; Skeldon, 2002). They argued 

that, migrants are bel ieved to employ their newly acquired progress ive ideas, va lues, 

skill s and income to bring about in vestment in land, purchase of cash inputs to 

agriculture res ul ting in better cultivation practices and hi gher yields, investment in 

agricultu re implements or machines, investment in educati on and non- farm income to 

be generated. Accord ing to Ell is ' s (2003) view, moving out of poverty is a cumulative 

process and often achieved in sequence from small er income to hi gher income. The 

remittances obta ined from migrat ion therefore can play an important role in sustai ning 

such cumulati ve processes. Remittance can help fam il ies to meet their basic needs­

buy foods. 

Advocators of the migration-li ve lihood model argue that migration can benefit poor 

people, poor communities and deve loping countries . In their view, for individua ls and 

their fam il ies, migration can he lp them to increase their income, lea rn new ski lls, 

improve th eir socia l status, build up assets and improve their quali ty of li fe (de Haan, 

1999; Elli s, 2003). Migrants prov ide vital financial support for thei r fami lies; 

migration could also improve the we ll-being of those left behind, so that financial 

remittances are essential for improving the live lihood of mi llions of people in less 

deve loped countries (IDF, 20 I 0). 

2.6.2 The Negative Views of the Impacts of Migration 

Different scholars have argued against the pos iti ve ro les of migration. "The 

pess imistic arguments about migrat ion are quite often fo und, on closer inspecti on, to 

be based on misunderstanding about li ve lihood strategies or failure to take into 

account cumulat ive and spread effects of remi ttance income" (E lli s, 2003). For these 
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groups, migration is percei ved as a process of labour extraction that results in decl ine 

of agricultural producti vity, including food production. For them, the gains from 

labour mobili ty benefit the better off because the poor do not migrate due to the 

transaction costs of migrating. L ikewise, thi s study found that migration to RSA due 

to its high costs to cover transportation services, very poor people are unable to cover 

the costs (currently 34000-80000ETB) compared with internal migrati on-in which 

mayor may not needs much higher costs to migrating. 

Figure 2.1 Positive Links between Migration and Improving Livelihoods 

Mi ration 

ASSETS 
RI SKS 

ReduclIlg 
SEASO NALITY 

Poverty 
VULNERABILITY 

SOllrce: Adapted/rom Ellis, 2003 
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Figure 2.2 Diagrammatical Representation of Directions of Air night & Trip on 

Ground from Ethiopia (study area) to RSA, Midd le East and Sudan 
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CHAPTER THREE: RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Research Design and Selection of the Study Area 

The migrated, migrating and ready or trying to migrate to the RSA and other countries 

status for the people in Hadiya Zone is relatively similar. Due to time and financial 

constraints, it is imposs ible to identify migrant background, to investigate process of 

migration to the RSA and its benefits for migrant HH s for all Woredas of the Hadiya 

Zone. Therefore, Gombora Woreda was se lected purposively as a study area; this is 

because it estimated to be large numbers of people are migrated, and the researcher's 

familiarity to the area, which make things easier during data co llection and others that 

needed in the study. 

After identification of study area (Woreda) , field observations and preliminary field 

survey were carried out in the woreda for one week during wh ich I observed 

magnitudes of migrated, migrating, ready and trying to migrate. In addition, I 

con tacted the woreda administrator and other concerned bodies in the Woreda, and 

discussed about the issue with them, then they were okay. Therefore, the 

administrator promised to collect the whole migrants (both internal and internationa l) 

data from each kebeles of the Woreda within one week, and he distributed the 

prepared format for thi s purpose by the researcher on wh ich legal letters attached for 

all twenty-three kebeles including Habicho Town Growing Municipality. Thi s was 

mainly due to his interests to conduct study on the current issue of the area. After one­

week letter distribution, all kebele's ad min istrators or managers brought migrant 

statistics from each kebele, which comprised name of migrant, age, sex, marital status, 

date of migration, place of migration, date of return and the like. The statistics 

provided appropriate background of the migrants. Then I started to observe the 

migrant status of the Woreda from the co llected data. When I observed the condition 

was surprising and unexpected event. The types of migration are both internal and 

international. The internal one was mainly from rural- urban than rura l-rural , the 

condition was higher for Weina Dega (rural-urban) and Kolla (rural-rural) agro­

cl imatic zones. The internat iona l one was on the othe r hand, mainly to the RSA, 

Middle East and Sudan. The number of international migrants is greater than that of 

internal migrants in the Woreda (see Table 4.2). The status of international migrants 
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was different for Weina Dega and Kolla kebeles; hence, the number of migrants was 

higher for Weina Dega kebeles. Almost all migrants to the RSA were males and 

Middle East fema les, but the condition diffe r for Sudan-in which the number 

approx imate ly equal fo r males and females. From all kebeles of the Woreda the 

number of migrants is larger in Me/wi Ghana (Weina Dega), and small in Andegna 

Ole (Kolla) kebele when compared with other kebeles of the Woreda. Therefore, these 

two kebeles we re se lected purposive ly as research sites . These al l processes were 

done before starting the actual work- that made things easy for further investigation. 

Fo ll owing se lection of the spec ifi c area, I started to observe the status of migrant 

households in some kebeles inc luding the site kebeles for one week in which I 

co llected different informat ion from rural households including migrant HHs in an 

informal way. For some kebeles, I, the researcher, was fami liar with most migrant and 

non-migrant HHs, for example, Me/wi Ghana kebele, where I was born. So as it made 

me to know the conditions occurring upon migrant HHs, and the general background 

of migra nts without any doubt at places of origin before migrat ion. However, the 

information about migrants was obtained from their households at origin. 

I communicated with different experts in Hadiya Zone, GOll1bora Woreda and the site 

kebeles to get different ev idences that collected before, which related with the study. I 

could not get any documented materia ls about migration to the RSA, Middle East and 

Sudan, but I have different information fro m officers and experts about background of 

migrants; migrat ion processes and its ro les for the migrant HHs at places of origin . 

After things were relatively faci litated, I entered into the actual work, firstly, 

identifying the subjects of the study. Sample se lection was app li ed based on the 

number of migrants and their households in the site kebeles. The total numbers of 

migrants to RSA from Ghana were 180; all are ma les, from the 120 migrant 

households, of which 36 of them were the subject of the study. From Ole kebele 80 

people were migrated, a ll are males, from the 60 migrant households, of wh ich 18 of 

them were chosen as subjects. Thus, the subjects or respondents were heads of 

households in thi s st udy, here ; not onl y fathers or mothers, but brothers, sons, and 

others were head of households during household survey. The total respondents from 

the two kebeles were 54. The population of the study were 180 migrant HH s, and the 
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sample selected from this population was using simple random sampling techniques 

(lottery method) in which 30% used by the researcher. The sample was small due to 

the condition similar to all migrant HHs at places of origin. During survey time all 54 

respondents were inc luded under questionnaire survey, chanci ly no one was absent. 

Finally, 54 respondents, and 21 individuals, tota lly 75 individuals were involved 

during data co llection. 

Table 3.1 Summary of the Sample Selection Process from Zone to Househo ld 

Zone Woredas SW TKSW SKs NGs NHN NMN SMN NMs M,' 
s Hs Hs 

Hadiya Eleven Gomboa 23 MG 10 413 120 54 180 76 

AO II 778 60 80 28 
Source: Hlld(vlI ZOlle, Gombora Woredll, MG 111/11 AO Kebele A dmillistrative Offices, 2011 

HilllloAbbrevialiolls ill Table 3.1: 
SW= selected woreda 

SKs= selected kebeles 

TKSW= total kebele of selected woreda 

NGs= number of golts 

NHHs= number of households NMHHs= number of migrant households 

SMHHs= se lected migra nt househo lds NMs= number of migrants 

Ms = migrants 

The figure is relati ve ly representative of the total population due to the conditions for 

most migrant HHs are similar in relation to migrant backgrounds, process of 

migration, and benefits or role of migrat ion in supporting the livel ihoods of migrant 

HHs and returnees at origin. Thi s does not mean that all conditions were exactly 

simi lar in all migrant households in site kebeles, but relatively similar status of 

migrant backgrounds, process of migration and its role in supporting the live li hoods 

of households at origin. 

Due to time and financial constraints, thi s study did not consider the mi grant ' s socio­

econom ic status at destination, but attempt was made to get some information that 

was not in detail. In order to see the backgrounds of migrants the researcher used 

migrant HHs to obtain information-in which more exposed groups were identified . To 

in vestigate the process of migration to the RSA data obta ined from migrant HHs and 

returnees at origin, main ly to identify the requirements and how they are succeeded 

before migration, push (forced) -pull (attracted) factors the attent ion of people to 
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migrate. In addition, benefits of migration-in which the responsible person for, how 

they are gett in g, purposes of the remitted money; and the attitudes of HHs and other 

informants towards migration at origin identified. To this end, two kebeles were 

se lected purposively, among 23 kebeles of the Woreda including Habicho 

Municipality. Each kebele has distinct features in terms of agro-eco logy, land holding 

size, population size and density, distance from Zonal Town Hosanna, migrant and 

their family stati sti cs, etc, but the migrant background, process and benefits of 

migration relatively similar with some restrictions . 

To admin ister the household survey (questionnaire), I employed three enumerators for 

each kebele and a total six, and then the researcher close ly superv ised them during the 

process. They are working at government sectors, mainly teachers and development 

agents in the site kebeles. I trained them on the topic of the study and how to handle 

and order the data. Familiarity and knowledge about the topic and study area was 

considered during se lection of the enumerators. 

Finally, I employed different indiv iduals (key informants) to get additiona l 

information about migration to RSA based on the context of the study. Therefore, 

experts from Hadiya Zone Labour and Soc ial Affai r, Education, Road Transport 

departments, and Hosanna Town Municipa lity; GOll1bora Woreda Admin ist rative, 

Ed ucat ion, ARD offices, and Habicho Town Municipa lity; church leaders, non­

migrant families (elders and destitute), schoo l principals, students, returnees, deported 

migrants, and few migrants at destination. 

3.2 Types and Sources of Data 

Relevant information or data obta ined fro m both primary and secondary sources. The 

primary sources were gathered through household su rvey, interview, focus group 

discussions and field observati on. Secondary data were co ll ected from li terat ures 

(both published and unpublished) to supplement the primary data. 
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3.3 Methods of Data Collection 

There is no fixed rule to choice the methods to co llect data. Instead, the choice should 

depend on the purpose of the research at hand, and considered the availability of time, 

finance and other resources for a given study (Wold ie, 2007). Di ffe rent research 

techniques were implemented in migrat ion studies. Migration is often considered a 

quantifiable event which can be described using statistics on numbers of peop le who 

move, where to and from where Kothari (2000). He also stated that migration is also a 

cu[tural and soc ial event that articulates unequal soc ial and power re lations, and 

figures do not necessa rily provide analysi s of reasons for mov ing or stay ing, dec ision­

mak ing process, and other socia l networks . On the other hand, migrat ion is considered 

a qualitative event that can be assessed through li fe hi stories of migrants, 

interviewing, focus group di scuss ions and observation which emphasis the 

invest igation of particular socia l phenomenon and tend to prov ide va[uable detail 

about a small number of cases. The combinati on of qualitative and quantitative 

research methods was provided a more holist ic account of mobility and its impact on 

the livelihoods of households (Kothari , 2000). I used both qualitati ve and quantitative 

research methods to co ll ect data. Qualitative methods are key informants, in-depth 

interview, focus group di scuss ions, observat ions, life hi story narrati ves. These 

methods give the chance to obtain a deeper understanding of people 's experi ence, 

op inions, knowledge, beliefs, needs, constraints and traditions. Moreover, they helped 

to obtain a detail understanding of the existing realities of the households (Degefa, 

2005). To this end, I emp loyed key informant interviews, focus group discuss ions, 

fi eld observat ions and household su rvey. 

3.3.1 Individual Interview 

It is often used as a method of generating data for understanding people ' s knowledge, 

experiences, op ini ons, be li efs, needs, perceptions, and constra ints. It can be 

categor ized as structured, sem i-structured or unstructured in their settings (Robson, 

1993). I employed key informant interview (semi-structured) and returnees (structured 

interview) using top ics prepared to answer questions [ike, who do migrate, process of 

migration to RSA (preconditions. reasons and cha llenges of migration), benefits of 
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migration for migrant households and how it supports their livelihoods at ori gin , and 

attitudes towards migration. Semi-structure interview or interview guideline was 

orga ni zed fo r key informants like experts, appointee, households, returnees, and other 

concerned bodies mainly in the context of the study (see Append ix V). Structured 

interview was prepared for returnees mainly at Hosanna (see Append ix IV). To thi s 

end; twe lve key informants, four returnees, two migrants, one non-migrant, one 

church leader and one student, totally 21 individuals were interviewed, in all cases the 

se lect ion was undertaken purposively. 

Six key informants or individuals from different offices were interviewed at places of 

origin, where they are worki ng. To this end, interview guidelines were adm ini stered at 

origin (see Appendix I). 

Three key informants in each kebele and a total six were interv iewed at place of 

origin . To this end, interviews were administered for migrant households at place of 

or igin using the interview guide lines (see Appendix II). 

Interviews were also conducted with returnees at place of origin (Hosanna) using the 

general interview guidelines (see Appendix IV). Here, four returnees were 

interviewed at origin (Hosanna) ; finally, for two migrants and the rest three concerned 

bodies also interview guide lines were administered. The se lection of indiv idual was 

made purposively. 

Triangulations were used to make the data more credib le and va lid, crosschecking 

information from different concerned bodies. To triangulate the information that 

co ll ected from different directions, I interviewed different indi vid uals using the 

interview guide lines (see Append ix V). Interviewees included under this particular 

study were kebele admin istrators, non-migrants (elders and dest itute), church leaders, 

students, returnees, migrants, School Principals, In fo rmal Money Transfe r Agents, 

Lawyer and Returnee ; Admin istrati ve, Agricultural and Rural Development, 

Education, Labour and Soc ial Affairs, Road and Transport Offices or Departments, 

and Mun icipa lity Managers. 
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3.3.2 Focus Group Discussion 

Focus group di scussion is mak ing group interaction, which enables the parti cipa nts 

get a chance to di scuss each other's idea and share thei r information in relation with 

the intended objectives (Wold ie, 2007). By employ ing thi s method, I explored the 

issues, which are not handled through indi vidual interviews. To identi fy the issues 

that are not attended through individual intervi ew, I organi zed FGDs in Ghana and 

Ole kebeles households, and returnees at Hosanna using FGDs guidelines (see 

Appendix V). Two FGDs for Ghana and one FG Ds fo r Ole kebeles were employed 

fo r migrant HHs at origin . One FGD at Hosanna fo r returnees was conducted; hence, 

a total fi ve FG Ds were conducted. It was effecti vely done with HHs and returnees. 

The questions for di scussion were prepared by the researcher focusing on some 

general backgrounds of migrants and their HHs, process (preconditions, reasons and 

chall enges) of migration, and its benefit s or role in supporting the li ve lihoods of 

migrant households and returnees at the ori gin . 

3.3.3 Observation 

It is vi tal ro le in prov iding fi rst hand information and enables in-depth opin ions into 

the issue under investi gation if it is critica lly observed and recorded (Degefa, 2005). 

Therefore, I employed observation to identify the li ving, housing, type of work, and 

other conditions of migrant households and returnees with comparing their lifestyle 

before and after migration, and other non-migrant lifestyles in their surroundi ngs at 

ori gin. 

3.3.4 Household Survey 

Structu red questionna ire survey was administered for migrant households at place of 

origin (G hana and Ole kebeles) to gather quantitati ve data to supplement the 

qualitative data (see Appendix III ). During household su rvey, 36 from Ghana and 18 

from Ole, and a total 54 migrant households or respondents were participated. The 

questionnaire survey tried to address the genera l backgrounds, economic backgrounds 

of MHHs, process and benefi ts of migration. Gene ral bac kground quest ionnaires 
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inc lude demographic and socio-economic fea tu res of HHH s and their migrants, and 

economic bac kgrounds of MHHs (land holding size, type of crops that produ ce, 

income status per year, type of livestock and how remi ttances support li ve lihoods) . 

Therefore, all information about migrants is obtained from their head of households at 

ori gin . Processes of migration questionnaires include precondition activ iti es fo r 

migration. reasons for migration and challenges of migrati on for migrant households. 

Finall y, benefits of migration questionnaires include the responsible person fo r the 

remittance, how often, way of gett ing and amount of remi tted, pu rposes of 

remittances for migrant households and the attitudes of migrant households towards 

migration. 

3.5 Methods of Data Analysis 

Data col lected through the ass igned instruments will not be va lued, unless it wi ll be 

coded, stored, transcri bed, interpreted, and analyzed (Wold ie, 2007). I organized and 

transcri bed the data collected from primary sources by using interviews, focus group 

discuss ions, field observat ion and household survey quest ionnaires. 

The frequency distribution and percentage are employed to analyze the quantitati ve 

data and its findings crosschecked with the qualitative data. Attempts are made to 

analyze each quest ion separately, bu t some quest ions analyzed common ly for both 

kebeles, th is was because of sim ilarity of answers from respondents du ring data 

co llecti on. Finally, by using the two data analys is methods the researcher reached to 

conclude the stud y. 

, ". 
L 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

BACKGROUND OFTHE STUDY AREA 

In thi s section, an attempt was made to present a detail explanation about the location, 

hi storical, demographic, climat ic and soc io-economic profiles of the study area. 

4.1 Gombora Woreda 

Gombora Woreda is one of the eleven Woreda.\· including Hosanna City 

Administrative, found in Hadiya Zone, SNNPR in the Southwest central part of 

Ethiopia. It is at a di stance of260km fro m Addis Ababa in the South, 228km from the 

Regional City, Hawassa, in the Northeast, and 28km from the Zonal Town, Hosanna, 

in the West. It was established in 2007 and Habicho become the Centre of the 

Woreda. It comprises 22 rural kebeles and Habicho Mun icipality . It shares boundar ies 

with SOl'O Woreda in the South and Southwest, Lemo Woreda in the East, Misha 

Woreda in the Northeast, Gibe Woreda in the North, Gibe (Omo) River in the West 

and Yem Especial Woreda in the No rthwest. Its total area is approx imately 45,795 

hectare. 

According to CSA (2007), the total popu lation est imated to be 93, 141 , of which ma les 

and fema les constitute 46,624 and 46,5 17 respectively. However, the 20 I 0 stati stica l 

figure of G WFEDO shows that the total population estimated to be 103,5 I 7, of wh ich 

males and fem ales const itute 50,723 and 52,794, respect ively, fema les constitute 

51 %. The popul ation density is estimated to be 345 persons per kilometre square. The 

condition is 593.1 for Ghana (Weina Dega) and 349.5 for Ole (Ko lla) persons per 

ki lometre squares. 

The average famil y size of the households is five, and total households are 10690, of 

which male 93 19 and female 1371 (GWTABO, 2010/ 11). Above 94% of the total 

population of the Wo reda are affil iated to protestant rei igion. About 90% of the tota l 

population of the Woreda belongs to Hadiyya ethnic group. Almost all people of the 

Woreda are Hadiyyegna language speakers, and the people who are working in 

di ffe rent sectors incl uding NGOs of the woreda speak Amharic language rare ly. 
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Weina Dega (55.5%) and Kolla (45 .5%) of Ethiop ia characte rize the Woreda. The 

topograph ic feature of the Woreda is mainly characterized by plain (GWARDO, 

20 I 0/ 11). 

Similar with the other rural areas of the country, the Woreda economy mainly 

depends on agri cul ture (both crop and livestock productions) with traditiona l farming 

system. Next to agriculture, petty trade is also a common li ve lihood strategy for the 

people in the Woreda. Bee keeping and currently migration is exercising by 

households in the Woreda. Crop productions like wheat, tejJ, maize, sorghum, enset, 

potato, coffee, suga r cane etc are common in the Woreda. TeJJand coffee are most of 

the time used as a source of cash crop, while wheat, maize, sorghum and enset are 

used as both source of food and cash crop. The production of enset, such as koeho and 

other types are the major source of food to the people of the Woreda mai nly for the 

Weina Dega, maize and sorghum fo r Kalla (GW ARDO, 20 I 0/ 11). 

TeJJis producing in all kebeles of the Wareda. but its quality, quantity and price are 

different for Kolla and Weina Dega kebeles in terms of income earning to the 

producers. The quality, quantity and price of teJJare much higher for Kalla producers 

than Weina Dega. As a resu lt, feJJ is the major source of cash crop for the people in 

Kalla. Hence, the Wareda is one of the leading producer and supp li er Woredas of 

Neeh teJJin Hadiya Zone (GWARDO, 20 I 0/ 11 ). 

Livestock production includes cow, ox, goat, sheep, donkey, mule and horse. The 

number and type of li vestock is different in Kalla and Weina Dega kebeles. The 

number of livestock is higher for Kolla HHs than Weina Dega. Cow, ox, sheep, horse 

and donkey are mainly in Weina Dega, while cow, ox, goat, mule and donkey are in 

Kalla. The Wareda is one of the hi gh catt le population Waredas of the Zone, about 

the total income of 14,85 8,530 and 5,6 14,062 ETB from crop and livestock 

productions, respect ively (Government of Ethiopia, 2007). 

Petty trade by using their own and animals (mule, donkey and horse) effort is 

im portant li ve lihoods strategy for majority of the people in the Wareda. but recent ly 

they are usi ng transportation services like Isuzu ca rs thanks to migration to the RSA. 
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The trade is mainly occurring at a distance between 3 to 25 kilometres in th e Woreda 

and between 24 to 48 kilometres out of the Woreda. 

In addition, bee keeping, mainly the traditional one, is another economic activity for 

few numbers of people or households in the Woreda, but recently few households are 

practicing the modern bee-keeping technology. The Woreda is also the leading 

producer and supplier of charcoal for urban centres in the Zone and other 

neighbouring Zones and Woredas so that large number of rural households is engaged 

in charcoal production (GW ARDO, 20 I 0/ 11 ). 

In terms of social services, paved road , which connect the Woreda with the Zonal 

town Hosanna and one high school construction at Habicho, is on progress. Due to 

large amount of remittances from the RSA, Habicho town is currently expanding in 

rapid manner. Residences and other constructions mainly by migrant households, 

returnees and others are increasing in the town than usual to open other job 

opportuni ties for others. In add ition, the Woreda access to electricity and 

transportation services (HTM, 20 II). In relation with the health service, it consists 23 

Tena Kelas or health posts in each kebele and four health centres. 

With regard to education, the Woreda comprises 25 primary schools, one high school 

and 19 non-formal education centres. The number of students is decreasing for five 

consecutive years in the Woreda and one primary school (see Table, 4.1). Suggest ions 

indicated that, the main reason for this unexpected event in the area is the powerful 

information fro m the RSA, Middle East and Sudan that is disturbing the learning 

interest of youths in the area. 

Table 4.1 Student Data of Gombora Woreda and Shelela Primary School 2007- 11 

Academic Gombora Woreda Shelela Primary School 
Years M F T M F T 
2007 10964 9772 20736 855 726 1581 
2008 10682 10056 20738 716 650 1366 
2009 9963 9685 19648 630 618 1248 
2010 10020 9567 19587 586 517 1103 
2011 10030 10022 20052 557 445 1002 

Source: Gombora Woreda Education Office and Sheleta Prill/{//)' School, 2011 
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On the other hand, curren tl y migration is becoming one of the unexpected event 

which pursued by large number of people in the Woreda. Interna l migration is 

common for the majority of the people in the Woreda before, but cu rrentl y 

internat ional migration pursued by large number of households of the Woreda. The 

interna l migrat ion inc ludes to rura l-rural (Mareko, Dawuro, Yem, Kefa, Libido, Koshe, 

Meki, Wonji, other Woredas in the zone etc) and rural-urban (Hosanna, Addis Ababa, 

Halliassa. Shashemene. Zill'ai, Nazareth etc) by few and large number of people, 

respective ly (GWAO, 20 10/ 11). This type of migrat ion is pursued main ly as a cop ing 

strategy by which migrants cover differen t costs and feed their famil y members in an 

inadeq uate manner by using different fo rms like seasona l, circular and temporary 

migrations instead of support ing or transform ing their livelihoods at or igin . 

The international includes mobility to South Africa (mainly males); Middle East; 

Dubai, Bei rut, Kuwa it and Saudi Arab ia (ma inl y females); Sudan-Ju bbah (common 

for males and females); and others like USA from the Woreda. Suggestions indicated 

that, in th is case, people pursued migrat ion as an adaptive strategy main ly by using 

temporary, return and permanent form s of migrat ion. Support the ex isting livelihoods 

of households through covering diffe rent costs, to transform the li vi ng conditions of 

migrants and the ir fa milies, to invest in different sectors, to save large amo unt of 

capital, to be wealthy, to get better or add itional income, to fulfil other facilities and 

the like are rol es of th is type of migrat ion (GWARDO, 20 10/ 11 ). 

Accord ing to the 20 I 0111 statistica l figure of the WOl'eda Ad ministrative Office, the 

total migrants are estimated to be 3293, of which 2568 (78.0%) and 725 (22.0%) 

represents males and females respectively. Number of migrants based on place of 

migration stated as 2654 (80.6%), 545 ( 16.6%) and 94(2.8%) represent internationa l, 

internal and deported respect ively. Table 4.2 shows the number of migrants and 

places of migration from Gombora Woreda, Ghana and Ole Kebeles. 

4.1.1 Mehal Ghana Kebele 

Mehal Ghana Kebele is one of the twe nty-two kebeles found in GOII/bora Woreda. It 

is situated at a di stance of 18km from the Zonal Town Hosanna in the West, and 
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10km from the Woreda Centre Habicho in the East. The tota l area size of the kebele is 

670 hectare (constitute 1.46% of the total area of the Woreda) , and it comprises 10 

Budens or GOIIS (MGKAO, 20 I 0111). 

The total population of the kebe le is estimated to be 35 59 (constitute 3.4% of the total 

population of the Woreda) , of which 1830 are fema les, with its populat ion density 

approximate ly 593. 1 persons per square kilometres. The average fam ily size of the 

kebele is five. It consists of 41 3 households, of which 51 are females (GWTABO, 

20 I 0111). The kebele is categorized under the Weina Dega agro-climatic zones. The 

topographic feature of the kebele is characterized by plain (GWARDO, 20 I 011 1). 

Agricu lture (both crop and li vestock productions) and petty trade are taken the major 

part of the economy of the people. Crop productions I ike wheat, tejJ, maize, enset, 

potato and barley in small amount. TeJJi s mainly used as a cash crop to the people, 

while, wheat and enset are used as both source of food and cash crop. In terms of 

quality, quantity and price of teJJis very low when compared with other Kolla kebeles 

I ike Ole. The enset productions are the major source of food to the people of the 

kebele (GWARDO, 2010/ 11 ). 

Li vestock production includes cow, ox, sheep, donkey, horse and mule. Bee keeping 

is another econom ic activity for few number people or households in the kebele both 

modern and traditional, but ma inly traditional. Petty trade by using their own and 

an imals effort is one of the li ve lihood strategies for majority of the people in the 

kebele. The trade is mainly occurring at a di stance between 3 to 25 kilometres and 

they are earning ve ry small amount of income. In terms of se rvices, it has one non­

governmental hea lth centre and one government Primary ISland 2"d Cyc le School and 

three non-formal education centres (MGKAO, 20 10/ 11). 

In addition, large number of people pursues internal migration, but currently some 

households are pursuing international migration as a supporti ve livelihood strategy 

and beyond that in the kebele. The rate of migrati on or migrants is higher compared 

with other kebe les in the Worecla. The internal migration includes to rural-rural 

(Mareko. Dawuro, Bonosha and others), and rura l-urban (Hossana, Addis Ababa, 

Awassa, Nazareth and Shashelllene) by few and large number of people, respect ively. 
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This type of migration is pursued main ly as a coping strategy-in wh ich migrants to 

su rvi ve their family members in insufficient manner by using diffe rent forms like 

seasonal, circular and temporary migrat ions, main ly circu lar one. The internat ional 

migration includes to South Africa (mainly males); Middle East; Dubai, Beirut, 

Kuwait and Saudi Arab ia (mainly females) and Sudan-Jubbah (common for males and 

females) from the kebele. According to the Kebe/e administrator, people pursued thi s 

type of migration as an adaptive strategy mainly by lIsing temporary (at an average 2-

3 years) form of migration . He explained that, the main purpose of thi s type of 

migration is to transform the living cond itions of migrants and their families, to in vest 

in different sectors, save large amount of capital , to be wealthy and the like. 

Therefore, it is a good opportunity to us, because it brought changes in the lives of 

migrant households, even some of them transformed. 

The 2010/ 11 statistical figure of the kebele administrative office indicated that the 

total migrants estimated to be 383 (const itu te 11.6% of the total migrants of the 

Woreda), of wh ich 263 (68.7%) and 120 (31.3%) represents males and females, 

respectively. Migrant numbers based on place of mi gration stated as 267 (69.7%), 98 

(25.6%) and 18 (4.7%) represent international , internal and deported , respectively (see 

Table 4.2). 

4.1.2 Andegna Ole Kebele 

It is one of the twenty-two kebeles found in Gombora Woreda. It is situated at a 

distance of 48km from the Zonal Town Hosanna in the Southwest and 20km from the 

Woreda Centre Habicho in the Southwest. The total area size of the kebele is 1090 

hectare (const itute 2.4% of the total area of the Woreda) , and it comprises II Bl/dens 

or GO IIS (AOKAO, 20 I 0/ 11). 

The total populat ion of the kebele is est imated to be 38 10 (constitute 3.7% of the total 

populat ion of the Woreda), of which 1943 are fema les, with its population density 

approximately 349.5 persons per square kilometres. The ave rage fam ily size of the 

households in the kebele is five , with total households 778 (GWTABO, 20 I 0/ 11 ). The 
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kebe/e is categorized under the Kalla agro-cl imat ic zones. The topograph ic feature of 

the kebele is characterized by plain (GW ARDO, 20 I 0/ 11) . 

The economy activity of the peop le in the kebe/e mainl y depends on agr iculture (both 

crop and li vestock productions) using traditional ways of fa rming and producti on. 

Petty trade, bee keeping, and current ly migration (both interna l and in ternationa l) are 

other important li ve lihood strategies for the people (AOKAO, 2010/ 11). 

Crop productions li ke tejJ, maize, sorghum, and enset and potato in small amount are 

common in the kebele. Maize and sorghum are the major source of food to the people. 

In addit ion, enset production is used as a source of food for small number of people. 

Maize is producing in large amount, so as it used as a cash crop and sorghum is. 

The kebe/e is one of the leading producer and supplier kebeles of Neeh (white) teff in 

Hadiya Zone in general. It is used as a cash crop to the people and it earns high 

income. In terms of quality, quantity, and price (in market) it is much higher than that 

of producing by Ghana HHs. This is mainly because of the type of soi l, which is 

suitab le to produce this quality tejJ, and landholding size where large so as to able to 

produce large quantity than Ghana households do (GWARDO, 20 I 011 I). 

On the other hand, li vestock production includes cow, ox, goat, donkey and mule. The 

kebele is belongs to the lead ing cattle production kebe/es in the Wareda by which they 

are getting hi gh income from catt le productions. For example, butter, cheese, meat 

and others are ment ioned. Culturally to get ranking, most people are counting catt le is 

common compet ition in the kebe/e . Those who counted hundred al so are continuing to 

count thousand. Large landholding size, type of crop production and su itab le climatic 

condit ions are good opportuniti es for this production. In addition, bee keeping is 

another econom ic activity for few number people in the kebe/e . 

By using their own and animals effort, petty trade is important li ve lihoods strategy for 

majority of the people in the kebe/e. The trade is mainly occurring in two forms. One 

is in the loca l markets (arou nd the kebe/e), while the other is out of the kebe/e using 

their mules by trave lling at an average distance between 20 to 50 kil ometres. Trad ing 

neeh teffby using mule is the major identity of the people in the Zone in which they 
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are earning much higher income or profits compared with the people who are engaged 

in the same acti vity in the Woreda from Weina Dega agro-cl imatic zone like Ghana. 

The migration or migrant status of the kebele is different from that of Ghana. The 

number of migrants is low when compared with other kebeles in the Woreda, but the 

rate is increasing currentl y than before, Like Ghana households, they are pursuing 

both internal and international migration in which the number of international migrant 

preceded the in terna l one (see Table 4.2). 

The internal migration includes to rural-rural (Mareko, Dawuro, Libido, KeJa, Yem 

and other Woredas in the Zone) and rural-urban (Hosanna, Gimbichu, Addis Ababa) 

by large and few number of people, respectively. Th is type of migration is pursued 

mainly as a copi ng strategy both in summer and winter seasons; thi s is mainly because 

of the nature of fl ooding and too hot, respectivel y. Due to these events, households 

are migrating and return after months or severa l months in which migrants brought 

very small amount of income from destinati ons. According to the Kebele Manager 

suggestion, in most cases like lack of work regularly, diseases, etc some of them are 

compelled to come back without any income, but some of them were fed thei r fami ly 

members in an inadequate man ner by using seasonal and temporary fo rms of 

migration. 

In add ition, he revealed that, the international mi gration is current issues to our 

surrounding which includes to South Africa (mainly males); Midd le East; Dubai, and 

Saudi Arab ia (mainly females) and Sudan-Jubbah (common for males and females) 

from the kebele. In thi s case, people pursued migrat ion as an adaptive strategy main ly 

by using temporary or return fo rm of migrati on. The main purpose of thi s type of 

migrat ion in the kebele is to transform the liv ing cond itions of migrants and their 

families, to save large amount cap ital and the I ike (AOKAO, 20 I 0/ II). 

The 20 I 0/1 1 stati stical fi gure of the kebele admini strat ive office indicated that, the 

total migrants estimated to be 142 (const itute 4.3% of the total migrants of the 

Woreda), of which 121 (85.2%) and 21 (14.8%) represents males and fema les, 

respectively. Number of migrants based on place of migration stated as 98 (69.0%), 

43 (30.3%) and I (0 .7%) represent international, internal and deported, respect ive ly 

(see Table 4.2). 
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Table 4.2 Migrant Data of GOlllbol'a Woreda, Ghana and Ole Kebeles 

Source: GOII/bora Woreda, Glial/a al/d Ole Kebeles Admil/istrative Offlces, 2010111 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

BACKGROUND OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLDS AND 

MIGRANTS 

5.1 General Background of HHHs and Their Migrants 

To have a better understand ing about the process of migration to Republic of South 

Africa and its ro le in supporting the ex isting livelihoods of migrant househo lds and 

some returnees at places of origi n, it is essential to know the genera l background of 

migrants and their househo lds. These backgrounds include demograph ic. soc io­

economic, re ligious, and ethn ic gro up character istics of the head of households and 

their migrants. 

5.1.1 Demographic Characteristics 

The demographic characteristics refer to sex, age and marital status. Identify ing the sex, 

age and marital groups are important factors during migration process to distingui sh 

more exposed groups to migrate. 

5.1.1.1 Sex 

There were no female migrants recorded from migrant households in both kebeles to 

RSA, but there were from head of households in Ghana kebele . 

Table 5.1 Sex Distribution of Head of Households and The ir Migrants at Orig in 

Sex Head of households Migrants 
Ghana (n-36) Ole (n- \8) Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n- 28) 
Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 

Male 34 94.4 18 100 76 \00 28 100 
Female 2 5.6 - - - - - -

Source: Field Survey, 201/ 

As presented in Table 5.1 , out of the tota l respondents, 94.4% and 5.6% represent males 

and fe males were head of households respecti vely for Ghana, but no fema le head of 

households in Ole. Data of GWAO (2010/ 11) indicated that the total migrants to 
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Republic of South Afr ica are males, and the Middle East is females. FG Ds he ld with 

returnees, at Hosanna, a ll of them were males. According to their explanation, females 

are not encouraged to migrate to Republi c of South Africa. This is because the nature of 

work and other socia l conditions at destinati on, unlike Middle East-which is mainly 

common for fema les in which most of them are involving in housework. However, 

most Ethiopian migrants in RSA are engaged in trad ing like house-to-house, 

supermarket, hotel s, shops, etc. Until hav ing car, they are compelled to carry 20-30 kg 

materi als like blankets, pan, pillow, pillowcase, curtain, etc, and travel long di stances to 

sa le these materials. There upon, they supply these material s as a loan for the citizens 

and collect money at the end of each month, going to their customer' s residences 

frequentl y. During money co ll ection time, many migrants are faced with differe11l 

cha ll enges like sexual harassment, robbery, refuse to repay, and even death. In hi s 

work, Teshome (20 I 0) also discovered that the type of work ava ilable in the RSA as 

we ll as the difficulty of the journey, which on the average takes over two months, 

di scouraged females to migrate compared with males. Therefore, life and nature of 

work in the RSA for female migrants is not suitable. 

5.1.1.2 Age 

Household survey at origin indicated that majority of the respondent s, and migrants in 

both kebeles were between the age of 51-60 and 20-30 years respectively (see Table 

5.2). Out of the total respondents, 80.7% of migrants we re between ages of 20-30 years. 

Th is implies that most of the migrants from the households were youths-who are 

mainly producti ve ages, but those who were not migrated were nearly unproductive age 

groups i.e. 5 1-60 years. No migra nt was observed below 20 ages and above 50 ages in 

this study. Teshome's (20 10) finding confirms this result, in which majority of migrants 

were between 25-29 years. 

Table 5.2 Age Distr ibution of Migrants and The ir Head of Households at Origi n 

Age groups Head of households Migrants 
(in year) Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n-18) Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n - 28) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
20-30 - - - - 62 81.6 22 78.6 
31-40 - - - - 12 15.8 5 17.8 
41 -50 6 16.7 6 33.3 2 2.6 I 3.6 
51-60 22 61.1 9 50 - - - -
Above 61 8 22.2 3 16.7 - - - -
SOl/fee: F ield SUfvey, 2011 
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FGDs held in Ole, identified three reasons for youth migration from the study area. 

Firstl y, they are acti ve in adapting new ideas and skills; secondly, they wi ll be effecti ve 

in the work due to difficult nature of the work at dest ination; and thirdly, th ey have 

better res istance of the challenges during and after migrat ion than those of overage . 

This does not mean that there is no ad ul t migrant from the study area recoded. Some 

ad ult migra nts were recorded , for example, from Ghana 2 and Ole 1. This is because 

they do have money to cover costs, but there is no one active to this purpose from th eir 

famil y members. So they were forced to migrate due to competitions among families, 

relat ives, neigh bours and the like in their vill ages. Interview result revea led that most 

returnees at Hosanna were between 20-30 years. Studies that were conducted in Ma li , 

Bangladesh and Eth iopia by the Institute of Development Studies found that, the most 

migratory groups were yo uths (de Haan et aI. , 2000). Therefore, it is poss ible to 

conclude that youths are the more exposed groups to migrate to Repub li c of South 

Africa than adults do. 

5, \.1.3 Marital Status 

Marital status is one of the factors that considered during migration process mainly in 

terms of responsibi li ty. 

Table 5.3 Marital Status of Heads of Households and Their Migrants at Origi n 

Marital Head of households Migrants 
status Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n= 18) Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n=28) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Single 7 19.4 2 I I. I 57 75 19 67.9 
Marri ed 26 72.2 15 83.3 18 23.7 9 32.1 
Widowed 3 8.4 I 5.6 I 1.3 - -

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

From the above Table 5.3, it is poss ib le to say that majority of the heads of households 

and their migrants were representing married and single respect ivel y. Thi s is mainly 

because of respons ibility for married in whi ch small number migrated. Wo ldie (2007), 

work on seasonal migration , identified that fami ly responsibili ty does not allow the 

marri ed to migrate. Sim i larJy, Teshome (20 I 0) fo und that majority migra nts of RSA 

were single or unmarri ed. Therefo re, single were the more exposed group to migrate 

than married that we re mainly heads of households. 
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5.1.2 Socio-economic Characteristics 

Under this section, an attempt was made to present the socio-economic features of head 

of households and their migrants mainly education, occupation , and position status in 

the family . 

5.1.2.1 Education 

It is one of the important indicators of mi gra nt households and their migrants 

backgrounds at orig in . Knowing the educati on status of head of households and 

migrants is helps to identify the exposed groups to migrate. 

Table 5.4 Education Status of Head of Households and Their Migrants at Origin 

Education Head of households Migrants 
status Ghana (n=36) Ole (n- 18) Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n- 28) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Illiterate 12 33.3 10 55.6 - - - -
Read & 18 50.0 4 22.2 14 18.4 18 64.3 
write 
Secondary 4 I I. I 4 22.2 62 81.6 9 32. I 

education 
Certificate 2 5.6 - - - - I 3.6 
& above 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

The large numbers of migrants were atta ined secondary education levels and able to 

read and write. However, the condit ion was not similar for the two kebeles. For 

example, in Ghana 81.6% migrants represe nt secondary education; whil e in Ole 64.3% 

migrants can read and write (see Table 5.4). It is poss ible to say that migrants from 

Ghana we re educated than Ole. FGDs held in Ghana revea led that the land holding 

sizes for the two kebeles are not similar; it is large for Ole than FGDs held kebele. The 

people in Ghana have taken education as an opt ion than that of large size landholder. 

Teshome's (20 I 0) study indicated that 95% of migrants were literate, 51 % completed 

secondary educati on, followed by primary education. To deduce thi s, literate were 

a llowed to migrate than that of illiterate. 

Accordi ng to household su rvey at origi n, in both kebeles, majority of the respo nde nts 

were under the educat ion leve ls of illiterate. and read and write (see Table 5.4). The 

condition is not sim ilar for both kebeles. In Ghana, 50% represent read and write, 
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whereas 55.6% represent illiterate for Ole. FGDs in Ole, confirm that, the reason for 

large number of illiteracy is lack of rel evant civili zat ion and access to learn past time. 

Unlike, today. there were no educat ion institutions in their surroundings. 

5.1.2.2 Occupation 

Mixed fanning is important economic activity for most of rural people in Ethiopia. 

Majority of the respondents were fanners and traders in both kebeles before migration; 

few were engaged in other activities (see Table, 5.5). Out of the respondents, 75% and 

39% represent farmers and traders respective ly in Ghana kebele. The condit ion for Ole 

kebele respondents were different, in which 72.2% farmers and 66.7% traders. Ole HHs 

were engaged in trade when compared with Ghana HHs, this might be the production of 

Nech TejJ, which is high in quality, in quan tity, and in price. For example, from the 

total economic activities of the Woreda, agricu lture, li vestock production, and others 

constitute 71 %, 21 % and 8% respectively (GWARDO, 20 II). Therefore, farming is the 

major occupation in which most migrant households engaged at places of origin . 

Table 5.5 Occupation Status of Head of Househo lds and Their Migrants at Ori gin 
(M ultip le responses is possible) 

Head of househotds Migrants 
Occupation Ghal1a (11 - 36) Ole (11- 18) Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n- 28) 

status before Freq % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
migration 
Farmer 27 75 13 72.2 21 27.6 15 53.6 
Trader 14 39 12 66.7 19 25 17 60. 7 
Gov't 3 8.3 I 5.6 2 7.1 - -
worker 
Student - - - - 52 68.4 19 67 .9 
Preacher I 2.8 - - I 1.3 - -
Unemployed - - - - 3 1 40.9 7 25 

Source: Field Survey, 20 II 

Household survey at origin revea led that majority migrant' s occupation status before 

migration at origin were students, 68.4% in Ghana and 67.9% for Ole kebeles, also 

other occupations observed before migrat ion (see Table 5.5 ). According to student's 

data of Hadiya Zone Education Department, Gall/bora Wo reda Education offi ce, and 

She/ela Primary school (2010/ 11) at or igin, the number of students is unexpected ly 

decreasing from 2007-20 I 0111. Interv iewed expe rts poi nted out the reason fo r thi s. the 

influential or powerfu l inform at ion from the aforementioned country that att racted the 
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attention of students at origin , so they are migrated and migrating in signi li cant manner. 

For some of the migrants; trade, mixed fanning, and un employed were ment ioned 

occupations. The number of unemployed migrants was hi gher for Ghana than Ole. On 

the other hand , unemployment was one of the reasons fo r migration in the study area. 

As presented in Table 5.5, few num ber of government workers we re migrated fro m 

Ghana, but no one was from Ole. 

5.1.2.3 Position in the Family 

Data at ori gi n shown that most of head of households were fathers and most migrants 

were sons (see Table 5.6). For instance, in Ghana 66.6% and 16.8%, head of 

households were fathers and brothers, respect ively, whereas 61 . I % and 22.2%, head of 

households we re fathers and brothers, respective ly in Ole. 

Table 5.6 Position Status of Heads of Households and Migrants in the Fam ily 

Position Head of households Migrants 
status Ghana ( n~ 36) Ole ( n~ 18) Ghana ( n~ 76) Ole ( n~28 ) 

Freq. % Freq . % Freq. % Freq. % 

Father 24 66.6 II 6 1.1 8 10.5 3 10.7 
Mother I 2.7 2 I I. I - - - -

Son 3 8.3 I 5.6 62 81.6 22 78.6 
Brother 6 16.8 4 22.2 4 5.2 2 7. 1 
Others 2 5.6 - - 2 2.7 I 3.6 

Source: Field Survey, 20 II 

Accord ing to data at places of orig in , majority of the migrants in the two kebeles were 

sons, who constitute 80.7% out of the total migrants (see Table 5.6). From th is 

illustra tion, it is possible to say that daughters are not allowed to migrate to RSA. The 

reverse is true fo r migration to Midd le East- in which onl y females were migrated from 

the study area (G WAO, 2010/ 11 ). 

Table 5. 7 Reli gion Status of Head of Househo lds and Their Migrants at places of Origin 

Religion Head of households Migrants 
status Ghana (n-36) Ole ( n~ 18) Ghana ( n ~ 76) Ole ( n~28) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Protestant 33 91.7 16 88.9 69 90.8 27 96.6 
Catholic 2 5.6 2 I I. I 5 6.6 I 3.6 
Apostolic I 2.7 - - 2 2.6 - -

Source: Field Survey, 2011 
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5.1.3 Religion and Ethnic Group 

The head of households and migrants were mainly protestant and few we re catholi c and 

apostolic. From these, protestant reli gion is the most dominated one in the Woreda, 

which inc ludes Kale-Hewot, Mekane Yes us, Full-Gospel and other related churches. As 

presented in Tab le 5.7 out of the total responde nts, 90.7% and 92.3% head of 

households and migrants, respecti ve ly were protestant reli gion foll owers. The CSA of 

Ethiopia (2007) confirmed that fro m the total population of the Woreda, about 88% are 

affiliated to protestant reli gion. During household survey, data at places of ori gin , all 

respondents and migrants belongs to Hadiya ethnic group . However. there is some 

other ethnic groups are li ving in the Woreda like Kembata, Amhara, Guraghe, etc (CSA 

of Ethiopia, 2007). 

5.2 Economic Backgrounds of HHHs and Some Returnees 

Household survey and interview with returnees at origin indicated that the major 

li ve lihood strategies fo r almost all migrant households are agriculture (both crop and 

li vestock prod ucti ons), petty trade and currently migration, but the condition was true 

for rcturnees before migrati on. For very few HHs, salary and preaching were part of 

their li ve lihoods strategy at origin. The average land holding size for Ghana migrant 

households is 3-6 tillllllud and 8-1 2 tillllllud for Ole HHs. Th is may be due to the 

popu lation density is higher in Ghana (593. 1 persons per square kilometres) than Ole in 

which 349.5 persons per square ki lometres, and total area of land. Due to these factors, 

it is found that land shortage for Ghana migrants was the major push factor than that of 

Ole migrants. 

Type of crops or cerea ls that are produc ing by migrant households different in the two 

kebeles in terms of income ga ining, in quantity and in quality due to they are found at 

di fferent agro-climati c zones. For example, Ghana household are prod ucing ensel and 

wheat (major), lejJ, maize, potato and sorghum (i n small amount); with ensel products 

and wheat are the major sources of food. Ole household are produci ng lejJ, maize and 

sorghum (major), ensel and potato (in small amount ): with maize and sorghum are 

major sources of food . The main cash crops are wheat and lejJ, and leffwith low and 

hi gh prices for Ghana and Ole households, respectively. 
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Three migrant HHs we re taken as the samples to indicate the type of crop/ce rea l 

(wheat, le}I and ma ize), average quintal produced per yea r, prices per quintal in loca l 

market, and total income per yea r including reminance in the following way. This is 

because difficult to ana lyze each of the respondent 's status, but the intention below may 

lead us to genera li ze for all migrant househo lds. Therefore, it may help identify the 

total income status of migrant HHs before and after migration event at places of ori gin 

(see Tab le 5. I). 

Table 5.8 Comparison of Three Migrant HH's Income from each Kebele in 

terms of Three Crops or Cereals and Remittances a t Origin 

Household Kebe Type of Average Prices Total Total income per 

Name Ie Crop/ce quinta l per income yea r in ETl1 from 

(pselldollyms or rea l per yea r quintal per year remittances 

jllke IIl1mes) ETB ETB 
Woilllebo Bukille MG -wheat 5 400 2000 98.000 

-Ie}! 2 550 1100 
-m aize 0.5 300 150 

= 3200 
Abide Chafamo MG -wheat 3 430 1290 

-leJ! 3 520 1560 
-maize I 310 310 82,000 

= 3160 
Galiso Handore MG -wheat 7 420 2940 168,000 

-leJ! 4 540 2160 
-maize - - = 5100 

Ayele Hilllballlo Ole -wheat I 400 400 
-leJ! 18 800 14400 174,000 
-maize 6 290 1740 

= 16540 
Gudiso Mekebo Ole -wheat - - -

-leJ! 13 850 11 050 
-m aize II 320 3520 210.000 

= 14570 
Lechamo Ole -wheat 0.5 280 140 
Melsebo - /~1f 15 950 14250 

-maize 10 340 3400 62,000 

= 17790 

Source: Adopted by tlte Resel/rclter, 2011 

According to Table 5.8, it is possible to deduce that the tota l income level per year for 

six samples I-IHs, based on the crop type produced, amount in quintal per year and 

prices per quintal was much higher for Ole HHs than Ghana. Thi s is mainly because 
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large landholding size and quality leffproduction for Ole, but it is imposs ible for Ghana 

due to may be type of so il and climatic cond ition. The average quintal per yea r in both 

kebeles was different. For example, wheat production is higher in Ghana and small in 

Ole, while leff and maize productions are higher in Ole and lower in Ghana. With the 

except ion of leff production, the price of wheat and maize, and income from rem ittance 

was re latively similar for both kebeles households. 

Data at places of origin shown that the li vestock sizes were different with similar type 

and way of production for the households. The number of li vestock was much larger for 

Ole kebele households (between 16-32) than Ghana. Thi s is may be the effects of agro­

climatic and land holding size . Ole households are living in Kalla climatic zone in 

which more suitable for selected l ivestoc~ and crop production than Ghana in which 

suitab le for different type of livestock and crop production, but small land holding sizes 

limit these activiti es to the households. 

5.3 Summary 

In thi s chapter, demographic, soc io-economic, re ligion, ethn ic, and econom ic 

background of migrants and their households, and some returnees have been discussed. 

Most of the HHH s we re males, adults, married, ill iterate, fanners, fa thers in the fami ly. 

All migrants to RSA were males mainly yo uths, single, literate, and attendants of 

secondary education leve l, students, sons in the fami ly. The nature of work and other 

soc ial conditions im peded fema les to migrate to the RSA. 

For all migrant households agricu lture was the major li velihood strategy. Land 

di stribution for Kalla and WoeinCi Dega was strictly different; the former is large 

landholder so produces hi gh in quantity, hav ing large number of livestock and have 

opportunity to get high income tha n WeinCi Dega. Large num bers of migra nts were 

from small landholdi ng size than that of large landholders. 
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CHAPTER SIX: PROCESS OF MIGRATION 

Since precondit ions for migration to arri va l of destinat ion, migration process to 

Republ ic of South Africa is more complex and full of challenges in the study area. To 

having better understanding about migration process, needs to identi ty the major 

elements of process of migrat ion. Process of migration in thi s study was inc luded the 

precondition activ ities for migration, reasons for migration, and challenges of 

migration. 

6.1 Precondition Activities for Migration 

There are requirements before starting to migrate, include information, transportation 

costs, and sources for cost coverage, ident ificati on of migrants and brokers, and 

decision-making. 

6.1.1 Information 

Informat ion from families, fri ends, and relatives, was the major facto r that initiated 

large number of people to migrate from the area, fr iends was the major factor, which 

fo llowed by relatives in both kebe/es (see Tab le 6.1). Out of the total respondents, 50% 

of them were ga ined information from fr iends. Not for all migrant households at place 

of or igin could get information from med ia. According to Woldie's (2007) explanat ion, 

information flow and personal networks are the determinants of migration in the places 

of origin. According to him, information from fri ends is the major source to migrants 

(origin ) from the destination. It is found that information obtained from friends who 

have early experiences in both kebe/es. 

One of my informants from Ghana stated that the pos iti ve information fl ows from RSA 

initiated the people in the area to migrate. Therefore, the people in our area are 

interested to migrate instead of work, learn , and serve the people and others at origin. It 

is poss ib le to deduce that information is a valuable ' power' that forces or initi ates the 

rural people to migrate from their origin . However, there is no fi xed person to be 

informed early about migration to RSA among households. 
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Table 6.1 Sources of In formation to Migration For Head of Households at Orig in 

In formati on source Name of Kebele 
Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n- 18) 

Freq. % Freq. % 
Fam il y 7 19.4 4 22.2 
Friends 18 50 9 50 
Relatives II 30.6 5 27.8 
Media - - - -

Source: Field Survey, 20 II 

6.1.2 Discussion 

Discuss ion is the other important tool to Facilitate about transportation cost fol lowing 

informat ion, fo ll owed by conflict and agreeme nt (see Table 6.2). Out of the tota l 

respondents, 39 (72.2%) were undertook di scuss ion as a too l to cover transportation 

costs after getting information about the dest ination. This may be because 

transportation cost was high , wh ich wi ll affect the overall cond itions of the fami ly 

unless it coul d be managed, so discuss ion is expected to narrow this gap. Therefore, the 

importance of di scuss ion was not onl y looking for transportation costs, but also to 

identify the migrant, to avo id conflicts, and to overcome other related factors in re lat ion 

with migration process. FGDs held in Ghana revealed the ir experiences that discuss ion 

is si mple and useful too l to make cooperat iveness among family members and relatives. 

Similarly, one af my informants in Ole kebele, shares hi s experience as fo llows: 

I am the father and head of household of four sons and /11'0 dallghters. One 
information that is new, invaded our surrounding abolll Republic of South 
Africa in 2006 was the issue of job opportunity. Our f amily members heard 
the information from different sources like relatives and friends. Then the 
eldest son raised the question of migration to the aforemenlioned counlly. The 
question and feeling towards migration was increasing day-to-day in our 
family. Before this evenl, we had a good relationship among family members. 
So, I thought aboul lhe issue frequel1lly, lhen I let my families discuss abollt 
the isslle. The objective of the discussion was aboul the way to migrate, the 
cost coverage, identifYing migral1l, the future life of aliI' families and the like. / 
was a leader to the discussion, so it was successfiil without any complain. 
With the cooperation of family and other relatives, we sel1l the eidesl son to 
the Republic of South Africa by flighl wilh 30000 ETB. He became effective 
there, staned helping us, and repaid the costs that losl 10 cover his 
transportation 

Few respondents were agreed without any discussion and conflicts; th is was ma inl y 
because no competent to migrate among family members and access to cover 
transportation costs. 
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Table 6.2 What fo llowed in formation, and who covered transport costs? 

(Multi ple responses is possible for cost coverage) 

What Naille of the kebeles Who Name of the kebeles 
fo llowed Ghana (n 36) Ole (n- 18) covered Ghana (n-3 6) Ole (n= 18) 
in fonmltion? Freq. % Freq. % transport Freq. % Freq. % 

ation 
cost? 

Discussion 28 77.7 II 61.1 Fam ily 24 66.6 15 83.3 
Conflict 6 16.7 4 22.2 Relat ive 16 44.4 6 33.3 
Agreement 2 5.6 3 16.7 Friends 16 44.4 8 44.4 
Others . . . . others I J.3 . . 

Source: Field Survey, 201 I 

The tra nsportati on cost was covered by parti cipati on of different concerned bodies for 

most migrant households . For example, fami ly, fri ends and relatives have vital ro le in 

covering transportation costs to households. Out of the total respondents, for about 

72.2% were transportation costs covered by fa milies (see Table 6.2). Thi s im plies that 

families in both kebe les covered most of the transportation cost and there is no one 

covered the costs alone. 

6.1.3 Sources for T ransportation Cost Coverage 

Agricultural outputs were taken as the major part during transportat ion coverage, wh ich 

fo llowed by rem ina nee. Out of the tota l respondents, for about 86. 1 % and 77.7% were 

agricultu re was the major source to cover tra nsportat ion costs in Ghana and Ole 

kebeles, respective ly (see Table 6.3). Thi s implies that there is no thi s much opt ions fo r 

Ghana migran t households to cover transportati on cost compared wi th Ole do in which 

other opti ons are identi fi ed which was trade, so they have got hi gh profit than Ghana. 

On the other hand, yeshignil or accompany program was another important source to 

cover transportation which used by migrant households, in which collecting money to 

fulfi l the remai ned costs. For instance, prepare a ceremony that needed very small cost 

and then in vite the respected people using 'yeshignil debdabe ' or 'accompany letters' 

who are will ing to support the ass igned migrant or households. These may be re latives, 

friends, churches, government workers and the like. Therefore, the process is said to be 

yeshlgnil (accompany) program. Out of the total respondent s, (33.3%) and ( 16.6%) 

were employed the yeshignil program in Ghana and Ole kebeles, respecti vely. The 
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condition was hi gher in Ghana than Ole; thi s is because of, better access of land 

resource and cash crop for Ole households. 

Table 6.3 Sources for Cost Coverage and the Needed Costs to Cover Transportati on for 
Migrant Households (Mu ltiple responses is poss ible) 

Sources for cost Name of the kebe/es Needed cost 10 Name of the kebe/es 

coverage Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n- 18) cover Ghana (n- 76) Ole (n-28 ) 

Freq. % Freq. % t rans(lo rt at ion Freq. % Freq. % 

Remittance 25 69.4 9 50 <10000 - - - -
Agricult ure 31 86.1 14 77.7 1 1000-15000 16 44.4 4 22.2 
Trade 11 30.6 12 66.6 16000-30000 20 55.6 12 66.6 
Salary 4 1 1. 1 2 1 1. 1 3 1000-46000 14 38.8 6 33.3 

Yesilign it 12 33.3 3 16.6 47000-56000 22 6 1.1 8 44.4 
program 

Debt 5 13.8 3 16.6 57000-70000 19 52.7 2 1 1. 1 
Others 2 5.6 - - >71000 2 5.6 1 5.6 
Source: Field Survey, 2011 

As presented in Table 6.3, (55.6%) and (66.6%) respondents in Ghana and Ole were, 

respectively, the needed costs between 16,000-30,000 ETB. Because of two reasons, it is 

difficult to fi x the transportation costs; first ly, the transportati on cost has been increasing 

overtime for both passages i.e. trip on ground and using airplane. For example, the 

needed transportation cost during 2003 ( I 1,000-1 5,000 ETB), 2009 (47,000-56,000 

ETB), 2010 (57,000-70,000 ETH), and currently reached above 80000 ETB. Secondly, 

there were more than one migrants recorded from the same family members at different 

ti mes. Sti ll migrant households did not know the reason for this hi gh cost, since the 

transportation cost from Addis Ababa to RSA is between 7,000-8,000 ETB . Due to hi gh 

remittances or income, households and some returnees do not consider for thi s high 

transportati on costs. Some interviewed returnees, about eight in number at Hosanna town 

compared thei r transportat ion costs during migrat ion and current capi tal or cash they 

have, after migration (exc luding other assets) as shown in Table 6.4. 

From the Table 6.4, it is poss ible to say that the transportatio n costs has been increasing 

overtime, and fo r most returnees migration to RSA brought unexpected fin anc ial capital 

raises due to hi gh income that th ey ga ined. However, the conditions are different for 

early and late migrants. For example, early migrants (2003) are returned wi th high capital 

than late (2009) migrants, but accordi ng to some ind ividua l' s information, this is not 
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always true. 

On the other hand, some of them were not succeed and returned without hav ing any 

income; this was because of sickness and nature of work, ma inly avai lab ility of jobs 

regularly and type of work at destinat ion. FGDs held at Hosanna with returnees, pointed 

out that abounds of migrants, limited jobs opportunities at destination. Therefore, the 

early migrants were more benefited than that of recent migrants. 

Table 6.4 Comparison of Transportation Costs During Migrati on and Current Capita l 

or Cash in ETB For Returnees At Ori gin 

Name of Returnee Transportation Present Place of Year of Year of 
cost dur ing Cash or migration migrat ion Return 
migration Capital 

Ayele Abebe 11,000 600,000 RSA 2003 2007 
Yohonnes Lemma 15,000 550,000 RSA 2004 2008 
Amareeh Wanore 5000 45,000 Saudi Arabia 2009 2010 

Dembelo Abate 16,000 deported RSA 2007 2009 
Desla Tumdedo 22,000 180,000 RSA 2004 2010 
Doniel Adine", 32,000 200,000 RSA 2007 2010 
Chakebo Molloro 38,000 300,000 RSA 2008 201 1 

Wal ira Godaneho 41,000 1000 RSA 2009 2009 

Source: A dopted by the Researcher, 2011 

6.1.4 Identification of a Broker 

Brokers were run the overall transportation costs fo r all migrant households. There was 

no any legal agreement between money givers (migrant households) and receivers 

(brokers), but mainly through relatives, fri ends and other, even though it is not 

guaranteed. Since migrants were undocumented and illega l way in nature, brokers 

exploit some of them during migration, even some households lost their migrant' s life 

and money. Some interviewed migrants fro m destination thro ugh telephone ca lls 

revea led that they are two and were used trip on ground and the other airplane. 

According to their opi nion through trip on ground passages, migrant households faced 

more cha ll enges, when migrants stayed for long periods in travel before arri val that 

needs additional costs to secure the life of migra nt at each station. Due to thi s fact, the ir 

family's economic and soc ial status affected than that of trip using air plane in which 
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needs high cost, more secured and succeeded within a short period, so that migrants 

may, rep laces the transportation costs as soon as possible. 

According to one of my informants, who returned from South Africa afte r five years 

stay, described the ways and brokers as fo llows: 

I wenl 10 Soulh Afi"ica in 2005 by flighl wilh 21000 ETB Iral1.lporlalion cosl. 
Firsl, 1 collecled money, and Ihen 1 slarled 10 identify a broker. My uncle 
introduced me wilh one of broker- who was nOI jamiliar wilh me before. 1 
gave Ihe 1010.1 money 10 him wilhoUl having any legal evidences 0.1 Hosanna, 
bUl Iwo people wilh us. A broker whom I gave money was a representalive 0.1 
Hosanna 10 provide ready lIIigranls fi"om rural areas for a broker 0.1 Addis 
Ababa-who facililClled my Irip. I leji Bole, and Ihen arrived Mapulo I also 
found anolher broker Ihere. who sent lIIe from MaplllO 10 Jonesburg (Solllh 
Afi"ica). A broker al Jonesburg received and aI/ached me wilh my relalives 
and friends. 1 arrived Soulh Africa wilhin IWO days, wilhoul anyexploilalion. 
According 10 my opinion Irip by using airplane was beller in lerms ofsecurilY 
Ihan Irip on ground even if il needs high cosl 

On the other hand, one of my in formants , who was deported from Tanzan ia after being 
arrested for three years explained about exploitation by brokers during trip on ground as 
fo ll ows: 

1 was 25 and unemployed when I left Illy counlly early 2007 10 reach Soulh 
Afi"ica by Irip on ground wilh 16000 ETB Iransporlalion cosl. After collecling 
money, my falher communicClled a broker, who was Ollr relalive. We gave Ihe 
IOIaI money 10 him 0.1 Hosanna, wilhoul any doubl and legal manner. bill one 
person ,,,ilh us. The broker was a represenlalive al Hosanna, and provides 
migranls fi"oln rural areas 10 olher in Moyale. 1 arrived Moyale {lfter one day 
Ihrough Hawassa. 1 was deporled fi"om Moyale 10 Hosanna after 15 days, 
which was challenge-filii life. After Slaying 15 days al Hosanna, 1 went back 
10 Moyale, and Ihen Ihe broker senl me 10 Kenya by using unsuilable car in 
illegal way. 1 arrived Nairobi. and Ihen a broker al Nairobi senlme wilh olher 
migrants 10 Tanzania by a velY difficull and challenging way wilh filii of 
fore sIS and waler. One among us died in Ihe foresl due 10 hunger, and some 
of Ihem was eCllen by wild anilllais bOlh in Ihe waler and in land. AI Dar es 
Salaam, we seized by policemen, and Ihey pul us inlo prison for Ihree years; 
we were 1060 in number, and all are Ethiopians. After repealed negolialions 
between Ethiopian governmenl and Tanzanian governmenl and by Ihe Sllpporl 
of UNHCR, IVe IVere deporled al Addis Ababa by Ihe end of 2009. We were 
being exploiled Ihe 10lal money wilhoul any success, and slayed wilh only one 
clOlh for Ihree years CII prison. Thanks 10 UNHCR Ihal covered Iral15porlCllion 
COSIS fi"01ll Tanzania-Hosanna, and boughl us clolhes. Slill I am 10 migrale, 
bill 1 have no access and money 10 cover Iransporlalion cosl becallse Illy 
famil ies bankrupled economically and socially 

From the above explanat ions, it is possible to observe that there are different chains of 

brokers by which they transfer migrants from one another in difficult passages mainly 
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for trip on ground . Hence, they faced di ffere nt cha llenges like being arrest, exp loitation, 

di sease, attack by wild animals, stay long peri ods in the way, even death and the like. 

The conditions made instability in the li ve lihoods and li ving conditions of migrant 

households at place of origin . Likewise, Teshome's (20 I 0) finding confirmed thi s result 

in which deported returnees ' life is worse than before at places of origin . 

6.1.5 Decision Making 

For households, the decis ion to migrate is not an easy one and often taken in response 

to econom ic hardship, as a way to deal with economic shocks as well as man-made and 

natura l di sasters (IDF, 2010). Dec ision-making was another factor that was cons idered 

by most migrant households before migrat ion. Out of the total respondents, 88.8% and 

77.7% of decision made by their fa milies in Ghana and Ole Kebeles, respect ive ly, and 

by himself for fe w at ori gin (see Table 6.4) . This study may crit icize the work of 

Woldie (2007) on seasona l migration in Ethiopia, in whi ch the maj or part of decision 

made about who to migrate by migrant him/her self, which mayor may not need high 

costs to cover du ring transportat ion. 

As presented in Table 6.5 , in both kebeles respondents fa mily, relative, hi red person, 

and others were working in the absence of migrants. From these, famil y was the major 

agent that constitutes 80.6% fo r Ghana, and 83.5% for Ole kebele. 

Table 6.5 Decision Whom to Migrate and Work in the Absentee at Origin 
(M ultiple responses is poss ible) 

Who made Name of the kebeles Whowol'k Name of the kebeles 
decision Ghana Ole in the Ghana 
whom to Freq. % Freq. % absentee? Freq. % Freq. 
migrate? 
Famil y 32 88.8 14 77.7 Family 29 80.6 15 
Parents 18 50 7 38.8 Relative 12 33.3 8 
Re lative 8 22.2 3 16.6 Hi red person 21 58.3 6 
Hi m/her-self 14 38.8 I I 61. 1 Friends - - -
Ot hers I 2.7 - - others - - 2 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 
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6.2 Reasons for Migration 

Since Ravenstein ( 1885), demographers have understood that econom ic motives are the 

primary reasons for migration (Lee, 1966). However, most indi vidua l-leve l ana lyses of 

migration have been based on rational choice models from microeconomics, which 

assume that migration is instrumental in helping individuals im prove their lives and the 

li ves of thei r children (Sjaastad, 1962) . 

Reason fo r migration is included under the process of migration, mainly as push-pull 

factors. There was different push-pull factors forced and attracted the people to migrate 

their orig in in the study area. In Gha na Kebele land shOJ1age (94.4%), fa ilure in 

educat ion (86. 1 %), low profit in trade (83.3%), low agricu ltura l productivity and better 

living cond ition of migrant HHs (80.6%), family size (63.8%) and unemployment 

(47.2%) observed as push factors. In Ole kebele failure in education and better li ving 

condition of migrant HHs (83.3%), land shortage (72.2%), fam ily size (66.6%), low 

profit in trade (61. 1 %), low agricultural productivity (5 0%) were push factors (see 

Table 6.6). On the other hand, job opportunity (9 1.6%), better or add itional income 

(88 .8%), better living condit ion of migrant HH s (72.2 %), and others (2 .7%) in Ghana; 

and additional or better income (94.4%), job opportunity (88.8%), and better li ving 

condition of migrant HHs (55 .6%) in Ole were pu ll facto rs that attracted people at 

destination. A better living condition of migrant households was observed as the push 

and pull factors at ori gin (see Table 6.6). 

6.2.1 Push Factors 

The push factors that drive the people to leave thei r origin , wh ile the pu ll facto rs that 

attract the atte ntion of prospective migrants into a new dest ination (Cast les and Miller, 

2003; Todaro and Smith, 2003; de Haan, 2000). Accord ing to de Haan (2000), the 

motivati on factors of migrat ion differ from person to person, and across places. He al so 

revealed that the determinants of migration are complex and context speci fi c and hence 

cannot be generali zed to all places and indi vidual s. The push facto rs of migrati on are 

presented in the following sections. 
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6.2.1.1. Land Shortage 

Out of the total respondents, 87.0% (47) land shortage was the major reason fo r 

migrat ion, but the condition was different for the two kebeles, which was hi gher in the 

case of Ghana households than Ole. This may be the distribution of land. For instance, 

land-holding size was Ghana and Ole between 3-6 and 8- 12 till/II/III/S, respecti ve ly. 

Data at origin indicated that land-holding size of Ole migrant households is twice that 

of Ghana households. 

The Agriculture (both crop and livestock production) is one of the major economic 

acti vities in most deve loping countries like Eth iopia in wh ich about 84% of the rural 

people are engaged. Its producti on mainl y depends on land resource. Land is a bas ic 

asset of people' s li ve lihoods in rural areas of the country. The number of populat ion has 

increased while the average land holding and its productivity decreased (Wold ie, 2007). 

According to Gombora Woreda Agricultural and Rural Development Offi ce (20 I 0) 

statistical fi gure, total popul ati on ( 1035 17), land in hectare (45795), and density of 

population per square kil o meter (345). The average landholding size is 0 .44 hectare, 

and family size is five . FG Ds held in Ghana explained that small size land holding was 

the major push factor for migrants from their fa mily members. They are fo rced to send 

their kids cooperative ly to RSA due to lack of access of land to confiscate to their 

children and other options to support their li ve lihoods in thei r home country (origin ). 

Table 6.6 Reasons fo r Migration at Place of Origin (M ult iple responses is possible) 

Reasons for migration Push factors Pull Factors 
Ghana Ole Ghana Ole 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Land shortage 34 94.4 13 72.2 - - - -
Famil y size 23 63.8 12 66.6 - - - -

Low agri cult ural 29 80.6 9 50 - - - -

productivity 
Low profit in trade 30 83.3 II 61. 1 - - - -
Unempl oyment 17 47.2 5 27.7 - - - -

Fai lure in ed ucation 3 1 86. 1 15 83.3 - - - -

Better living condition of 29 80.6 15 83.3 26 72.2 10 55.6 
migrant HHs 
Job opportun ity - - - - 33 9 1.6 16 88 .8 
Better or additional income - - - - 32 88.8 17 94.4 
Competition 14 38.8 5 27.7 - - - -

Source: Fle/d Survey, 201/ 
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One of my informants in Ghana kebele, he was a fathe r of two migrants in RSA 

elaborated how small land holding size forced to migration from hi s family members as 

follows: 

My livelihood depend~ on farming. I have Ihree tillllllad or 0. 75 heClare of 
land, 9 family members, 2 oxen and cow, 2 goals, and I IIIlIle. Even land 
shorlage is exisled; I never slopped slrllggling 10 improve Illy living 
condilions. Ajier expansion of informal ion Foul Republic of SOlllh Africa, I 
colleCled all my families, and Ihen discussed aboul Ihe issue. We collecled 
money Ihal we have, and call my relalives and Fiendsfor suppon 10 jii/jillhe 
relllained Iransporlalion COSls. Then we assigned Ihe eldesl son 10 send 
Ihrough Irip on ground due 10 ils lower COSI Ihan using airplane. Ajier few 
challenges, he arrived RSA , and gal job opporlunily and repaid Ihe 
Iransporlalion cosls and was slaned 10 help my falllily and olher relalives. 
Ajier 111'0 years, he senl me sujjicienl money 10 Ihe purpose of Iral1.lporlalion 
coverage fo r anal her migral1l Fom family members, and Ihen I sem OIher .1'011. 
Before lhis evenl, I was conjilsed aboul Illy large family size, .ji!cusing on 
Ihings Ihal I have 10 conjiscale 10 Ihem, bill Ihanks 10 Godl He prepared Ihe 
way 10 pass. Now all Ihings are facililaled 10 lIIe due 10 differem cosls are 
covering by remillance fro lll Ihe RSA. Slill I am working hard as before and 
changes are happened in Illy families ' living condilions, in which Ihe exisled 
livelihoods are improved due 10 jlow of large all10unl of remillances Fom Ihe 
RSA 

In genera l, different researchers like Woldie (2007), Ephrem (20 I 0), and data from the 

orig in confirmed that land shortage is the major push factor for migration at the places 

of origi n. 

6.2.1.2 Failure in Education 

It is one of the major reasons for migration in the study area, which includes lack of 

interest to learn, dropout, low grade, low attracting factors and others. As presented in 

Table 6.6, out of the total respondents, (86. 1%) in Ghana and (83.3%) in Ole were 

migrated due to failure in educat ion. It is found that the background most migrants were 

literate, attendants of secondary education levels and students (see Tables 5.4 and 5.5). 

In addition, the five consecuti ve years (2007-20 I 0/1 1) data of students in Shele!a 

Primary School (in Ghana kebele), Gombora Woreda Education Office and Hadiya 

Zone Education Department (20 I 0/ 11 ) shows that the number of students was relatively 

decreasing over time (see Table 4.1) . 
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She lela Primary I SI and 2nd Cyc le School Principa l, Daniel Dessalegn explained about 

failure in educat ion, and how it was became the major reasons for migration at places 

of ori gin as follows: 

The information mainly from SOll/h Africa (for males), Middle East (for 
female.l) and Sudan (for both males and females) through phone calls, 
returnees and the like disturbing the learning status of youths in the area. 
They are not successfi" due to lack of interest to: learn, study, do home works. 
allend class, and lack of al/racting forces their al/entian in education 
(teacher '.I' salary), and others. These mentioned fac tors lead them towards 
dropout and low grade. Thisfailure in education, leading them to conjlictlVith 
their parents, and raising unexpected questions to migrate mentioned 
destinations, lVhether it is possible or not to cover costs. Then questions lVill 
arise in other neighbour- that will make competitions among families, 
relatives and friends to migrate. Therefore, there is no one to pay al/ention to 
education than planning to migrate 

Other key informants like Teshome Ertiro (Gombora Woreda Education Office Head), 

Bogale Demissie (G WEO, Learn ing-Teaching Work Process Coordinator), Ayire 

Ashoro (Gombora Woreda Administrator), and Berihanu W/Giorgis (Head of Had iya 

Zone Education Department) supplement the Daniel 's explanation. According to them, 

the mentioned factors led most students towards failure in education; therefore, the 

condition needs further investi gation. Likewise, Byerlee's (1976) finding confirmed 

this result, in which poor educational ava ilability in rural areas has stimu lated out 

migration. 

6,2,1.3 Low Profit in Trade 

Due to shortage of land, large fa mily size, unemployment, low agricu ltural 

product ivity, fa ilure in education and other re lated factors, most rural people in the 

study area were engaged in petty trade- in which they are ga ining insufficie nt profits. 

The profit was mainly for sought of survival of their fam ilies instead of improving their 

li ve lihoods overtime at ori gin . Low profit in trade was the major push facto r for Ghana 

migran t HHs than Ole, thi s is because of Ole kebele is one of the leading producer and 

suppl ier of white tejJ kebeles in Hadi ya zone, in which HHs ga ining relati ve ly high 

profit when compared with Ghana HH s, in which petty trade and ga in ing low profit is 

common. Data at places of origin indicated that low profit in trade was another push 

factor for migration (see Table 6.6) . It also used as a live lihoods strategy fo r most rura l 

households in the study area . 
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One of my informants in Ghana kebele. Wodall/o Annore who was ret urnee, stated how 

low profi t in trade pushed him fro m his experience as fo llows: 

I dropout learning and married. My father granted me velY small land-in that 
I made house. plant enset. and other gardens. I started to work as share 
worker. Gradually I collected money and bought mule. then started trading 
nech tejJ ;rom Kolla area to Hosanna by travelling 30-40km distance using 
mule. I have 400 birr at average monthly including expenses. I participated at 
local association called 'Equb' with remained cash. I deposited some amount 
of capital. and obtained in/ormation abollt the RSA job opportunities and 
beller income. I discussed with my wife about the issue. sources of money. and 
then asked my family and relatives to support me. They accepted my idea. 
Afier collecting 15000 birr-. which was for trip on ground. I received 
passport from Emigration Agency. Addis Ababa. and then I gave the total 
money to a broker with informal negotiation. Then. he sent me to RSA 
through Moyale. ond then I arrived SOlllh A;rica afier many challenges. The 
condition in the RSA was differ compared to trading in home country-in thaI 
work hard and get 1011' income or profit. but in RSA work hard and gelling 
high income or profit. I was succeed within few years and returned to home 
counlly. 1 got support and started helping my families and relatives by which 
they are supporting their livelihoods al origin. Now I have four children. two 
Isuzu cars and one quality residence at Hosanna. I transformed ;rom rural­
urban and agriculture-industry. capital about 600.000 birr at bank and other 
properties thanks to God' The unbelievable blessing thm are given;roll' God' 

In genera l, it is poss ible to say that ha rd work in trade and getting low income or profit 

in home country forced to migrate, whereas hard work in trade and gaini ng high income 

or profi t in a short period of time in Republic of South Afr ica pulled to migrate. 

Therefore, conditi ons led to unexpected changes on migrants and the ir households 

li vi ng condit io ns and th ei r live lihoods in a short period at place of ori gin . 

6.2 .1.4 Low Agricultural Productivity 

As presented in Tab le 6.6, out of the tota l respondents, 70.3% were poi nted out low 

agricultura l producti vity was a push fac tor for migration. Low agricult ural product ivi ty, 

land shortage, and fa mily size are the three interdependent variab les in which their 

effects fo rced people to migrate. For example, if the fa mil y size is large, land shortage 

wi ll be occurred and then due to over cu ltivation and overgraz in g, low agricu ltura l 

productivity fo llowed. In this case, land shortage, over cu ltivation and graz in g, fo r 

further low agricu ltu ra l productivity is hi gher for Ghana migrant HH s th an Ole kebele 
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HHs in which land hold ing size is larger, so to reduce over cult ivation and grazing by 

shifting the cultivated one for short period. 

6.2.2 Pull Factors 

Pull factor explains the conditions at the dest ination that attracts the attention of 

migrants. According to respondents in both kebeles, additional or better income and job 

opportunity (90.7%), better living conditions of migrant households at origin (8 1.4%), 

and others (5.6%) were the major pull factors that attracted the attention of people to 

migration at place of dest ination (see Table 6.6). Joshi, 1979, Suval, 1972, Caldwe ll, 

1969, Costello, 1987 cited in Ephrem (2010) viewed, job opportunity, success of 

fr iends and relatives, friends and peer assistance as the pull factors of migration. On the 

other hand, available of jobs requiring low sk ill-dominantly trading of clothes, 

mattresses and belts are attracted the attention of people at origin (Teshome, 20 I 0). The 

personal view of Tesfaye Habiso, the fonner Ethiopian Ambassador in the Repub lic of 

South Africa cited in Ephrem (20 I 0), about pull factors as follows: 

The presence of informal job opportunities, attractive wage without work 

permit, peer and family pressure, and the possibility to enter into the country 

illegally with little cost compared to European countries are the jimdamental 

pull factors that eager many of Hadiya migrants to flee to South A!i'ica 

6.2.2.1 Job Opportunity 

Out of the total respondents, 91.6% in Ghana and 88.8% in Ole indicated that job 

0ppol1unity was the major pull factor with eq ual percentage wi th better income-in 

which 88.8% for Ghana and 94.4% for Ole kebeles. The personal view of Tesfaye, also 

supplements this result, in which informal job opportunities are expla ined as a pull 

factor for households at destination. Therefore, it is discovered that job opportunity was 

the major factor that attracted the attention of most people in the study area. 

6.2.2.2 . Better or Additional Income 

It is one of the pu ll factors of migration as presented in Table 6.6, constitutes about 

88.8% and 94.4% for Ghana and Ole kebeles, respect ive ly. The in formation from 

Wodamo Annore in the previous section shown that how low profit in trade pushed him 

and better income pulled him to the destination also consolidates thi s result. He stated 
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th at, 'you have to work hard (in trade) and can get hi gh income (profit)' at destination. 

People usuall y migrating to get survive, repay credit and tax, and to cover other small 

costs, but beyond that because most migra nt households involved in di ffe rent business 

activities like in construction, hotels, restaurants, transportation se rvices, etc. But 

migrating to RSA is needed hu ge amount of money, a chance fo r those who have 

lim ited amount of capital or money and soc ial net work, but those who not have capital 

and supporter a chance to migrate rural-rural or rural-urban in the country due to it 

needs very small or no cost. 

6.2.2.3 Better Living Conditions of Migrant Households 

As presented in Table 6.6, it is used as dual reasons (push and pull factors) for 

migration. Better income changed the li ve lihoods of migrant households at places of 

origin that attracted the a«entions of non-migrant families towards migration, and then 

graduall y ag itate the idea of competit ion, so they are starting to think about the 

destinati on freq uentl y. Because of these factors, it served as both push and pull factors 

for migration to Republic of South Africa. 

6.3 Challenges of Migration 

There are different cha llenges that most migrant households were faced before, during, 

and after migration (see Tables 6.7, 6. 8 and 6.9). 

Table 6.7 Challenges before Migration for Migrant Households at Places of Origin 
(Mult iple responses is poss ible) 

Challenges before migration Name of kebeles Total 
Ghana (n=36) Ole (n- 18) (n=54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Inadequate money 31 86.1 16 88.8 47 87.0 
Fam ily instabili ty due to biased in fo rmation 14 38.8 7 38.8 21 38.8 
Collecting money 34 94.4 17 94.4 51 94.4 
Identifying a broker 26 72.2 13 72.2 41 76 
Confli ct and di sagreement duri ng who to 33 91.6 15 83 .3 48 88.8 
mi grate decision 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

Household survey at place of origin indicated that majority of migrant households were 

mainl y faced co ll ecting money, conflict and disagreement to decide migrant, 
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inadequate money, and identification of the brokers (see Table 6.7). Out of the total 

respondents, 94.4% of them were feel collecting money as a challenge before 

migration. Th is implies that transportation cost was not facilitated easily for most 

migrant households at origin , this was because migration to RSA needs high 

transportation cost, so fac il itating thi s requirement was the major challenge before 

migration. Most informants suggested that more atte ntion to faci litate the pre-migration 

process is disturbing the li velihoods and life styles of most migrant households at 

places of orig in . 

Table 6.8 Chall enges during Migration for Migrant Households at Places of Origin 
(M I ' I ' bl u tlple responses IS POSS I e) 

Name of kebeles TOlal 
Challenges during mi grat ion Ghana (n-36) Ole (n=18) (n=54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Economic and social crisis 35 97.2 17 94.4 52 96.2 
Frustration about mi grant life and collected 23 63.8 I I 61. 1 34 63 
money 
Lack of interest to work due to instabili ty 12 33.3 6 33.3 18 33.3 
Family instabili ty until migrant arri val 33 91.6 16 88.8 49 90.7 
Long duration of mig rants on the way 21 58.3 10 55.5 31 57.4 
ExjJloitat ion, death, arrest and the like 17 47.2 8 44.4 25 46.3 
Questions raised from co-operators 7 19.4 4 22.2 II 20 .3 
Source: Field Survey, 2011 

The chall enges mainly depend on migrant' s success whether within short period or not, 

but the conditions are different fo r the two routes (trip using a irplane and tri p on the 

ground ). As presented in Table 6.8, there is no stabi lity among fa mil y members of the 

respondents in different aspects like soc ially, economica lly, etc. About 96.2% and 

90.7% of respondents were faced economic and social crisis, and fam ily instability until 

migrant arri val during migration, respectively. FGDs he ld in Ghana revealed that, 

migrant househo lds those sent thei r children through trip on the ground we re not stable 

until arrival. Thi s is because of it full of challenges than trip using airplane. In the 

previous secti on of this chapter, the deported informant explanation at Hosanna after 

being arrested for th ree yea rs in Tanzan ia confirm s th is finding. Also in hi s study, 

Ephrem (2010) found that those fa mil ies sent migrants through trip on ground faced 

more chal lenges than that of using ai rplane. Since its lower cost, trip on ground was the 

main passage fo r most of the migrant households. Observe fi gure 2.2, to get more 

information about the two passages (trip on ground and uSlllg airplane) during 
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migration. Some key inform ants revealed th is time as a 'Iransilion period'. th is is 

because during migration period in which believed that fu ll of challenges, released what 

they have to broke rs, and li ving without money, etc, for most migrant households. 

Table 6.9 Challenges after Migration for Migrant Households at Places of Origin 

(Mu ltiple responses is poss ible) 

Challenges after migration Name of kebe!es Total 
Ghana ( 11- 36) Ole (n- 18) (n=54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Work loads 33 9 1.6 17 94.4 50 93 
Isolat ion and less communication 28 77.7 15 83.3 43 79.6 
Lack of interest to learn due to high 30 83.3 15 83.3 45 83.3 
interest to miNate 
Lack of interest to work due to high 26 72.2 13 72.2 39 72.2 
interest to migrate 
Dependency or over expectat ions 27 75 13 72.2 40 74.0 
Conflict among fami ly members due to 9 25 4 22.2 IJ 24.0 
remittance 
Reducing patrioti sm or less interest to 3 8.3 2 I I. I 5 9.2 
come back 
Negati ve effect on culture 3 8.3 I 5.6 4 7.4 
Others 3 8.3 2 I I. I 5 9.2 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

J 
I 

As presented in Ta ble 6.9, out of the total respondents, 93%, 83.3%, 79.6%, 74.0% and 

72.2% we re faced workload, lack of interest to learn those not migrants in the fa mily, 

isolati on and less communication, dependency, and lack of interest to work in the origin 

after migration, respect ive ly. In add ition , others mentioned as cha llenges after 

migration for migrant households at origi n (see Table 6.9). The combination of these 

factors, may be affect negati ve ly the fut ure livelihoods of migrant households at places 

of ori gi n, if it is not managed properly. FGDs held at Hosanna revea led that, the 

challenges that faced by migrants during or after migration, directl y affect the 

livelihoods of their families at ori gin negatively, even it bring economic and soc ial 

crisis. In hi s work, Ephrem (20 I 0) found that migrants using trip on ground were faced 

more challenges than using airplane during migration. Therefore, migration and its 

chall enges are the two inseparable events that may affect the li ve lihoods of migran ts at 

places of ori gin. 
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6.4 Summary 

The precondition activities for migration, reasons for migration, and challenges of 

migration for migrant households at places of origin we re di scussed under process of 

migration. Precondition activit ies for migrati on include information, di scussion about 

transportation costs, sources for cost coverage, identification of migrant (made decision 

to migrate) and brokers, etc. Information from friend s was the major factor that initiated 

most people to migrate from the study area. Discuss ion was used as a tool to facilitate 

migration process for most migrant households at origin . In addition to agriculture, 

remittance, trade and yeshignil (accompany) program were important sources for 

transportation cost. The needed cost to cover transportation also di scussed, in which 

attempt was made to compare the transportation costs during migration and present 

cash or capita l for some returnees at origin , in which fluctuation of transportation costs 

and income level at destinat ion over time are identified. 

The push-pull factors of migration for migrant households are presented under the 

reasons for migration . Land shortage, fai lure in education, low profit in trade, low 

agricu ltural productivity, fam il y size, unemployment, competition, job opportunity, 

better or additional income, bctter living cond ition of migrant HHs at orig in and others 

were identified as reasons of migration (see Table 6.6) . Land shortage, fai lure in 

education, better living condition of migrant households ate origin and low profit in 

trade are observed as the major factors that fo rced people to migrate from the study 

area. On the other hand, better income, job opportunity and better li ving condition of 

migrant households at ori gin were the main factors that attracted the attention of people 

to migrate. Here better li ving condition of migrant households at origin was served as 

both push and pull factor to migrate in the area . 

Cha llenges and migration are both inseparable events. It is found that most migrant 

households faced variety of challenges before, during, and after migration at places of 

origin. The type or kind of chall enges are different in the three consecutive periods. For 

example, belore lI1igration cha ll enges for migrant households were related with 

preparation of transport costs, during lIIigration were related with stability among 

fami ly members at ori gin until arrival of migrant, and after migration were mai nl y 

related with work load, lack of interest to do, iso lati on, and others at places of orig in. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN: BENEFITS OF MIGRATION 

In thi s section, an attempt was made to present the roles of migration in supporting the 

ex isting live li hoods of migrant households and some returnees at places of origin, so 

the re sponsible person for rem ittance, the way of receiving remitted money, the purpose 

of remittance, and att itudes of migrant households and some informants towards 

migration were discussed. 

7.1 Responsible Person to the Remitted Money 

There was no fixed responsible person to the remitted money, but fathers were the 

major responsib le person in both kebeles, wh ich constitutes 83.3% (see Table 7.1). The 

responsibi lity of mothers for the remitted money in both kebeles was very low­

accounting 19.4% for Ghana, and 5.6% for Ole kebele, but the condition is higher in 

Ghana than Ole. 

Table 7.1 The Responsible Person for the Remitted Money from Migrant Households at 
Places of Origin (Multiple responses is poss ible) 

Responsible person to Name of Kebele 
the remitted money Ghana Ole 

Freq. % Freq. % 
Father 29 80.6 16 88.8 
Mother 7 19.4 I 5.6 
Relative 22 6 1.1 12 66.6 
Son 19 52.7 8 44.4 
Daughter 25 69.4 4 22.2 
Brother 26 72.2 II 61. 1 
Others 17 47.2 8 44.4 

So urce: Field Survey, 20 II 

One of my in formant in Ole kebele stated that the responsible person to the remitted 

money shou ld be strong physically, mentally and psychologically, and has to be 

educated. He added that most of our mothers are li ving in rural areas and not capable to 

take thi s responsibi lity. Mothers cou ld not get access to communicate through mobile 

and other means with their migrants than Fathers do. 

Household survey at origin shown that, they got the remitted money through the 

' inFormal money transfer' system. However, they were gett ing the remitted money From 
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different ' informal money transfer ' systems-which do not ha ve legal identity at 

Hosanna. Above ten are working at Hosanna without any identity, by using informa l 

names like Walia, Nazerawi, Shoferoch, Mi llennium, etc. May be their representatives 

in RSA and Add is Ababa, the process is unknown, because they are comm unicate each 

other through te lephone only, but they are serving the people in an accountable manner 

at Hosanna. The agents are either returnees or not migra nts. According to key 

in formants at Hosanna, the process of giving the rem itted money to migrant households 

at origin is easy and without problem, but the process is difficult and complex at 

destination, even they do not kn ow how it is transferred from the destination. The ir 

benefit is I % or 1,000 ETB per 100,000 ETB. 

One of my key informants, Mengistll, who was Shoferoch informal money transfer 

manager at Hosanna, explained the flo w of remitted money from RSA to migrant 

fami lies at origin as follows: 

Once migrants collect and give money including the receiver name and phone 

number 10 the informal money transfer agent at South Africa, then the agent 

tells me the amount of money, receiver nallle and phone number. The sender 

informs the conditions to the receiver and we call the receiver if there is a 

delay. Then, the receiver come to our organizOlion with his/her identity card; 

finally, afler checking by different ways, we give him or her mainly cheque 

than money to Commercial, Un ited, Dashen, and Abyssinia Banks Hosanna 

branches where our account is found. By using this way, migrant household.~ 

simply will get the remilled money 

According to data at the places of origin , no one of the respondents that cou ld not get 

remittance. Out of the total respondents, 98. 1 % and 96.2% were remitted money, at all 

times when necessary and during festival s, respectively (see Table 7.2). In his study, 

Ephrem (20 I 0) found that migrant households rem ilted money in di ffe rent in terva ls for 

different pu rposes, fo r example, during summer, for buyi ng agricultural inputs, and 

during September to held Meskel ceremony. 
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Table 7.2 For How Many Times Migrant Households are Remitted at Places of Origin 
(Mult iple responses is poss ible) 

How many times mi gralll HHs is remilled. Name of kebeles Tota l 
Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n-1 8) (n~54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Only one time I 2.7 I 5.6 2 3.7 
Once a yea r 3 8.3 2 I I. I 5 9.2 
Twice a year 12 33.3 6 33.3 18 33.3 
During festival s 34 94.4 18 100 52 96.2 
At all times when necessary 35 97.2 18 100 53 98.1 
Others 6 16.6 3 16.6 9 16.6 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

One of my informants from Ghana, who is experi enced with the remitted money, 

exp lained his experience in the follow ing way: 

I am government employee, and have two youngest brothers in SoU/h Aji-ica. I 
played critical role 10 send thelll. Now, I am with Illy father and mother, two 

brothers and sisters. I have responsibility 10 manage my families. My brothers 

are sending money at difJerent time intervals when necessmy. For example, 
during fes tivals like Meskel, Christmas and Easter, and to cover difJerenl 

costs like agricultural inputs, education, house rent, medical services, c/othes, 

and to buy townhouse and build houses for migranls in urban centre-Hosanna 
and the like. 

It is poss ible to conc lude that there was no fixed time to get remittances for migrant 

HHs, but mainl y they we re rem itted when necessary and during festivals at places of 

ori gi n. 

Table 7.3 The Average Amount of Money Migrant Households Remitted at Places of 

Origin 

Average amount of money remilled in ETB Name of kebeles Total 
(total) Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n- 18) (n~54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Below 60000 I 2.7 - - I 1.9 
61000-100000 4 I I. I 2 I 1.1 6 I I. I 
10 I 000-140000 5 13.9 2 I I. I 7 13 
141000-1 80000 7 19.4 3 16.6 10 18.5 
181 000-220000 14 38.8 7 38.8 21 38.8 
Above 22 1000 6 16.6 3 16.6 9 16.7 

SOl/rce: Field Survey, 2011 

Household survey resu lt shows that, out of the total respondents, (38.8%) were remitted 

in an average between 181000-220000 ETB, and about 57.4% in an average between 
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141000-220000 ETB (see Table 7.3). Migrant households with large amount remittance 

were found to be households with migrants who stayed abroad between 2-3 years and 

early migrants. This remitted money does not include the transportati on costs that 

replaced before. Somebody can observe from Table 7.3, how the conditions at 

destinati on attracting the attention of people in the study area (origin), thi s is because of 

hav ing high amount of capital or income within a short period. Due to thi s high income, 

the li ve lihoods of most migrant households improved unexpectedly. 

7.2 The Purposes of Remittance 

According to AHEDE (2004) view, remittance is the financial transfer made by 

migrants to their countries of origin. The migrant households at places of orig in 

employed the rem itted money for variety of purposes. Out of the total respondents, 

100%, 98. I %, 90.7%, 85. I % and 8 1.4% employed the remitted money for the purpose 

of to cover different costs (fest ival, education, house rent, agricul tural inputs, etc), grant 

tithe and offering, helping re latives and destitute. sending other migrants. and built 

houses in a better way, respective ly (see Table 7.4). The 10M (2009) explanation 

confi rmed that, the purposes of remitted money to supplement the income of fam il y 

members or friends back home, support unemployed relatives, help take care of 

overage parents, and to finance for educating younger members of the fam ily. In the 

same way /DF (2010) report explai ned that, remi ttances improve the material welfare 

of fam il y members le ft behind. Families with migrants tend to be better nourished and 

are more likely to send children to school. Here remittances may al so help families to 

diversify sources of income, and it also have multiplier effects, s ince they will mostl y 

be spent on goods and se rvices supplied by others in the community and so benefit the 

local economy at origi n. According to IFAD (2007) explanation, the impacts of 

remittances is complex and var ied. however. it was used fo r consumption than 

in vestment, so as migrat ion se rve first to assu re survival. Oucho (1993) discovered that, 

abo ut 60% of migrant heads of households in rural areas have been remitting to their 

fami lies at least once a year in South West Nige ri a. Therefore, it is poss ible to 

genera lize that the purpose of remittance is va ried and mu ltidimensional in function at 

places of ori gin. 
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Table 7.4 Purposes of the Remitted Money for Migrant Households at Places of Origin 

(M ultiple responses is possible) 

Purposes of the remitted money Name of kebeles Total 
Ghana (n-36) Ole (n- 18) (n=54) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freg. % 
To cover costs li ke festi va ls, educat ion, 36 100 18 100 54 100 
house rent, med ical, clothes, fertilizers and 
the like 
Built better houses 29 80.6 15 83 .3 44 81.4 
To buy modern goods like rad io, mobi le, TV 15 41.6 8 44.4 23 42.6 
etc 
To buy li vestock 13 36. 1 6 33.3 19 35. 1 
To sent other migrants 3 1 86.1 15 83.3 46 85 .1 
To start other business 5 13.8 2 I I. I 7 13 
To buy cars, residence houses etc 4 I I. I 2 I I. I 6 I I. I 
To help relatives and dest itute 33 91.6 16 88.8 49 90.7 
To grant tit he, and other offering to churches 35 97.2 18 100 53 98.1 
Contribution to national development I 2.7 I 5.6 2 3.7 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

Based on Table 7.4, the values of remittance for migrant households were 

multidimensional purposes and interdependent in nature. This is mainly because 

different purposes of remitted money have common end goa ls mainly in improv ing th e 

way of li fe and li ve lihoods in particular, and reducing pove rty in genera l. Based on its 

interdi sc iplinary purposes, respondents were justified the val ues of remittance in to 

economic, soc ial, cultura l, technolog ical , and institutional aspects. 

7.2.1 Economic Value 

In thi s study economic va lue, covers the majority purposes of remittances fo ll owed by 

soc ial va lue (see Tab le 7.4). Covering different costs, buying livestock, sending other 

migrants, and start other businesses were under economic va lue. This is to mean that 

the effect of these elements brought changes on the existing li ve lihoods of migra nt 

households. 

Covering diffe rent costs like educati on, medica l, fertili zers, festi va ls and others by 

migrants support the economy of their families at origin . For example, when the 

remitted money is covered the maj or costs of households led to saving-which leads to 

maximize the cap ita l, then their li ve lihoods improved. Elli s (2003) al so viewed that the 

effect of rem itted money to improve the leve l of other assets like money, savings, 
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repaying debt, access to loan (financial capita l); land, livestock (natural capital); 

produced investment goods, water pump (physica l capital), and widens soc ial networks 

(social capita l). 

Buying li vestock was to raise the number of livestock production, which is one of the 

important economic activities in the study area, mainly for Ole kebele. It is mainly 

common for Ole kebele migrant househo lds; th is is due to large land holding size 

compared with Ghana. Livestock belongs to nat ural capital , so that vita l role in 

improving the level of the household 's natural capital asset at places of origin. 

Sending other migrants was other purpose of remittance and common for most migrant 

HHs or familie s at origin . They sent migrants mainly to South Africa, Midd le East and 

Sudan-Jubbah. Sent migrants expected to rem it money back in wh ich the econom ic 

levels improved at places of origin. One of my informants, Temboro Danore, he was 

returnee, explained about sending migrants by using the remitted money and its 

economic value as follows: 

/ was the firsl migral1l 10 SOUlh Africa from our family members, and sel1l 

money back 10 my families, and they senl two of my brothers to Soulh Africa 

using the I'emilled money. / came back to my coul1ll'y after four years, bur Illy 

fWO brothers were not. They are sending money 10 me and my families, which 

greatly supporling our economy by covering dijJerenl costs. Today, / have one 

qualily residence and other house land at Hosanna, one magazine and /suzu 

car, so as my livelihoodl' slralegy is changed frOIll agricullul'e to giving 

tramporlation services to the community and other trades, due to they are 

supporling me through remillance 

Some of migrant households started other businesses-in which they are diversifying 

their income levels, this also led them to hire other employee in their busi ness centre, it 

has vital role in red ucing the number of unemployment. For example as observed 

above, Temboro hired one chauffeur and one assista nt worker. The economic va lue of 

remittance to the study area was complex and multifunctional ; it needs furt her 

investigation. 
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7.2.2 Social Value 

Under thi s, the purpose of the remitted money includes help relatives, destitute, and 

buying ca rs or townhouse in urban centres. As presented in Table 7.4, for about 90.7% 

respondents, helping relatives and destitute was the major purpose of rem ittance at 

origin , which latter increases intimacy and cooperation among relati ves, which wi ll 

reduce poverty and leads them towards se lf- sufficiency; and may supports the survival 

of destitute by covering different costs. Buying cars-in wh ich givi ng transportati on 

services to the commun ity so as rura l people access to market, here also other earning 

raised for migrant households at origin. Hadiya Zone Road Transport Registration and 

Operation Dispatch Coordinator, Gezahagn revealed that, since 2009, the number of 

veh icles in the Zone is increasing unexpectedl y; thi s is due to large amount of 

re mittances mainly from the RSA in which large number of returnees and fe w numbers 

of migra nt households are engaged. For example, the tota l number of cars is 132 in 

2006, while 1189 in 2009, hence, the type of cars is different. Due to transport access 

in the Zone, rural people are providing thei r agricultural products to market (also 

economic va lue)-which is yet not been familiar before. On the other hand, buying 

townhouse in urban centre mai nly at Hosanna was the major job for returnees, and for 

small number of migrant HHs at ori gin. Hosanna Town Municipality Deputy Manager, 

GelachelV revealed that, current migration to the RSA is a vital contrib ut ion to the 

development and expansion of the town. This is mai nly because of, most of the 

constructions like hotel s, res idences, etc, are running by either returnees or migrants. 

Not these all acti vities are only by migrants and returnees from the RSA, but it taken 

the major part compared with others. Here also, other soc ial networks with the people 

who are fami liar in the town. 

7.2.3 C ultural Value 

House building styles in rural areas may reflect the culture ofa given community. Data 

at places of origin indicated that, out of the total respondents, 81.4% have bu il t better 

houses than usua l (see Table 7.4). The remitted money are not used only to change the 

housing styles from huts to roof one, but also to improve the huts in a better way-which 

latter strengthen the cultural aspects of the community. My informant in Ole kebele 

revealed that, the remittance serving as a source of income to build our trad itiona l 

houses in a modern way, in which we are strengthen ing our culture . For example, in his 
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work, Ephrem (2010) also found that, due to remitted money most migrant households 

improved their housing, dress ing, feed ing sty les at places of origin . Hence, re mittance 

has vi tal role in imp rov ing or deve loping the culture of rura l community at ori gin. 

7.2.4 Technological Value 

For about 23 (42 .6%) respondents, re mitted money used as techno logica l pu rposes like 

employ ing modern goods and services; mob ile, rad io, TV, tape and recorder (see Table 

7.4). These are using as too ls to bring psychologica l sati sfaction to migrant HHs at 

places of ori gi n through communicatin g, listening and watching when necessa ry in 

their home. The technologica l va lues explai ned here are not to represent the rea l 

technologica l aspects, but according to the respondents view or be li ef, using the 

mentioned modern goods seen as the end of civilization or tec hnology. 

7.2.5 Institutional Value 

Church is one of the im portant parts of inst itutions; most migrant households be lieve 

that, serv ing church as one of the benefit s to them at origin . For about 53 (98 .1 %) of 

respondents used the remitted money to pay tithe, and other offe ring to the church 

which are religious institution (see Table 7.4). As presented in Ta ble 5.7, most of the 

migrants and their households are protestant re ligion fo llowers. Migrant households at 

or igin be lieved that the condi ti ons we re fac ilitated to migration by the help of God' 

Therefore, what we have and ours belongs to Him ' 

The remitted money from migrant households, migrants, and re tu rnees is supporting the 

church's plan in di fferent direction. During fi eld observation, there is above eight 

churches in Ghana kebele, fro m these seven of them are protestant churches. People are 

migrating from each church. Key informant, who was a leader of Mehal Melenchoso 

Kaie-Hewol church in Ghana, explained about the remittance and its institutional va lue 

as foll ows: 

J have no words 10 explain Ihe works of God, wilhin a shari period 

parlicularly 10 our chllrch. 11 is a miracle of God! We are small in nllmber and 

church 's yearly income was 2,000ETB before 2007, bUI is like a dream and 

unbelievable for loday's condilions-in which abo II I 100, OOOETB yearly 

income due 10 remillances from SOllih Africa, Middle Easl and Sudan, bUI 

mainly from SOlllh Africa. Aboul 40 males and 16 fe males are migraled jiWII 

our church. Wilhoul any encollragelllenlS, Ihey are sending money 10 Ihe 
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developmenl, mainly Ihrough Iheir fam ilies. By using Ihe remilled money, Ihe 
church hired one paslor lI'ilh 600ETB lIIonlhiy salary, one guard; educaling 
one preacher diplOilla level in Iheology; build a hall, and fillfllled olher 
fac ililies like music malerials lI'ilh a lechnician. Besides, we are /lying 10 

bring eleclricily, and we planned 10 implemenl olher projecls like conslrucling 
school and olher services around church. 

To not onl y migrant HH s satisfaction and church development, but also, it become an 

important li ve lihoods strategy for those who are hi red in church servi ces with payment. 

In add ition to its role in chang ing the conditions in the church, also it reduces the 

number of unemployment in the church in particular, and communi ty in genera l. 

7.2.6 How Migration or Remittances Support Livelihoods at Origin ? 

Accord ing to household survey at places of origin , all migrant households benefited 

from migration, then they are employed it to different purposes (see chapter 7). Due to 

huge amount of money flow from the RSA, almost all migrant households and 

returnees were improved their li ve lihoods and way of life than before the event at 

origin. One of my informants in Ole explained that, when the rem itted money covers 

different basic costs at origin, so you have to get chances to save and improve your 

income leve ls. Thi s is to mean that, it supports the existing livelihoods of the fam ily 

like agricu lture, animal growing etc. For example, when you use sufficient inputs in 

agric ultu re, you will get hi gh outputs that did not appl ied before due inputs needed high 

costs, so we use low inputs then we get low outputs. FGDs held in Ghana revea led that, 

this event is sent from God to us, because we have very small land size, so we could not 

improve our li ve lihoods, but than ks to God! Due to huge amou nt of remitted money our 

income level and li ving standards are improved unexpectedly, most of our wearing, 

feeding, housi ng and other styles are changed. Interviewed returnees at Hosanna 

explained that, they are transformed from rura l-urban (socially), and agricu lture­

industry (econom ica ll y) mainly transportation services, constructions, magazines and 

the like which were not done before migrat ion, but now, due to large amount of income 

and remitted money from the RSA. According to them, it supports our live lihoods 

witho ut any doubt, so we feel migrat ion to RSA in a pos itive way. Ephrem's (2010) 

finding confirms the result; in wh ich the remitted money brought main ly positive 

impacts on the liveli hoods of migrant households at origin. Key informants from 
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Hosanna and Habicho Towns Municipality explai ned that, in add ition to supporting the 

li velihoods of migrant households and returnees at origin , the remitted money vital ro le 

in the expansion and deve lopmen t of urban centres in the Zone. Therefore, in terms of 

supporting the li ve lihoods of rural people, migration to the RSA is profound 

contri bution for migrant households and returnees at origin. 

7.3 Attitudes towards Migration 

As cited in Eph rem (20 I 0) work, the migrati on hi story of the Hadiy a people is not a 

recent event, but it goes back to the year of 1878 (pre and post Menelik's 'Conquest' of 

Hadiya) , 1960 ' s (Migration to Awash va lley), 1980's (Resettlement program to Bales 

Vall ey), post 1990's migrat ion of the SNN PRG's Resettlement Program (2003-05). In 

th is case, until late 1990's, the Hadiya migration history was mainly fa miliar with the 

internal migration. However, since 2000 in addition to interna l migrati on, the migration 

hi story of the people in the study area is becoming fa mil iar with the international 

migration (South Africa , Middle East and Sudan). This current event is changing the 

migration history of the people from internal to more extended internationa l migration 

(South Afri ca)-in which the attitudes of migrant households could be diffe rent either 

pos iti ve or negati ve . Majority migrant households at places of ori gin are viewed 

migration to South Afri ca pos iti vely. Household survey at origin indicated that, out of 

the total responde nts, 79.6% have posit ive attitudes towards migrat ion. the rest 20.4% 

have negati ve attitudes towards migration. For both att itudes, the reasons identified (see 

Table 7.5). 

Table 7.S Attitudes of Migrant Households towards Migration at Places of Origin 

Attitudes towards migration Name of kebeles Total 
Ghana (n- 36) Ole (n=\8) (n=54) 

Freq. % Frecc % Freq. % 
Posit ive 29 80.5 14 77.7 43 79.6 
Negative 7 19.4 4 22.2 II 20.3 
Source: Field Survey, 2011 
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7.3.1 Positive Attitudes towards Migration 

Out of the total respondents, 79.6% have posi ti ve attitudes towards migration. There are 

different factors that attracted their attention towards migrati on pos iti ve ly at origin. For 

example, migration to South A fri ca attracted the attent ion of most migrant households 

at or igin, due to its addit iona l come, job opportunity, covering different costs, releasing 

from land shortage, improving the living conditions and soc ial li fe, etc (see Table 7.6). 

Table 7.6 Posit ive Att itudes of Migrant Households towa rds Migration at Places of 
Origin (M ultip le responses is poss ible) 

Why is a positi ve attitude towards Name of kebeles Total 
migration? Ghana (n-29) Ole (n- 14) (n~43) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Source of addit ional income 29 100 14 100 43 lOa 
Releases from land shortage 27 93. 1 9 64.2 36 83.7 
Means of job opportunity 29 100 14 100 43 lOa 
Covers di ffere nt costs 29 100 14 100 43 lOa 
To be self-reliant and red uce poverty 22 75.8 10 71.4 32 74.4 
Improves living conditions and social life 29 100 14 tOO 43 lOa 
To acqu ire sk ill s, experiences etc 5 17.2 I 7.1 6 14.0 
Transforms from rural-urban, and 3 to.3 - - 3 7.0 
agriculture-i ndustry 
To be wealthy 12 41.3 5 35.7 17 39.5 
Reduces food consumption 2 7.0 - - 2 4.6 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

FGDs held at Hosanna with returnees explained that two reasons why they are feeling 

pos iti ve ly migration to South Africa; firstly, you can success within a short period and 

become wea lthy. Thi s success leads you come back to your home. then invest in 

different sectors like construction, transportation, hotel se rvice, etc. These activit ies are 

not only improv ing the economic cond itions of the retu rnees, but also contributing to 

the development of the country. For example, as IFAD's (2007) view, add itiona l 

income from remittances enables households to invest in farm and non-farm act ivities 

and entrepreneurial endeavours, which may, in turn , create employment opportuniti es 

for other villagers. Second ly, by transforming your fam ilies from rura l-urban centres 

and agricultu ra l-industrial sectors, then you can access of technolog ies like 

communication, ed ucation, transportation, med ia and the like. Some non-migrant 

households also pos itively feel migration to South Africa; because they are benefited 

from the remitted money from migrant HHs at ori gin (see Table 7.4). 
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According to Ephrem (20 I 0) found , changes obse rved on the lives of the households of 

the migrants compared to their life before, the in volvement in migrati on that increased 

in income level, im proved in the house and households utensil s and investment in 

different business activities. Likewise, the positive impact of out-migration of labour to 

households' li velihoods is determined by the amount of remittances in vestment at 

origin (Wold ie, 2007). According to Teshome (20 I 0) in vest igation, about 91 % of 

households are strongly support or viewed migration to RSA positively. 

7.3.2 Negative Attitudes towards Migration 

Small numbers of migrant households have negative views towards migration to the 

RSA. According to household survey, as presented in Table 7.7, some factors forced 

their feeling negatively towards migrat ion to South Africa. This is mainly because of it 

reduces learning interest, and reduces labour forces and social isolation and exc lusion at 

places of origin. For all respondents ( IOO%) is true migration to South Africa , directly 

or indirectly affecting the learning status of the students at ori gin. In addit ion, it is 

obse rved that, most migrants were sing le, students and sons from their households (see 

table 5.3, 5.5, 5.6). Failure in educat ion is al so identified as one of push facto rs for 

migrat ion from migrant households (see table 6.5) . In addition, unexpectedly the total 

number of students is decreas ing in She /ela Primary school, Gombora Woreda in the 

past consecutive five years begi nning 2007 (see Tab le 4.1), the condition is true for 

Hadiya Zone. According to Ayire Ashoro. Gombora woreda Administrator view, the 

pos itive influential information from South Africa (for males), Middle East (For 

female), and Sudan (for both) impedes the status of youth education in the area. Due to 

thi s fact, the mentioned destinat ions are the main 'Language ' instead of learning and 

doing other things . The languages are Debllb. Arab and Jl/bbah. Because it attracting 

the attention of youths (both males and females) at orig in, dropout from schools; less 

attention to learn, do home work, attend classes etc. Now, by most migrant households 

migration viewed negatively in relation with education in the study area. One myoid 

informants explained it as fo ll ows: 

Migra/ion /0 /he RSA lIIay i/ will no/ be cOnlinlled. bll/ edl/ca/ion will 

con/in lie. no one is in/eres/ed 10 learn. and evely body is /Iy ing /0 migra/e l f 
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fear Ihefillllre educalion .1'10111.1' ofyoulhs in Ihe area. so ilneed, 10 lake care 

10 balance irs significance accordingly 

One young informant, he was 17 and grade 8 student, expla ined his future as 

follows in relation with migration : 

Now I am allending edllcalionfor Ihe lime being Ihal is IInril l becollle sli'ong 

physically and Ihen I will go 10 SOlllh Africa. Whar is Ihe imparlance of 

edllcalion? To gel velY 10lV salary! J observed Ihe living Slalus of sOllie 

governmenl workers in our villages. They are nol salisfied. due 10 Iheir salmy 

does nol survive Iheir families properly. Since high income and job 

opporlunilies Ihere. I am salivaling migralion 10 SOlllh Africa. and Ihen I 

collecl money and come back 10 Illy counlry 10 invesl 

Migrant households, those who are faced pro blems, viewed migration to South Afri ca 

negatively, because they were exploited and lost their migrant' s life. My nearly old 

in formant, Lega Mekengo, she lost her son, due to diseases at Tanzania, explained her 

negati ve attitude towards migration as foll ows: 

I am a mOlher of eighl children. We colleCI 1II0ney fro m di/ferem sources 

including loan, and senl one of our sons to Soulh Africa by trip on ground in 
2008. He reached Tanzania afier fWo momhs fravel, bw arresled for aboul 
one year and caught lIIalaria in prison. Due 10 malaria and other nlltritional 

prob/ems in the prison and he died We get informal ion aboul his dealh afier 

Ihree months from his friends (in prison). allempled to get the dead body, bUI 

could no/ get. Therefore, we (falllily) lost bOlh money and migranl life. which 
was followed by economic and social crisis in one hand. and unable 10 pay 

loan on the other hand 

Household survey at place of origin indicated that, due to unexpected and unbelievable 

changes or improvements in the li ve lihoods, majority migrant households were viewed 

migration to the RSA pos iti ve ly. Few migrant households, on the other hands, viewed 

migration negati ve ly. Thi s is mainly because of, its effect on education, challenges 

during migration and challenges at ori gin fo r migrant households. 

In general , according to data from key informants, returnees and non-migrants it is 

found that, the positi ve impacts of migrat ion is identified in terms in supporting the 

live lihoods of migrant households and returnees at ori gin with exceptional case of 

educat ion. 
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Table 7.7 Negati ve Attitudes of Migrant Households towards Migrati on at Places of 
Origin (Mu ltiple responses is poss ible) 

Why negati ve attitudes towards migrati on? Nam e of kebe/es Total 
Ghana (n- 7) Ole (n- 4) (n=II ) 

Freq. % Freq. % Freq. % 
Social isolati on and exclusion 6 85.7 3 75 9 8 1.8 
Expl oitation by brokers 4 57.1 2 50 6 54.5 
Death, arrest, robber etc 3 42 .8 I 25 4 36.3 
Hi gh transportati on costs - - - - - -
Reduces labour or work fo rces at origi n 5 71.4 4 lOa 9 8 1.8 
Red uces learn ing interest 7 100 4 lOa II 100 
Social con fl icts 5 71.4 I 25 6 54.5 
Economic dependency 2 28.5 - - 2 18. 1 
Effect on culture I 14.2 2 50 3 27.2 
Red uces patrioti sm 2 28.5 - - 2 18.1 
Others - - I 25 I 9.1 

Source: Field Survey, 2011 

7.4 Summary 

In this chapter, bene fits of migration to the RSA for mi grant households have been 

discussed. Ma in ly fathers were the responsible persons for the remitted money; ve ry 

fe w mothers were also identified. All migrant households wcrc remitted in different 

time interval s most ly when necessary and during festivals. About 57.4%, out of the 

total respondents remitted at an average between 14 1,000 to 220,000 ETB (see Tab le 

7.3). They are gett in g the remitted money from the inform al money transfer agent at 

Hosanna. 

Migrant households were employed the remitted money fo r di ffe rent purposes . To 

covering different costs, to grant tithe and other offerin g to churches, to help relati ves 

and destitute, to sent other migrant and built better houses were the maj or purposes (see 

Table 7.4). It is also discussed the economic, soc ial, cultural, technolog ical and 

institut ional va lues of the remitted money for the migrant households and other 

communities at ori gin . It is found that, the remitted money highl y supporting the 

livelihoods of the households and returnees at orig in, even in some cases it serving as a 

li ve lihoods strategy for others at orig in . 
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In addition, attempts are made to ident ify the atti tudes of migrant households, returnees, 

non-migrants and other key in fo rmants towards migration to South Africa. Household 

survey at place of or igin indicated that, due to unexpected and un be li evable changes or 

improvements in the live lihoods, majority migrant households we re viewed migrati on 

to the RSA pos iti ve ly. Few migrant households, on the other hands, viewed migration 

negati ve ly. This is mai nly because of, its effec t on education. chall enges during 

migration and challenges at origin fo r migra nt households. 

In general, data at or igin shows that, majori ty of migrant households, returnees, non­

migrants, and other key informants were viewed migration pos itive ly in the context of 

improv ing or supporting the li ve lihoods of households and returnees. Therefore, it is 

found that, the positive impacts of migration are highly weighted with the exception of 

its effect on education at origin . 
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CHAPTER EIGHT 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

8.1 Conclusions 

The main purpose of this study is to explore the general background of migrants and 

their households, to in vestigate the process of migration to Republic of South Africa 

and its role in supporting the ex isting li velihoods of migrant households and returnees 

at places of ori gin. 

To generate the necessary data both primary and secondary sources were employed. 

Primary source includes focus group di scuss ions, key informant interview, field 

observations and household survey (questionnaires), while secondary sources obtained 

from different documents both from published and unpubli shed materi als. 

Recently, people are migrated, migrating, and ready or trying to migrate fro m the study 

area to Repub lic of South Afri ca in significant manner, but thi s study focused on 

migrated one . In terms of demograph ic features, it is found that males mainly youths 

between 20-30 years and unmarried we re more exposed gro ups to migrate, whereas 

majority of males (adu lts) and married were head of households. In terms of socio­

economic status, mainly literate, attendants of secondary education levels, and students. 

Sons in the fa mily were more exposed groups to migrate. Above 90% of migrants and 

their head of households, and all them we re affil iated to protestant rel igion and Hadiya 

ethnic group at origin . 

On the other hand , attempts were made to identify the economic backgrounds of 

migrant households and some returnees at origin . It is found that agriculture (both crop 

and li vestock product ions) is the major li vel ihoods strategy for most migrant 

households before and after migration. Petty trade is also another important livelihoods 

strategy. The conditions for returnees are changed after migration, as they are 

transformed from agriculture to industrial sectors like transportation, constructions and 

other business; and migrating from rural to urban centres. It is observed that, the 

landholding size for migrant households in the two kebeles were different. For example, 

the ave rage landholding sizes 3-6 tilllll/a(/ for Ghana, and 8-12 tilllllla(/ for Ole. Due to 

mainly landholding size; the type of crop, quant ity, qua lity and prices of products, the 
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income levels are different for the six samples of households. Therefore, Ole Kebele 

households can have high income compared with Ghana due to quality nech-teJJ 

producti on (see Table 5.S). 

In terms of having and product ion of li vestock, the type of livestock and way of 

production is relati ve ly similar with some exceptions, but the number exactl y di ffe rent 

in the site kebeles. The number of li vestock 3-7 for Ghana, while 16-32 fo r Ole 

households and landholding size is di fferences mentioned above. According to 

household survey, interview, foc us group discussions and fie ld observations at ori gin, 

bes ides supporti ng their ex isting live lihoods, all returnees and some migrant households 

were transformed main ly socially and economical ly due to remittances at places of 

orig in. 

Precond ition acti vit ies for migrati on, reasons fo r migration, and chall enges of migrati on 

are discussed under migration process. Migrant households used diffe rent techn iq ues 

before migration. For example, gathering in fo rmat ion about the dest inat ion, way to 

migrate, discussions about transportation costs, sources to cover the costs, identifi cation 

of brokers, and dec ision-making. Information from friends, re latives, families is an 

important factor that initiated them to migrate. Discussion with family members and 

other concerned bodies is served as a too l to fac ilitate the conditions to migrate. 

Fam il ies, friends and relati ves were taken the major part in covering tra nsportation 

costs. Agricultural outputs, trade and remittances used as the major sources to cover 

transportati on costs, accompany (yeshignit) progra m was used as a source. Families 

mai nly made migrati on dec ision. 

Like other forms of migration, in thi s fo rm of migration, push-pull factors identi fied as 

reasons fo r migration. Land shortage, fa ilure in educati on, low pro fit in trade, low 

agricultural producti vity, unemployment and competition were identified as a push 

factors at places of origi n, whereas job opportunity and better income were as pull 

factors at dest ination. It is observed that land shortage, fa ilure in education, low profi t 

in trade and low agricul tura l producti vity were the major reasons migration fo r Ghana 

households when compared with Ole households. Better li ving condit ions of migrant 

households at origin served as both push and pull factor for migration. Castl es and 

Miller (2003) research fin ding confirmed thi s result in which pop ul ation pressure, low 
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living standard , lack of econom ic oppOitunities, and avai labi lity of job opportunit ies, 

health services and other modern facilities were identified as push and pull factors. 

Cha llenges and migration are both inseparable events. It is fou nd that most migrant 

households are faced with a variety of challenges before, during, and after migration at 

origin. The kinds of challenges are different in the three consecutive periods. For 

example, before migration challenges for migrant households were related with 

preparation of transport costs. During migration were re lated with stability (soc ially 

and economica lly) among family members at origin unti l arriva l of migrant, and after 

migration were mainly re lated with workload, lack of interest to do, iso lation, 

dependency (soc ial and economic), etc. In hi s work, Degefa (2005) found that migrants 

pass through un safe routes (during migration); unab le to get jobs at dest inat ion, labour 

exploitation, and deportation by the government of Djibouti, wh ich in turn, exposed 

them to loss of assets and psychological frustration . Ephrem (20 I 0) also identified that 

fami ly crisis, mere dependency on remittance and others as the negat ive impacts on 

migrant households at places of origin. It is poss ible to conclude that therefore, the 

conditions might negatively affect the ex isting live lihoods of migrant households at 

places of origin. 

Attempts were made to assess the benefits of migrat ion to the RSA for migrant 

households at origin . The responsib le person for remitted money, how many times they 

are remitted, how much and how they are getting the remitted, the purposes of remitted 

money and att itudes towards migrati on are di scussed under benefits of migration. The 

responsib le person for the remittance was mainly fathers, relat ives and brothers. It is 

observed that, they are remitted mostly all times when necessary and duri ng festival s. 

There is no fi xed amo unt of remitted money for all households, but most of them were 

rem itted in an average between 14 1000-220000 ETB (see Table 7.3). They got the 

re mitted money from ' in formal money transfer system' wi thout any problem. Hence, 

even if they do not have lega l identity, the agents were serving the people without 

bureaucracy at Hosanna. 

Migrant households have employed the re mitted money for various purposes like to 

cover different costs (fest ivals, education, clothes, medical fertili zers etc), help relatives 

and dest itute, grant tithe and other offering to churches, buy modern goods, bu ilt better 

houses, buy livestock, sent other migrants, start other business, and others. These 
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purposes of remittances were multidi mensional and interdependent in nature that are 

categorized and di scussed under economic, soc ial, cu ltural, technologica l and 

institutional values. Studies that were conducted by Woldie (2007) and Ephrem (20 I 0) 

on seasonal migration as livelihoods strategy and intra-continenta l migration 

respectively identified the purposes of remittances confirmed th is result. May grant 

tithe and other offer to church is unique that was found in thi s study-to which most HHs 

employed. IDF (2010) st rengthen thi s result in whi ch migrants prov ide vita l financial 

support for their families, migration can also improve the we ll-being of those left 

behind, so that financial remittances are essential for improving the li veli hood of 

millions of people in less-developing countries. Since unexpected improvements in the 

livelihoods, majority migrant households were viewed migration to the RSA pos itively. 

Few migrant households, on the other hands, viewed migration negatively. 

In genera l, migration to Republic of South Afri ca is an economic need in nature, not a 

mere live lihoods strategy, but pursued by large number of people who have some 

amount of money at or igin, and social networks both at origin and at desti nation, 

mainly aimed at: 

.:. Supports the existed livelihoods of the househo lds at origin 

.:. Improves the life styles and living conditions at origin 

.:. Starts or involves in other businesses 

.:. Transforms economic (from agriculture to industry) and soc ial (from rural to 

urban) structures at places of ori gin. 

83 



8.2 Recommendations 

Based on the fi ndings, the following recommendations are forwarded mainly in relation 

with migrat ion process, educat ion, handling the existing resources and managing the 

remittance at places of origin. 

~ In fact, people are migrated main ly youths (males) in significant manner with 

high transportation costs using both trip on ground and airp lane passages, and it 

is discovered that migration to Republic of South Africa was great ro le 111 

support ing the existing livelihoods of migrant households and returnees at 

places of origin. The intention needs to involve the government and other 

concerned bodies during migration process; to make it lega l that may reduces 

the costs and explo itat ion by brokers or smugglers and others. 

~ Education is an important tool to econom ic development in general & proper 

implementation of the benefits or remittances from Rep ubli c of South Africa in 

particular. However, failure in education was one of the major push facto rs for 

migration, and lack of interest to learn among migrant family members, mainly 

yo uths was the major cha ll enge for households at origin on the other hand. 

Therefore, needs to aware parents, students and other concerned bodies in wh ich 

to encourage peop le to learn in the area instead of simply attention to migration. 

~ Lack of interest to work and high interest to migrate among migrant household 

members were discovered . The cond ition may lead them improper handling or 

managing the ex ist ing resources at places of orig in that followed by social and 

economic dependency or over expectat ion their migrants. There is a need to 

teach and aware the ru ral people in genera l & migrant households in particul ar 

in proper hand ling and rais ing the ex isting resources at place of ori gin. 

~ Alm ost all -migrant households were benefited financia l (money) and material 

(video and photo cameras, mobi le, clothe etc) remittances. For example, the 

amount of rem itted money between 60000-221000 ETB at an average between 

2-3 years, which is very large when compared with usual or internal migration. 

They employed these remittances for different pu rposes at orig in whether it 
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supports the ir future economic level or livi ng standard of the fam ily. It is fou nd 

that, some migrant households and returnees were star1ed other businesses like 

transportation serv ices, constructions, hotel services, etc . The condition needs to 

identi fy the ir income leve ls through remittances and other existed resources, and 

expected to involve them in saving, raising cap ital, in vo lve in investment and 

maximizing profit; the process is leads towards being entrepreneur. Cons idering 

its role in supporting the ex ist ing livelihoods of migrant households and 

returnees in particular, and economic, socia l and technologica l improve ments of 

the country in general ; conce rned bodies should fac ilitate, organize and manage 

how to implement in an intended manner. 

Finally, thi s study has attempted to identify th e general background of migrants and 

their head of househo lds, to investigate the migrati on process and its ro les in supporting 

the ex ist ing live lihoods of migrant households at places of origin, but there are fu rther 

in vestigations in detail way. Therefore, the fo llowing top ics needed to be studied and 

researchab le in relat ion with migration to the Republic of South Africa . 

./' Migration and its impacts on youth 's educat ion, mai nly in rura l areas 

./' Remittance and its economic value for migrant househo lds and returnees at 

origin 
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Appendix I: List of Interviewed Officials and Expel'ts 

I. AIO Berihanll W/Giorgis , Hadiya Zone Education Department Head, and Hadiya 

Zone Deputy, December 27, 20 I 0, Hosanna. 

2. Alo Ayire Ashoro, Gombora Woreda Main Admin istrator, December 24, 20 I 0, 

Habicho. 

3. Alo Abem TlIlI1dedo, Gombora Woreda Agriculture Office Head, December 23, 

20 I 0, Habicho. 

4. Alo Teshome Erliro, Gombora Woreda Education Office Head, December 23 , 

20 I 0, Habicho. 

5. Alo Bogale Demissie, Gombora Woreda Education Office, Learning,Teaching 

Work Process Coordinator, December 22, 20 I 0, Habicho. 

6. AIO Daniel Dessalegn, Shelela Primary 151 and 2nd Cyc le School Principal , 

December 21,20 I 0, She lela. 

7. Alo Mengislu Alemayehu, Shoferoch Informal Money Transfer Centre manager or 

Agent, December 28, 20 I 0, Hosanna. 

8. ALO Ermia,\' Kedir, Mehal Gha na Kebele Mai n Administrator, December 21 , 20 I 0, 

She lela. 

9. Alo Gezahagn Teshome, Iladiya Zone Road Transport Registration and 

Operation Dispatch Coordinator, December 29, 20 I 0, Hosanna. 

10 . Alo Gelachew Tadesse, Hosanna Town Municipality Deputy Main Manager, 

December 29, 20 I 0, Hosanna. 

II. Woiezeril Addisalem Legesse, Hadiya Zone Labour and Social Affair Department, 

Representative of Employer and Employee Work Process, December 27, 

20 I 0, Hosanna. 

12. Alo Fikre Eljabo, Habicho Town Municipal ity Manager, December 20 I 0 



Appendix II : List of Infor mants (pseudonyms or fa ke na mes) 

No Na me Ag Se Date of Interv iew Place of Remarl, 

e x Interv iew 
I Ato Ayele Abebe 3 1 M Decem bel' I, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Returnee 

2 Ato Yohan nes Lemma 27 M December 6,2010 Hosanna Town Returnee 

3 Woi zerit Amarech Wanore 26 F January 4, 20 II Ghana kebele Rclllrncc (ME) 

4 Ato Dembelo Abate 29 M December 6, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Deported 

5 Ato Desta Tumdedo 28 M December 7, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Returnee 

6 Ato Daniel Adinew 33 M Decem ber 3,20 10 Hosanna Tow n Returnee 

7 Ato Chakebo Moll oro 28 M Decem bel' 2, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Retu rnee 

8 Ato Watiro Godanchos 30 M December 16, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Returnee 

9 Ato Wodam o WaTlIlore 29 M December 22, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Returnee 

10 Ato Tem boro Danore 28 M December 29, 20 10 Hosanna Town Returnee 

I I Beyene Olbemo 23 M January 5, 20 I I RSA Migrant 

12 Aman Doyore 27 M December 10, 20 I 0 RSA Migrant 

13 Ato Woi lebo Beyoro 49 M December 17,20 I 0 Ghana Kebele MH H 

14 Ato Abadam Chakebo 55 M December 20, 20 I 0 Ghana Kebele 
,. 

15 Ato Ayele Lobduno 52 M December 7, 2010 Ole Kebele . , 

16 A to Dana A be be 47 M December 9, 20 I 0 Ole Kebele ,. 

17 Ato Gebre Wajore 51 M December 15, 20 I 0 Ole Kebele .. 
18 Ato Demeke Adebo 60 M December 20, 20 I 0 Ole Kebe le .. 
19 Ato Gi rma Aymelo 57 M December 27, 20 I 0 Ghana Kebele .. 
20 Ato Abab iya Che' lo 56 M December 28, 20 I 0 Ghana Kebele .. 
21 Ato Tumsido Mencha 44 M December 3, 20 I 0 Ole Kebele ,. 

22 Woizero Lega Mekengo 58 F Jan uary 12, 20 II Ghana .. ., 
23 Adebo Massore 17 M January 13, 20 I I Ole" Student 
24 Ato Hailu Mollo 65 M January 7, 20 I I Ghana 

., Non-migrant 

25 Ato Tiramo Wabeto 60 M January 4, 20 I I Ghana Kebel e Church Leader 

26 Ato Adore Madebo 31 M Jan uary 12, 20 I I Ghana Kebele RClllrncc 

27 Chakoro Ertem bo 29 M December 28, 20 I 0 Hosanna Town Returnee 

28 Lechoro Menamo 26 M January 4, 20 I I Hosanna Town Returnee 

29 Beykaso Bololo 30 M January 4, 20 I I Hosanna Town Returnee 

30 Adebo Belilo 32 M January 4, 20 I I Hosanna Town Returnee 



Appendix III 
Questionnaires Survey for Head of Households at Place of Origin 

Part I. Questionnaires Related with the General Backgrounds of HHHs and 

Their Migrants; Process of Migration, and its Benefits for MHHs at 
Origin 

1.1 Qucstionnaires Relatcd With the General Backgrounds of the HHHs 

I, Name of head of household----------------------------------------------------
2, Sex M----- -- F------------

3,Age I)Be low20 2)2 1-30 3)3 1-40 4) 41-50 5)5 1-60 6) Above 60 years 
4, Marital Status I) Sin gle 2) Married 3) Widowed 

Average fam i Iy size, i r married---------------------------------
5, Education status I) Illiterate 2) Read and write 3) Secondary ed ucati on 

4) Certificate and above 
6, Occupation status before migrat ion I) Farmer 2) Trader 3) Gov't worker 

4) Student 5) Preacher 6) Unemployed 7) Others, specify ------------ -----------
7, Occupation status before migration I) Fanner 2) Trader 3) Gov't worker 

4) Student 5) Preacher 6) Unemployed 7) Employer 8) Others, specify--------

8, Pos ition in the fam ily I) Father 2) Mother 3) Son 4) Brother 5) Others 
9, Rel igious status I) Protestant 2) Catholic 3) Apostolic 

10. Ethnic grou p statu s I) Hadiya 2) Kembata 3) Amhara 4) Guraghe 5) Others, 
Spec i fy- --------------------------- -----------------

1.2 Questionnaires Related With the Economic Backgrounds of HHHs 

I, What are yo ur fa mil y's live lihood strategies'? 
-Land ho lding size in hectare or fillllllar/--------------------------------------- ---------

2. Type of crops or ce real s that you produce-------------------------------------------­
- The maj or crop type that you produce------------------------------------------------

- The major crop type that used as a source of cash crop-------------------------

- Average qu inta l per yea r that you ga i ned---------------------------------------------
- Average local price that you ga ined from each qui ntal------------------------------

3, How do you compare the income status of your famil y per year? 

- Tota l income before mi gration---------------------------------------------------

- TOla I income a fter III igration-----------------------------------------------------

4, Type of livestock and th eir number----------------------------------------------------



1.3 Questionnaires Related With the General Background of the Migrants from Your Family Member 

N Name of migrant S Age Marital Education: Position in Occupation: Place of migration: Year of Years of Re 
a e status: the HH: migration: return ma 

x rks 

M Below I. Single I. illiterate, I. father I. farmer I. urban area of this region Before 
/ 20 2.Married 2. Read and 2. mother 2. trader 2. urban area of other 1990 
F 3.Widowed write 3. son 3. student region 

2 1-30 3. Secondary 4. Brother 4. gOy't worker 3. Hosanna 1991-1995 
educat ion 5. others 5. preacher 4. Addis Ababa 

31-40 4. cert ifi cate & 6. unemployed 5. rural area of this woreda 1996- 1999 
above 7. others 6. rural area of this region 

41-50 7. Sudan 2000- 2003 
8. Middle East 

5 1-60 9. South Africa 
10. others 

above 
6 1 



Part II . Questionnaires Related with Migration to the RSA at Origin 

2. 1 Process of Migra tion to the RSA 

2.1.1 Precondition Activities for Migration to the RSA 

(Multiple responses is possi ble when necessary) 

2. 1.1 What initiated somebody to migrate from your famil y? 

2.1.2 I f your answer is ' in fo rmation' for the question (2. 1.1 ), from where did you get? 

I. Family 2. Relatives 3. Friends 4. Mass media 

2. 1.3 Who is the early-informed person about migrati on fro m your family members? 

2. 1.4 What followed gaining information about migration in your fa mil y? 

I. Confl ict rose among famil y 2. Discuss ion opened among fa mily 

3. Agreement reached among famil y 4. Others. spec ify- ----- -

2. 1.5 Who led the di scuss ion? 

2. 1.6 What are the issues of your family' s discuss ion after informat ion about 

migration? 

2.1.7 Who cover the cost of migration? 

I. Fami ly 2. Relati ves 3. Friends 4. Cooperation 

2. 1.8 What are the resources or sources you used to cover transportation costs? 

I. Agriculture 2. Salary 3. Debt 4. Remittance 5. Trade 

6. Yeshigni t (accompany) program 7. Others, speci fy---------

2. 1.9 How much birr needed to cover the cost of transportation when you send 

somebody from your fa mily members? And why the cost is low or hi gh? 

I. Below 10,000 birr 2. Between 11 ,000-15,000 birr 

3. Between 16,000-30,000 birr 4. Between 31,000-46,000 birr 

5. Between 47,000-56,000 birr 

7. above 71000 bi rr 

6. Between 57,000-70000 birr 

2. 1.10 How the above transportation costs executed or processed from ori gin to 

destination? Is there any legal agreement wi th the executer when you gave 

money or transportation costs? If yes, what kind and if no, why? 

2. 1.1 1 Who made the dec ision who or where to migrate? 

I. Parents 2. Family 3. Self 4. Relatives 5. Fri ends 6. Government 

7. Others, spec i fy------



2. 1.12 Who work on migrant field s in their absence? 

I. Fami ly 2. Relatives 3. Hired labours 4. So ld to others 5. Others, spec ify-

2.2.2 Reasons for Migration to the RSA at Origin 

(Multiple responses is poss ible when necessary) 

2.2.1 Push factors 

Shortage of land 

Large family size 

Low agricultural productivity 

Low profit in trade 

Unsuccessful in education 

U nem ployment 

Better liv ing cond itions of migrant househo lds at origin 

Competition 

Others 

2.2.2 Pull factors 

Job opportunity 

Add itional or better income 

Better li ving conditions of migrant HHs at origin 

Others 

2.3.3 Challenges of Mig ration to the RSA for MHHs at Origin 

(Multiple responses is possible when necessary) 

2.3.3.1 What challenges your family faced before sending 

somebody from your family member? 

Inadequate money 

Fam ily instability due to biased information 

Col lecting money 

Ident ifying a broker 

Connict and disagreement during who to mi grate dec ision 

Others 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 



2.3.3.2 What challenges your family faced during migration or on Yes No 

travelling to destination? 

Economic and social crisis 

Frustration about migrant li fe and co llected money 

Lack of interest to work due to instability 

Fami ly instabi lity until migrant arrival 

Migrant long duration on the way 

Exploitation, death, arrest and the like 

Questions rai sed from co-operators 

Others 

2.3.3.3 What challenges yo ur households faced after migration or Yes No 

arrival of the destination of somebody from your family members? 

Work loads 

Isolation and less communication 

Lack of interest to learn due to hi gh interest to migrate 

Lack of interest to work due to high interest to migrate 

Dependency or over expectations 

Con fl ict among family members due to remittance 

Reducing patriotism or less interest to come back 

Negati ve effect on culture 

Others 



2.2 Benefits of Migration to the RSA for Migrant Households Origin 

2.2 .1 Who is the responsible person for the remitted money? Yes No 

Father 

Mother 

Relative 

Son 

Daughter 

Brother 

Others 

2.2.2 How do you get the remitted money? Yes No 

by post 

by bank 

by direct contact with the migrant or his friend s. re lat ives etc 

by ' informa l money transfer ' us ing direct ly money or check 

others, spec ify 

2.2.3 How man y times did you get the remittances since you sent your Yes No 

son/daughter/fathcr/mothcr/relalive and others to the destination 

Only one time 

Once a yea r 

Twice a year 

During festival s 

At all tim es when necessary 

Never 

Others 

If your answer for question 3.3, is never, why? Yes No 

due to recentl y migrated 

due to bankruptcy (robbery, lack of job, di sease, thief, others) 

due to lack of transparency or trust, undefi ned prob lem 

2.2.4 What did you get from the migrants from your family? Yes No 

money 

item 



others 

(fyou r answer is others, what? Yes No 

Mobi le 

Photo camera 

Video came ra 

C loth 

Others 

If you r answer is, 'money' , for question 3.4 how mnch in ETB? Yes No 

Below 60000 

Between 61000-1 00000 

Between 10 I 000-140000 

Between 14 I 000- 180000 

Between 181000-220000 

Above 221000 

2.2 .5 Purposes of the remitted money that yo n are employi ng Yes No 

To cover costs like fest ivals, ed ucat ion. house rent , med ica l, clothes, 
fertilizers and the like 
To bu ilt better houses 

To buy modern goods like rad io, mobile, TV etc 

To buy li vestock 

To sent ot her migrant s 

To start other business 

To buy cars, and residence houses at Hosanna etc 

To help relat ives and destitute 

To grant tithe, and ot her offering to churches 

Contribution to national development 

Others 

2.2.5. 1 How do you explain the purposes in terms of economic, social, cultural, 

techn ologica l and institut ional va lues at origin? J ust ify your understandin g-----

2.2.5.2 How migra tion or remittances s upport yo ur li velihoods? Ex plain -------

2.2.6 W hat is yo ur attitude towards of migrati on? Yes No 

Posi ti ve 

Negati ve 



Undefined 

If your attitude is positive, for question 2.2.6, why? Yes No 

Source of additional income 

Releases from land shortage 

Means of job opportunity 

Covers different costs 

To be self-rel iant and reduce poverty 

Improves living condi tions and social life 

To acquire skill s. experiences etc 

Transforms from rural-urban, and agriculture-industry 

To be wealthy 

Reduces food consumption 

Others 

If your attitude is negative, for question 2.2.6, why? Yes No 

Social iso lation and exclusion 

Exploitation by brokers 

Death, arrest, robber etc 

High transpol1ation costs 

Lack of productive forces at origin 

Reduces learning interest 

Social conflicts 

Economic dependency 

Effect on cu iture 

Reduces patrioti sm 

Others 



Appendix IV 

Small Questionnaires and Interview Guidelines Related With the 

General Backgrounds, Process and Benefits of Migration to the RSA 

for Returnees at Origin 

4.1 General backgrounds of the returnees 

I . Name of returnee------------------

2. Sex------------ Age--------------

3. Liv in g pl ace before mi grat ion Kebele------------- Woreda-------------Zo ne--------

4. Living place after migration Kebe le----------------Woreda------------Zo ne--------

5. Place of m igration------------------------ Year of migration--------------- Number 

of yea r/mon th/date stay at destination--------- Year or date ofreturn-------------

6. Mar i ta I statu s ------------------ ------------------------------------- --------------------

Number of children for quest ion (3) if he/she is married---------------------------

7. Ed ucat i ona I sta t u s ------------------------ ----------------------------------------------

8. Occupational statu s before migration (mai n) -----------------------------------------

9. Occupat iona l stat us a fter mi grati on (ma in ) --------------------------------------------

10. Re i igious statu s ----------------------------------------------------------------------

I I. Ethn ic status 

4.2 Interview Guidelines for Rcturnees (origin) and Migrants (des tination ) 

• What are yo ur li ve lihood strategies before yo u are intended to mi grate? 

• Did you have any knowledge/experi ence about migrat ion? 

• I-low did yo u dec ide where to go? 

• How did you get the informat ion to migrate to your dest ination? 

• Had anyone of you r househo lds, fami ly or kin migrated before? If yes, d id 

thi s infl uence your decis ion? 

• What factors pulled you to mi grate? 

• What facto rs pushed you to migrate? 

• What were the materi a ls/resources required to trave l the ass igned desti nat ion? 

• How much birr needed to cove r transportati on? 



• How did you cover these costs? 

• How did yo u reach the destinat ion? Trip on ground or using airplane? Why? 

How much cost? 

• Who did care and arrangements when you are trave lling from ori gin to 

destination? 

• What occurred during on your trave l? 

• Have you faced any chall enges in the course of your travel and stay there 

(destination)? If yes, what kind? 

• What kind of jobs you are engaged at the destination? 

• Rem ittance investment status: amount of money and type of items you 

brought back home? How did yo u sent money or items to your families? Who 

wi II make the destination invest the rem ittance? Did you face any problems in 

relation with sending money or items back to your fam i Iy? What do you do 

with the money you earned? 

• What were the push and pull factors th at influenced yo u to return the ori ginal 

place? 

• What ski ll s or experiences you acq uired from your destination? 

• What type of occupations you are engaged after come back to your ori gin? 

• Does migration change your way of life? If yes, how-------------------------

• How people at the origin and destination view migrants? 

• Does migration affect your fam ily? If yes, how--------------------------------

• How do you compare your we ll-be ing wi th that of non-migrants of your age 

in the origin? 

• Do yo u intend to continue to migrate in the future? I f yes, to where? Why? If 

no, why not? 

• Who was responsible to your famil y in your absence? Who work in the fi eld 

in your absence? 

• What are the general features of your living status when you compare with 

before and after migrat ion? 



Appendix V 

Interview Guidelines for Key Informants (Experts) of the Following 

Offices or Other concerned Bodies In Relation to Migration of the 

Area 

5.1 Hadiya Zone and Gombora Woreda Labour and Social Affairs 

Department or Offices 

Is there any lega l process to assist mi grants at the origin? If yes. what kind , 

if the answer is no, why? 

What is your fee ling or attitude towards labour migration? Why? 

Is there any fami liar destination for migrants from your Zone? If yes 

where? 

Do you support or oppose labour migrati on? Why? 

What are the push-pull factors towards migrati on? 

Why people do migrati on as a livelihoods strategy in the area? 

Is there any recorded doc ument about migration? If yes. how and if no. 

why? 

What are the pos iti ve and negati ve impacts of migrati on that you are 

obse rved from migrati on to li velihoods? 

What the government should do in relati on to la bour migration? 

5.2 Hadiya Zone, Gombora Woreda Education Offices/Departments/Schools 

Is there any relationship between education and migrati on? If yes how­

ls th ere any positi ve impact of migrati on on education in the area? If yes 

what kind------

Is there any negative im pact of migration on educati on in the area? If yes 

How? What kind of measures you are taken to prevent the related 

problems? 

What is the feeling or attillldes of stude nt s, teachers, parent s. communities 

and even your staffs towards labour migrati on? Why? 



How do you see migrat ion in terms of quality of educati on? 

How do you suggest migrati on as a who le including livelihoods? 

5.3 Gombora Woreda Agricultural l1lal Rural Development Office 

What are the li ve lihood strateg ies of the people of the woreda? 

What is the major live lihood strategy of th e people of the woreda? 

The average land size of the people of the woreda per households­

Who do migrat ion? 

What are the push-pull factors of migration? 

How people do migrate? 

Where do people are migrating? Why? 

How do you see migration in terms of agri cultural prod uct ivity. improving 

living condition , employment, unem ployment, income divers ifi cation and 

others to the people of the woreda? 

What are the econom ic and soc ial benefits of migration that ga ined to the 

rura l peo ple of th e area? 

What are the economic and soc ia l disadvantages of migration that faced by 

the rural people of the area? 

What is your feel ing or att itude towards labou r migration? If it is pos itive or 

negati ve, why? 

How do you observe the impact migrat ion in supporting the li ve lihoods of 

migrant households in the area? Pos it ive ly or negative ly? 

5.4 Gombora Woreda, Ghana and Ole Kebele Administrative Offices 

What are the li ve lihood strategies of the people in the Woreda or kebe le? 

Do you have any informat ion about migration in your Woreda or kebele? If 

yes, what kind---------

Who do migrate? Why people pursu it migrat ion? How people do 

migrat ing? Where people do migrate and why? 

How do you see labour migrati on in terms of: economic, social, cu ltural, 

techno logica l and politi ca l aspects in im prov ing the li ving condi tions and 

li ve li hoods at or igin? 



5.5 Some Church Leaders from the Study Area 

How do you see migration in terms of rel igion? Do you support or oppose? 

Why? 

Are there any contributions that your chu rch ga ined from migrants? I f yes, 

what kind (money, items ... )? 

5.6 Hosanna and Habicho Towns Munic ipa li ty 

How do you see urbanizat ion in the town in relation with migration from 

the area? Is increasing or decreasing? Why? 

Which form of migration is more contribute to urbanization in the town? 

Why? 

What are the contributions of migrants to the deve lopment of the town? 

5.7 Hadiya Zone Roads and Transport Authority Department 

Is there any relationship between migration and transportation in the Zone? 

I f yes, what kind? 

How do you see the number of vehicle in the Zone? Is increas ing or 

decreasing? Why? 

How do you compare the periods before and since migration in relation 

with transportation on ru ral li ve lihoods of the people? 

5.8 Non-migra nt Informants (overage, gov't workers and adults). 

What is your livelihood strategy? 

Ha ve yo u any information about migration? If yes, what kind-

What is your attitude towards migration? Do you supp0l1 or oppose it? 

Why? 

Why you are not migrated? 

What are the opportuni ties that you are benefited from migrants? 

(economic, social cultu ral and technolog ical etc) 

What are the challenges that you faced due to migration? 



How do you suggest labour migration? 

5.9 FGD Guidelines at the Place of Origin 

Why people are migrating from the area? 

How the people migrate from the area? 

What resources are needed to migrate? 

How the cost of transportation is covered? 

Who covered this cost? 

What challenges are migrants faced before, during and after migrat ion? 

What are the benefits of labour migration for individuals, family, 

community, country deve lopment and others? 

The rates of labour migration from the area is increasing or decreasing over 

the last ten years? Why? 

How do you suggest migration In terms of economic. soc ial. cu ltural. 

political and technological aspects of deve lopment? 

How do you compare the living conditions and live lihoods of migrant 

fa milies and returnees before and after migration? 

5.10 Interview Guidelines for Informal Money Tra nsfer Agents 

What is the name of yo ur organ ization? Is there legal identity? If yes what 

kind, no why? 

How your organization is serving the customers or Hhs? Fair or not? 

What are the benefits of your orga nization from the rem ittences? 

For how many customers your organization giving services dail y. 

Is there any relationship between your organization and other fo rm al 

money transfer organizations like Banks? 
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