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ABSTRACT 

This study investigates the socia-economic and demographic causes and consequences of 

irregular migration of young adults/rom southern Elh iopia down to the Republic a/Sollth Aji-ica. It is 

a cross-sectional study based on sample survey of 690 households with 658 eligible young adults aged 

15 10 54 years belonging 10 three migrant categories in relation to migration status of South Africa, 

namely out migrants (226), return migrants (193) and non-migrants (239). The study is conducted in 

four randomly selected woredas and then households from two zones of the SNNPR-Kembata­

Tembaro and Hadiya- befween February to May, 2010. 

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

well as adminis trative records both a f local and national levels. The dala are analyzed using 

description, hi-variate and multi-variate slalislical techniques. Logistic regress ion model is also 

employed in assessing (he relationship between migration status and age, sex, marital stalus, 

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

The major findings of Ihis sfudy are: [h e irregular migration down to RSA is enormously 

dominated by lIlales (over 80%) and adults of age between 20-34 (57%). It is also found that the 

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

born child. Moreover, the study showed the presence of non-linear relationship between household 

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

by those having secondGlY education. It is also found that the movement of young adults from 

southern Ethiopia to RSA is facilit ated by a network of human smugglers found in Addis Ababa, 

Hossana, Dilla and Nairobi. Th e main cause for the irregular movement of adults is found 10 be nol 

absolute but relative poverty and 44% of them left their homeland for reasons of perceived better 

opportunilies in RSA, and only 8.5% o/the c iled poverty as lli e main cause. 

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

Significant impacl on the youth to migrate or nol while household s ize. place of childhood residence, 

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

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

movements to RSA bill now over 92% of them are employed. The study also showed that the majority 

of returnees are earning high income now than before. and also more than [har of non-migrants. On 

the other hand, highest proportions of smuggled migrants reporled that their journeys were harsh 

with unexpected negative consequences. They also noted of robbery and theft while they were in RSA. 

The study concludes by suggesting some p olicy recommendations fo r intervention in handling the 

irregular movement of youth as \Veil as the need fo r detailed research. 

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

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Statement of the Problem 

The worl d has bee n transformed by the process of globa lizati on. States, soc ieties, 

economies and cultures in different regions of the world are increas ingly integrated and 

interdependent. New technologies enab le the rapid transfer of capita l, goods, serv ices, 

info rm ation and ideas from one country and continent to another. The globa l eco nomy is 

ex pand ing, prov idin g mill ions of women, men and their child ren with better opportu ni ties in 

li fe. But, the impact of globa lizat ion has been uneve n, and growing d isparit ies are to be found 

in the sta nd ard of living and leve l of human society ava il ab le to peop le in diffe rent parts of 

the worl d. 

Shaw (1975) states that an important resul t of these rising di ffe rentials has been an 

increase in the sca le and scope of internat iona l migra ti on. Accordi ng to the UN's Populat ion 

Divis ion (UN, 2006), there are now a lmost 200 million intern at iona l migrants, a number 

equ iva lent to the fifth most populo us cou ntry in the world , Brazil. It is more than dou ble the 

fi gure reco rded in 1980, only 30 years ago. M igrants are now to b~ fuu nd in eve ry part of the 

globe, so me of th em mov in g withi n the ir own reg ion and others trave lling from one part of 

the wo rld to anothe r. The fo rm of mi gration often ca ptu ring news head lines is that from 

deve lop ing countries into the deve loped world (UN, 1998). O ne tends to ignore the fac t that 

the deve loping world is not homogenous that some states are more developed than others. As 

such, the relati ve ly more deve loped states in the deve lop ing world experi ence many of the 

same prob lems that more deve loped counterparts in the western world experience. 

Over the past three to fo ur decades, irregul ar border cross ings have emerged as a new 

maj or element in internat iona l migratory flows throughout the wo rl d. Acco rdin g Lo hrmann 

( 1989), whic h is an artic le on the report of the Orga ni zati on fo r Economic Cooperati on and 

Deve lopment (OECD), irregu lar migration beca me an issue of sign ifica nt co ncern globa lly 

since the early 1970s. Loh rmann sta tes that the reason for th is is not irregu lar migration did 

not occur in earli er years; what has changed is the overa ll impact of irregular mi grati on in 

ma ny cou ntries and the perception of the phenome non by state authorit ies. There is no dou bt 

that the smuggling and traffi cking of human be ings is an essentia l part of these movements. 



Conflict around the globe seems increasingly to invo lve, both as cause and effect, migrants in 

irregular status whose problematical or illegitimate presence itse lf is at issue. A survey of the 

wo rld's hotspots readi ly attests to the sa li ency of conflicts over res idency status, citizenship 

rights and po litica l identity en flamed by perceptio ns of irregu lar migrat ion (Brennan, 1984) . 

Irregular migrati on always ri sks controversy and conflict as control ove r the entry and stay of 

ali ens is seen as a key prerogati ve of sovereignty. Hence, irregu lar migration unavoidab ly 

in vo lves po litical issues j ust as it is inherently a hu man itaria n questi on. 

The growth and persistence of irregular migrations worldwide fundamentally stems from 

those soc ial, politi ca l, economic and demograph ic phenomena whic h have created ever 

increas ing global interdependence. Irreguiar migrations ari se fro m a numerous of labor 

market, institutional and soc io-politica l forces, often thereby creat ing ambi va lence (Harris & 

Todaro, 1970). .I ordan (2002) underlines that irregular migrations also are dynamic, 

undergoing constant change. 

Ethiopia is challenged by di fferent migrat ion patterns and dynamics, which have 

significant politica l and soc io-econom ic ram ifi cations for the country. Several things have 

been said about the migration of Eth iopian fe males to the Middle East and the Gulf States 

(Abdu Seid, 2009), but very small about the irregul ar migration of youth Ethiop ians to the 

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

RSA are economica lly active adu lts in pursuit of dream of capturing the green pasture there. 

In Ethiopia, the problem is wide ly observed in two zones of the southern parts, namely in 

Hadya and Kambata-Tambaro Zones and to a ve ry lesser extent in Wola ita Zone (Messay, 

2005). 

According to a recent report by the International Organization fo r Migration (10M , 2009), 

most of the yo uth who are move irregularly to RSA had suffered several challenges. Among 

them are sexual vio lence, phys ical abuse, human right vio lati on as we ll as robbery. Sinedu 

(2009) on an Amhari c da ily newspaper Addis Zemel? also noted that a significant number of 

the irregular migrants face conflict fro m loca l communi ty on their ways . The 10M report 

further states that some of the migrants are imprisoned in trans it countries since the majori ty 

of them are moving illegally with out having a legal passport andlor a va lid visa. 

Messay (2005) also pointed that al most all of the migrants pay a great sum of money to 

the smugglers, where the money is gained fro m their fa milies or borrowed from elsewhere or 

by se lling items. In addition to smugg li ng, he also underlined the ex istence of strong forge ry 

of documents needed for international travel. If smuggled migrants are not reac hing the RSA 
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on time of their calcul ations, they are fo rced to spend a couple of months, years, a decade or 

even more in transit countries, where they may suffer from several chall enges (S inedu, 2009). 

Moreove r, if they don't have money, they fail to get bas ic needs such as food and health 

faci liti es, and hence forced to be underemployed/unemployed in transit countries and some 

are drug add icted, and above all , some of them die (J OM, 2009). Another important prob lem 

is on the migrants' fam ily here in their place of origi n in Ethiopia. Since smugg led migrants 

are mov ing illega lly, they do not have access to information and communicatio n fac ilities, 

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

Embassy in RSA as they reached there, whi ch creates stress on their famili es at home. 

The present study foc uses on comparing the socio-economic and demograph ic 

characteristics of yo ung adults of Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas who are smuggled to 

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

causes and consequences of the irregular movement of youth fro m southern Ethiopia down to 

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

1.2 Objectives of the Stndy 

1.2_1 General Objective 

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

demographic causes and consequences of irregul ar migration of you ng adults from the 

southern parts of Ethiopia to the Repub lic of South Africa 

1.2.2 Specific Objectives 

Depending on the stated problem, th is study is spec ifi ca lly aimed to: 

I. compare the socio-economic and demograph ic character istics of smuggled 

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

I I. identi fy the main pull and push factors that fac ili ta te the irregular movement 

of young ad ul ts of Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya areas down to RSA, 

111. illustrate the consequences of irregu lar migration of yo ung ad ults from 

southern Eth iopia to RSA on their area of departu re and on themselves, 

IV. investi gate the intentio n of non-migrants on the irregular movement to RSA, 

v. expla in how yo un g ad ults from southern Ethiop ia go irregularly to RSA in 

association with the smuggl ing networks. 
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1.3 Hypotheses 

Based on the above stated objecti ves, the prese nt study attempted to address the fo llowing 

resea rch hypotheses. 

I. There is no significance difference in education status between smuggled migra nts (at 

migration) and non-migrants (at the survey). 

II . Residence place does not have sign ificant impact on migration status of yo un g adults. 

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

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

1.4 Significance of the Study 

The present study will be a va luab le document in giv ing updated information about the 

soc ial, economica l and demographic characteri sti cs of the irregul ar migration of yo ung adults 

from the southern parts of Ethiopia down to South Afr ica. Fu rtherm ore it: 

I. will prov ide inform ati on for the potenti al mi grants who have intention to move to 

RSA in identi fy ing the merits and demerits of irregular migration, 

II. will be im portant for governmental and non-governmenta l organizations either in 

identi fying which group of Ethiop ians are more vulnerable to migrate irregul arly to 

RSA, why and how they move, 

ii i. can also be used as an alarm fo r the concerned bod ies about how and why irregul ar 

migration is common in Kembata-Tembaro and Hadi)'a Zones than other areas, about 

the challenges that sm uggled migrants are suffering as we ll as the extent of the 

smuggling activities, 

I V. Finally, it will serve as a gui de to conduct further research on irregu lar migration, not 

on ly in from southern pa rts to RSA, but also from other parts of Ethi opia. 

1.5 Operational Definitions of Terms 

1.5,1 The Dependent Variable and Related Terms 

Migration is a ge neral term used fo r the incide nce of movement of individuals, groups or 

populati ons seek ing to ma ke relative ly permanent changes of res idence. It is one of the 

components of popul ation change. 
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Migralion slalus is a class ifi cati on of peo ple based on their res idential locat ions at the 

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

of people: migrants and non-m igrants. It is the depend ent va ri able in the present study. 

Migranl is a person who makes a rel atively permanent change of res idence from one country, 

or region withi n a country (an origin), 1.0 another (the destinatio n) du ring a spec ified time 

(migrati on period). 

Oul Migranl is an individ ua l who left his home land to South Africa. He/she might reach or 

not RSA, fo r some of them may be in journey down to RSA during the su rveyor are 

imprisoned. 

Re/urn MigrCln /s are migrants who had left their home to RS A sometime through irregular 

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

by the ir olVn mea ns or through deportation. 

Non-migrCln / is an individual who resided in an area both at the beginning and end of the 

designated migrat ion period . Alternat ive ly, it refers to an individ ual who has neither migrated 

into nor migrated out of hi s or her area of res idence . 

Smuggled Migral1ls are migrants who left to RSA from their homeland in an irregu lar man ner 

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

Irregular migra", is someone, who, ow ing to ill ega l entry or the expiry of hi s or he r visa, 

lacks lega! status in a transit or host country. It applies to migrants who infringe a country's 

admission rules and any other person not author ized to remai n in the host country (UN, 2000) 

Irregular migra/ion refe rs to the movement that takes place outside the regu latory norms of 

the sending, transit and receiving countri es . From the perspective of destination countries, 

irregul ar migrat ion is ill ega l entry, stay or wo rk in a country, meaning that the migrant does 

not have the necessary authori zati on or documents required under immigration regulatio ns to 

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

irregu lari ty is seen, fo r example, in cases in wh ich a person crosses an international boundary 
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without a va lid pass port or travel docum ent or does not fu lfill the ad mini strative req uirements 

for leav ing the country (UN, 2000) 

Smuggling is the procurement, in order to obtain, directly or indirect ly, a financia l or other 

material benefit, of the ill ega l entry of a person in to a State Part of wh ich the person is not a 

national or permanent res id ent (UN, 2000) 

Trafficking in persons is the recruitment, transportation, transfer, harboring or rece ipt of 

persons, by means of the threat or use of force or other forms of coerc ion, of abduction, of 

fra ud, of deception, of the abuse of power or of a posit ion of vulnerability or of the giving or 

receivi ng o f payments or benefi ts to achieve the consent of a person having control over 

another person, for the purpose of exp loitation (UN, 2000) 

1.5.2 Independent Variables 

Age is the length of time that a person has li ved, measured 111 number of years defined III 

te rms of the last binhday. 

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

Adults include those aged between 40 and 64. 

Marital status is the c lass ificat ion of the marriage s ituat ion of people as measured by usi ng 

the catego ries of single, currently married, divorce, widowed and cohabited. 

Educational allainment is the hi ghest grade completed within the most advanced leve l 

attended in the ed ucationa l systems of the country, which is measured by the number of 

schoo l yea rs. 

Occupation is the type of wok done (e.g., fa rm er, a teacher, librarian), a position in the labo ur 

fo rce, usually grouped by simi larity of work done or the sk ill s and training required. And 

occupational status refers to the c lass ificat ion of an individual or group of persons with 

respect to their occupation. 
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Income refe rs to revenues or rece ipts accruing from business enterpri se, labor, or invested 

cap ital. In thi s study, it is measu red by the amount of birr or other assets people ea rn per a 

spec i fied period of time, say a month. 

Ethnicity and Religion: ethnicity is a common cultural heritage th at sets a group apart on the 

basis of national ori gin , anceslly, language, re ligion , and similar characteristics; and religion 

refers to peop le's be li efs and opinions conce rning th e ex istence, nature, and wo rship of a 

deity or deities, and divine in volvement in the universe and human life. 

Household refers to either a single person or a group of people mak ing prov ision for food and 

other essentials of li ving, occupyi ng the who le, part of, or more than one housing unit or 

other provision for shelter. 

Place of childhood residence usually refe rs to the place of birth of an individua l or groups. 

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

jure census and place of current re sidence. 

Birth order is the location of a give n birth in the sequence of births to a woman, sta rting with 

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

1.5.3 Other Important Terms 

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

includes money in cash or in item/kind. 

Woreda is a ki nd of class ification of zones under smaller districts. A co llection of woredas 

and urban centers usuall y make a zone. 

Kebele and GO II: Kebele refers to the lowest adm inistrati ve hierarchy used in Ethiopia, both 

urban and rural areas, and exists below woreda. GO /l is the sma ll est admin istrat ive 

classi fication of a kebe le, which is a co llection of households. 
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1.6 Conceptual Framework 

Figure 1.1 Conceptual Framework 

Independent Variables 

*Age * Household Size 

* Marital Status * Residence (Childhood & Current) 

* Educational Attainment * Birth Order 

* Occupation and Income * Ethnicity & Religion 

Intervening Variables 

• Information and • Government Policies 
Communication ~ • Peer/Family Pressure 

• Knowledge About the • Poverty 
Opportunities in RSA 

I 

Migration Status: 

Migrants and Non-Migrants 

The Dependent Variable 

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

It wi ll be much benefic ial if the present study is done on a la rge sca le to include 

several variables and geographica l areas other than Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya in 

Eth iopia and transit countries the migrants are travelling as we ll as the receiving country­

RSA. The foll owing are· the main shortcomings of the study: 

]. It did not take any primary data from South Africa by contacting migrants th ere. 

Hence, th e impacts of the irregu lar movement of youth on RSA are not assessed at all. 

II. It did not also ma ke any contacts with migrants in transit, detained/imprisoned, which 

is much important to investigate the ways and assoc iated problems the migrants 

suffering from . 

II], It was hard to have time with retu rn migrants because they cons ider the study as 

ordered by the government for politica l pu rposes, and also they are busy in thei r 

business for the majority of them have in vestments/compan ies. 

IV. Similarly, both non-m igrants and fa milies of out migrants some times fail to give 

accurate in format ion. Hence, misreporting is observed in some of the households and 

the non-response rate was very high. 

v. Some bureau heads at SNNP reg ion became much reluctant to have an in-depth 

interview conce rn ing the problem under study. The regional Labor and Social 

Affa irs' Agency is the ma in one that failed to cooperate with thi s st udy, which co uld 

not enab led to know the view of the reg ion on the prob lem under study . 

, ( , , l' 
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CHAPTER TWO 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.1 Major Theories and Models on Migration 

Migratory phenomena are so diverse that in many cases only spec ific types of 

indi viduals may be affected in settings that are both time and place-specific and poss ib ly 

nonrecurrin g settings. Acco rdingly, alternate conceptua li zat ions of migration may not be 

justified but separate models and theo ri es may be req uired for process that is completely 

unrelated . There are no spec ific theories and models deve loped concern ing irregular 

migrati ng so fa r; and hence in thi s sub-section , the main theories and models related with 

migration in general are discussed. 

2.1.1 Ravenstein's Law of Migration 

Broad theo ries concerning the characteri stics of migrants and their on gill s and 

destinations were form ulated by Ravenstein in 1885 and 1889 (Lewis, 1982). Us ing data 

fro m the 188 1 Briti sh census, Ravenstein formulated a series of laws wh ich he believed 

explained contemporary migration in Europe. The mai n elements of his thesis incl ude 

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

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

are usually adu lts. Economic fac tors are mentioned as the major cause fo r migration. 

Essentiall y, these framewo rk s of laws of migrati on have been the basis of considerable 

geographi cal resea rch on migrati on. The main drawback of Ravenste in 's law of mi gration is 

its generalizati on, i.e., its applicati on in the whole wor ld . It does not consider diffe rences in 

spec ific local ities. However, some of these laws are still practica l in certain parts of the world 

at some time. For example, most literatu res state that ad ul ts are usuall y migrat ing more than 

children and elders (Castles & Mi ll er, 1998). In the present study, as it is discussed in Chapter 

4, yo ung adu lts take the hi ghest percentages in migration fro m southern Eth iopia down to 

RSA. 
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2.1.2 Stouffer's Tbeory of Intervening Opportunities 

Theory of inte rveni ng opportunities attempts to describe the li ke lihood of mi gration. 

Its hypothesis is that this li kelihood is influenced most by the opportun ities to settle at the 

destination, less by distance or population pressure at the starting point. Stouffer's law of 

intervening opportunities states, "The number of persons go ing a given di stance is directly 

proportiona l to the number of opportunities at that di stance and in verse ly proportiona l to the 

number of interven ing opportunities" (Lew is, 1982:75). Stouffer theorizes that the amount of 

migration over a given dista nce is di rectly proportional to the number of opportunities at the 

place of destination, and inversely proporti onal to the number of opportunities between the 

place of departure and the place of destination. These interven ing opportunities may pe rsuade 

a migrant to settle in a place in the route rather than proceeding to the originall y pl an ned 

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

population tota ls than with the opportunit ies in each locat ion. This theory is we ll observable 

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

opportuni ties avai lable in RSA- what ever risky and difficult the journey is. 

2.2 Key Concepts and Definitions 

Defining irregul ar migration has been the subject of considerab le debate (Battistell a & 

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

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

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

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

rece ivi ng country. Persons may enter a country through smuggling or traffick ing, or they may 

enter lega lly with va lid documentation but later become irregu lar through overstay ing the 

duration of their va li d permit. On the other hand Hass (2007) defines irregular migration in a 

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

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

countri'· 

Terminology has evo lved over time and reflects the different perceptions of the 

phenomenon. While, traditionaliy, undocumented migrati on has been treated as a res idual 

category of migration that falls outside the domain of " lega l" migrat ion, the term " il lega l 
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mi gration" has bee n critic ized for its normative connotati on and its genera lity. Although th e 

International Conference on Populat ion and Development in 1994 agreed to the usage of 

"undoc umented migration"-nothing that "U ndocum ented or irregular migrants are persons 

who do not fulfill the requirements estab li shed by the country of destination to enter, stay or 

exerc ise an economic activ ity" (U nited Nations, 1995)-the phenomena is commonly 

referred to as clandestine, irregul ar, illega l and unauthorized mi gration, interchangeably. 

Much confus ion in th e current debate on irregular mi gration is re lated to the poo r 

de finiti on of central concepts. Firs t of a ll , thi s app lies to irregul ar mi grat ion. However, the 

bound ari es between regul ar and irregul ar mi gration are not a lways c lear. At the beginning, it 

is use ful to make a di stincti on between irregular enlly and irregular stay. For instance, most 

irregul ar migrants enter dest ination countries lega lly, but subsequently overstay their visas, o r 

engage in prohibited work, through which thei r statu s becomes irregular. The other way 

around , migrants enterin g or res iding in a country illegally can acquire legal residency 

through obta ining work, marriage or regularizati on. 

In his study of irregular migration from West Afri ca to North Africa and Europe, Hass 

(2007) found that both irregular and regular mi gration usua lly should be seen together. He 

further states that both phenomena are known to be reci proca lly interre lated; regular 

mi grati on faci litates irregular mi gration through the functi oning of mi grant networks, regular 

entry o ften precedes irregular stay, and many currently regular mi grants have been irregul ar 

at some stage of the ir migration of res id ency. Therefore, regular and irregul ar mi gration often 

tend s to move to the same destinat ions. 

Thi s study uses the term ' irregular mi grati on' beca use it is a broader and less 

norm ati ve term than ' illegal mi grati on' (Jordan & DUvell , 2002; Van Li empt, 2007). ' Illega l 

migration ' is primarily a legal term, wh ich does not necessarily reflect the actual experiences 

of migrants. For instance, Van Liempt (2007) observed th at smugg ling can be ' illegal ' , but 

licit, or soc ially accepted, at the same time. Moreover, governments' perception of ' illega l' 

migrat ion vary greatly from one coun try to the other, refl ecting differences in legis lati on and 

how it is applied in practice (Brennan, 1984). 

Traffi ckin g and smu ggling are other central terms re lated with mi gratio n, espec ially 

with irregu lar m igration, which are often confused in policy and academic discourses. The 

term ' trafficking in pe rso ns' is rest ricted to situati ons in whi ch people are dece ived, 

threatened or coerced in situations of expl oita ti on, inc luding pros titution. ' Human smuggling' 

im plies that a mi grant voluntar ily purc hases services to c ircum vent immigrati on restrictions, 
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without necessarily being the vict im of deception or exploitation (Carling, 2006). However, 

in practice it is often difficu lt to make a sharp di stinction between what is vo luntary and 

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

agency and structural constraints to varying degrees. 

Although the actua l num ber of undocumented migrants is inherently difficu lt to 

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

countries in spite of a pro liferation of restrictive measures and increasingly sophist icated 

policy responses (Un ited Nati ons, 1998). As stated ea rli er, although irregular migrati on has 

existed for many years , in the face of global economic recession, the soc io-economic context 

has changed in many countri es (U nited Nations, 2008). Such factors have placed irregul ar 

migration in the forefront of immigration debates in many world cap itals. At the core of the 

issue are questions concern ing state capacity to control or manage migration flow s. 

2.3 Characteristics of Irregular Migratiou 

Motivation for migration: Most authors agree that the single most important motive to 

migrate illegally is economic, although there are also many politicai asy lum-seeke rs among 

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

improve their situation through migration , and that they need the assistance of trafllckers, 

smugglers and other interm ed iaries to do so. 

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

traffickers and smugg lers. Indeed, there is ev idence that women and children migrants are 

tricked into debt and prostitution by criminal individuals and organi zat ions (Demle itner, 

200 1). More genera lly, most migrants know qu ite we ll what to expect (Skeldon, 2000). This 

concerns not on ly the costs and non-monetary risks involved with illegal migration, but al so 

the oftentimes very poor living conditions in the host countries. Ch in' s book (2001), for 

instance, shows that most Chinese migrants come from the same few provinces. They benefit 

from the fact that relat ives and friends may ha ve migrated before them prov iding them with 

use ful inform atio n. The in formationa l benefits of thi s "chain migration" are not available for 

migrants, who do not have access to this type of in formation, or are de li berate ly misinformed 

by traffickers and smugglers . However, lack ing info rm atio n can only be a transitory 

phenomenon. O' Rourke and Williamson (2000) argues that migrants in the 19th century were 
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well informed about migration prospects, at a time when inform at ion travelled by boat. There 

is little reason to believe that, in ti mes of te lephone networks and the internet, informationa l 

fricti ons could survive for long. 

The migration contract: the costs associated with irregu lar migration are very hi gh, and only 

few capable individuals or families can afford migrati on. However, many potential migrants 

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

documents and assist in entering the country of destination. Long-haul migrati on is organi zed 

in rather similar ways whethe r migrants come from China, Russia (as cited in Finckenauer, 

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

smuggler arranges the transfer to the host country, by sea, land or air transport. He also 

ensu res entry into the host country. Upon arrival, the migrant is usually kept in a "safe house" 

or sweatshop until the debt has been paid back. 

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

work for traffi ckers or their business partners. In the case of Fuj ian Chinese, repayment takes 

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

cases of ab use, but it is hard to imag ine that they are the ru le (Skeldon, 2000). Otherwise, 

migrants would barely enter contrac tual relationships with traffi ckers and smugglers. 

Invo luntary slavery exists, but most of it is concentrated in the non-OECD countries (Hass, 

2007). Much of the illegal migration business appears to follow the spirit of the 

migration/debt contract quite close ly. In particul ar, workers are usuall y set free after the debt 

has been paid back. Some times, ab use of migrants could happen. Similarly, Skeldon (2000) 

argues that human trafficking and smuggl ing appea rs to be a competiti ve business. 

False Documentation: forgery of documents, such as passports and vi sa stamps, is a 

mechani sm likely to be intrinsically tied up with smuggling and trafficking. Recru itment 

agents, espec iall y in send ing countri es, have often played a pivota l ro le in arranging 

fraudu lent visas. Entry into a place of destination on a fa ke visa or passport puts the 

prospective migrant at the risk of deportation staying in camps/prisons upon arrival , if caught 

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

irregular movement of peop le from West Africa to the Maghreb and Europe, they found the 

existence of a highly sk ill ed fo rgers and we ll-connected interm ediaries wh ich are ready to 
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render every se rvice needed by the irregu lar migrant with aspirations and the ri ght amount of 

money. 

2.4 Causes of Irregular Migration 

The United Nations in its annual report by the Population Di vision (UN, 1998) states 

that irregul ar migration has emerged in response to increasingly restrictive admissions 

poli cies adopted by the tradit io nal immigrati on countries and the labor-rece iving countries, in 

the wake of a global economic slowdown. According to thi s report, the traditional 

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

currently admit an annua l total of nearl y I mi ll ion legal immigrants, most of whom have 

sk ill s or family connections to immigrants previously admitted. Very few countries have 

poli cies to admit large numbers of unskilled immigrants, yet there is a continuing rise in 

demand wo rldwide for unskill ed work (Lohrmann, 1989). 

Another important factor in explaining irregular migration is that fewer countries now 

have emigration controls (Brennan, 1984). Throughout the period of the cold war, 

immigrati on and particularly emigrati on were subject to strict regul ations, and international 

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

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

from one country to another (U nited Nati ons, Economic Commission fo r Europe, 1995). 

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

there currently are few countri es from wh ic h ex it is now contro lled (Widgren, 1994). 

Although differences 111 the economic, political and soc ial contexts limit 

generali zations, ce rtain features of irregular migrati on are more or less universa l. There is 

general agreement that economic factors are paramount in inducing persons to migrate 

irregularly. Such irregular fl ows are often fro m relatively poor countri es to countries with 

bigh gross nati onai product (GNP) per capita. Japan, for example, has been a maj or pole of 

attraction for undocumented irregu lar migrants in recent yea rs, with a stock of as many as 

300,000 irregular migrants fro m more than 90 countries of ori gin (UN, 1998). This is partly 

explained by the fact that Japan's per capita GNP ($26,920 in 1991 ) is significantly greater 

th an that of many neighboring As ian countries, e.g., 34 times greater than that of the 

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

(World Bank, 1996). 

15 



Some of the more extreme instances of economic disparities are among contiguous 

countries that share extensive hi storical migration relationships. Per cap ita GNP in the Un ited 

States of America, for example , was six times higher than in Mexico in 1994 ($25,700 versus 

$4, 180), where it was II times hi gher in Germany than in Poland ($25,700 versus $2,410) 

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

recess ion have a powerful impact on irregu lar migrati on (Lohrmann, 1989). In spite of 

greatly stepped-up enforcement along the Un ited States border, for example, Mexicans 

continued to enter the Un ited States in record numbers during the recession following the 

co llapse of the peso (wh ich is the main uni t of currency in several Southern and Central 

American countri es) in December 1994. 

Widespread poverty and income inequality ex ist in the context of a globa l 

communications revolution, with international telephone/telefax and internet networks, global 

telev ision channels and so forth, as Lohrmann (1989) argues. Furthermore, Widgren (1994) 

notes that these new technical possibilities to link up with far-away countries provide better 

opportunities for potential migrants to take departu re dec isions. Moreover, although migrants 

continue to cross national borders by foot, improved transportation netwo rks, including cheap 

and rapid air travel, now mean that irregular migrants have additional means to cross borders, 

and no longer move mai nly from neighboring countri es. 

A relati vely new dimension is that of trafficking. Within trafficking, there are vari ous 

activities ranging from small-sca le operators wllo provide a specific service such as transport 

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

communication techniques and provide the entire range of services, including documentation , 

transportation and ass istance in cross ing borders, places of transit and residence in the 

receiving countries and illega l employment (Gunatill eke, 1994). 

In recent years, large-sca le trafficking operations increasingly have come under the 

control of international networks of organized crime, an industry that is estimated to generate 

gross ea rnings of between $5 and $7 billion annuall y (Gunati lleke, 1994). The trafficking 

business not only is hi ghly lucrative, but in some cases is treated rather leniently. In most of 

the Centra l American countries, for example, where large numbers of irregular migrants 

transi t, al ien smuggling is not a crime and traffickers operate open ly as travel agents (UN, 

1998). 

One of the main problems with trafficking is that it undermines the process of orderly 

legal migration. Moreover, the entry of organized crime and the increasingly diffi culty of 
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combatin g irregul ar mi gration have negati ve consequences for the image of mi grat ion and 

migra nt communities in the societies that are the rece iving end of traffi cking. They tend to 

generate reacti ons that are strongly antagoni stic, which assoc iate migrati on with criminal 

acti vity. 

2.5 Consequences of Irregular Migration 

2.5.1 Consequences on tbe Area of Destination 

Economic Consequences: the consequences of irregular migration, li ke its defin itio n, are still 

unclea r. A significa nt debate among academics and policy makers a like foc uses on the e ffects 

of irregular mi grants on the depress ion of wages and working conditi ons. Some economists 

argue th at a large supply of inexpensive fo reign labor in a country is respons ible for 

depress ing wages and working conditions, parti cularly in large urban areas (Lohrmann, 

1989). The rationale is that irregular migrants are more docile and vulnerab le, and therefore 

pre ferred by e mploye rs, who find them more cost-effective (UN, 1998). The UN publication 

furthe r notes that such phenomenon lends itse lf to a ge nera l reduction in wages, health and 

sa fety co nditi ons, and vari ous frin ge benefit s. Othe rs, such as Brennan (1984) argue that 

depressed wages and work ing cond itions are not the res ul t of an influx of foreign workers but 

rather the ca use of thi s influx. T he argument rests on the ass umption that, as a by-produ ct of 

industria li zation, a leve l of jobs ex ists that is rejected by native workers and open to other 

so urces of labor. According to these theories, nati ve wo rkers are not displ aced by fo reign 

workers; rather, fo reign workers ma inta in certain bus in esses and agricul tura l ente rpri ses 

which would otherwise be unable to attract sufficient labor. 

Social Consequences: there al so is an unreso lved debate concerning the impac t of irregular 

mi grati on on the soc ial we lfare State. ·While some conte nd that irregular mi grants overburden 

soc ia l services withou t contributing to the system (i.e., g iven the most do not pay taxes), 

others po int to the fac t that these migrants ofte n co ntribute to the soc ia l we lfa re system 

without any re turn ( i.e., pens ions). Moreover, an argu ment has been made that th e cost of not 

provid in g access to soc ial services is eve n stee per. Where access to educati on or hea lth care 

for irregular migrants is lacking, the resultan t socia l costs may in the end be greater as a result 

17 



of the higher level of margina lization and crimi nali ty, or the potentia lly higher health costs 

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

Moreover, irregular migration invariably involves the establ ishment of new cu ltural 

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

enhancement to the host society, but can also preset problems. Irregu lar migrants, after 

regulari zing themse lves, who stay for extended periods become more assertive of their 

economic, political and soc ial ri ghts, which may invoke a reaction by local peop le who 

perceive the newcomers as representing social and economic competition. Barrett (1992) 

stressed the result of such things in many host countries has been the growth of right-wing 

extremist groups which tend to be overt ly racist and opposed to immigration. 

Demographic Consequences: due to the se lective nature of irregular migrat ion, there is 

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

newcomers usually include large numbers of male adults, who may after a whi le choose to 

bring their young fami lies with them. 

2.5.2 Consequcnccs on the Area of Origin 

Remittances: labor migration is often regarded as the most economica ll y benelicia l form of 

migration to the area of origin. This is due to the remittances that labor migrants (whether 

they are migrated irregularly or not) send to their fam il ies who remain in the area of ori gin. 

Taken at national sca le these remittances can be very substantial. For a number of countries 

remittances are a very important form of income. For example, officia l remittances in 

Pakistan and Yemen amount to the equivalent of over 65% of Gross Domestic Product 

(Barrett, 1992). 

On the other hand , remittances can have negative economic effects in the area of 

origin. For example, agri cultura l product ion may be adversely affected, not on ly because of 

the loss of labo r, but also because regular remittances mean that rural families are no longer 

dependent on their farms. As it is noted in Barrett ( 1992) such situati on has occurred in 

Yemen where large areas of land are on longer farmed. Barrett further states that this has 

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

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

flour . 
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Role in Development: one of the major criticisms of la bor migration is that it has failed to 

prov ide any di scernab le deve lopment impetus in the area of origin. It al so creates labor 

shortage, brain drain and to some extent inflation. However, in many instances labor 

migrati on prov ides clear financial benefits to the area of origin and especia lly to the migrant 's 

family (Barrett, 1992). 

Social Consequences: depopul ation of areas of origi n can be a harmful legacy of migration. 

In most situations of out-migration, it is the young and very often the innovators who leave 

first (Lohrmann, 1989). This leaves a community of older, more conservati ve members who 

are less receptive to new ideas. The res ul t is a skewed age and sex structure whi ch has serious 

implications for socia l we lfare systems. The loss of young adults may result in the 

disintegrat ion of tradit ional socia l and political li fe and may assist the eros ion of service 

in frastructure (Barrett, 1992). 

2.5.3 The Impact on the Migrant 

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

often the object of prejudice. There is no doubt that many of the irregu lar migrants to the 

southern countri es of Europe from North Africa have experienced discrimination and even 

violence (Lohrman n, 1989). The recent resea rch report done by the 10M (2009) also noted 

the va ri ous physica l and psychologica l violence that the irregular migrants are suffering from . 

Adaptation: in most situations an irregular migrant has to adapt to a new socia l, econom ic and 

politica l environment. On arriving at the area of destination the irregular migrant goes 

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

must take place. Secondly, the migrant must adjust to the new economic and soc ial 

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

the new environment. The success of these three processes wil l dete rm ine whether the 

irregular migrant will eventual ly conform to and ass imi late into the host community or will 

choose to li ve in a distinct spatial group. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY AND DATA SOURCES 

3.1 Design of the Research 

3.1.1 Type of the Design 

This study is co nducted on a quantitative cross-sectiona l research, whi ch is also 

known as one-s hot or status study. Thi s approach is chosen because, as stated on Kumar 

(1996), it is best suited to studies a imed at find ing out the prevalence of a phenomenon, 

s ituation, prob lem or attitude, by taking a cross secti on of population. The present study is a 

one-ti me resea rch, and thus it is an important way to view the soc io-economic and 

demographic s ituations behind the irregular mi gration in the area under study. This design is 

se lected also because of its simplicity, as it is only a one co ntact study with the target 

populati on and is comparat ively cheap to undertake as we ll as easy to analyze. 

3.1.2 The Study Area and Target Population 

The Study Area 

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

the SNN P reg ion of Ethi opia, namely Had iya Zone and Kembata-Tembaro Zone. According 

to the 2007 census report, the total population of the region was 15,042,53 1 where 10.3% of 

them are urban reside nts (CSA, 2008). Similarly, the total population of Hadiya Zo ne is 

1,243 ,776 and that of Kembata-Temba ro is 683 ,167 with an urban percentage of 10.8 and 

14.3, respectively. The two zo nes acco unt fo r 12.8% of the reg ion's population. There is no 

big diffe rence in sex ratios of the two zones: 98.8 in Hadiya 97.8 in Kembata -Tembaro and 

the overall sex ratio of the region is 99. 

Regarding zonal admi ni str at ive class ification, Had iya Zone has 10 woredas and I city 

ad ministrat ion (Hossana, which is the cap ital of the zo ne) and Kembata-Tembaro Zo ne has 7 

woredas and I c ity admin istration (Durame, zona l capita l). With an area of 3,978 square 
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kilometers, Hadiya has a population density of 378 people per sq uare kilometer. In Hadiya, 

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

(78.16%), Si lte (10.13%), Kembata (2.22%), Gurage (1.8%), and Amhara (1.63%); all other 

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

Kembata-Tembaro has a population density of 429 people per square kilometer. The five 

largest ethnic groups reported in this zo ne were the Kembata (65%), Tembaro (17%), Si lte 

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

22 shows the study area in relation to other zo nes/special woredas of the SNN P region. 

Target Population 

The target populations to conduct the present study are young adults of both sex aged 

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

people moved irregularly to the RSA [out migrants] but they might reached RSA or not (b) 

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

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

gathered using proxy respondents, mainly through their fami lies at homeland. The rest, 

returnees and non-migrants, are contacted directly. These age groups are selected because 

they make the greater proportion of the economi ca lly active youth population who are 

vu lnerable to migrate irregularly to RSA (Sinedu, 2009; Messay, 2005). 

3.2 Sampling 

3.2.1 Sam pIe Size Determination 

As stated above, househo lds where we can find the target population are visited. A total 

of four kebeles are selected from the fo ur woreda/towns in the study area, and from each of 

these kebeles, 690 households are chosen. A detail procedure in indentifying the target 

population is presented in the sub-section 3.2.2 . 
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The samp le size IS calculated uSll1g the following formu la of sample size 

determination (Kothori , 1998). The formula is given as fo llows: 

Z'a i2 * P( I - P) 
n = ------;--'-----'-

e' 

Where n- sample size 

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

P- est imated propo rtion of households hav ing yo ung adults aged 15-54 

e- standard error (0.04 

As the proportion is not known, 0.5 is used as P va lue to obtain maxi mum number of 

sample household s. 

Z'a i2 * P(I-P) 
n = , + 10% Non-Response + 5% Design Effect 

e 

= 600.25 + 60.025 + 30.0 I 

= 690.285 

= 690 households 

3.2.2 Sampling Procedures 

----~-
" 

- ~ 
,. ;l. ,', 

" 

Since the problem under in vest igat ion is about irregu lar migration, which usually 

in vo lves smugg ling, illegal transfe r with out hav ing necessary legal documents and some 

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

Therefo re, it was conducted by getting in touch with se lected households from the target 

area's popu lat ion using probability sampl ing in combinatio n with purpos ive samp li ng, which 

is a non-probab ility one, when ever necessa ry. From the probab ility sampling, a stratified 

random sampling is chosen for its convenience to conduct the present resea rch. Detailed 

descript ion on the applicati on of the sampl ing techniq ues that is used is given be low. 

Two woredas, namely SO /'o Woreda and Hossana Town from Hadiya Zone; and 

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

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

irregular migration is predominantly observed as based on li te ratures and pre-research survey 

of the investi gator. A recent pub lication by the Eth iop ian Press Agency (Si nedu, 2009) also 
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strengthens thi s s ituation. One kebe le from each woreda/town is se lected , and thi s gives a 

tota l of four kebe les. 

3.2.3 The Sampling Frame 

The full report of2007 Population and Housing Census of Ethi op ia is not re leased and 

it became difficult to get latest data from thi s census about the kebe les and the number of 

households found in each wo reda. Only the first draft report was re leased, where there are no 

popu lat ion and house hold data at woreda and kebe le leve ls. The resea rcher has tri ed to get 

avai lable latest information from each zone' s admini stration offices and this is summ arized as 

in Table 3.1. As it is stated in the earlier sub-sections, the sa mpling frame for thi s particular 

study includes both urban and rural kebeles that are fou nd in fo ur of the purposefully se lected 

woredas/town. 

Table 3.1 Snmmary of the Selection Process from Woreda to Housebolds 

Total TotalNo. of No. of No. of 

No. of Selected KAs lI. in the Selected KAs' Gotls In 
Stfec1ed flHs+ in 
Gotts "e Zone Woredas Woreda/Town selected woreda selected selected 

Urban Rural Urban Rural KAs' Golts" 
Badiya II Hossana Town 8 0 0 12 4 528 

Sora Woreda 0 19 0 10 3 417 

Kcmbata- 8 Angacha Woreda 2 15 0 8 2 229 

Tcmbaro Doyo Gena Woreda 13 0 9 3 398 

Total 19 II 47 2 2 39 12 1,572 

Source: Kembata-Tcrnbaro and Hadiya Zones Admi nistrative Offices 
"' Includes only households havi ng the target population 

1\ KA=Kebclc Administration 

+ HH~ Households 

Out of the sampled popu lations 400 (58%) are from urban and 290 (42%) are from 

rural areas. The percentages of urban areas are higher than the rura l ones fo r they have access 

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

suc h small sca le study. Similarly, 373 (54%) are from Hadiya Zone and 317 (46%) are from 

Kembata-Tembaro Zone. I-Iadiya had hi gher percentages than Kembata-Tembaro because the 

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

is done to get proport iona l num ber of respondents to the total populati on in the woredas. 
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To se lect respondents a multi-stage sampling technique is employed. First, Kebele 

Admin istrations (KAs) are se lected by using purposive sampling where the prob lem prevails 

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

KA s). Second ly, proportional numbers of GOltS are se lected using random sampling 

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

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

househo lds are se lected using probability proportionate to size (PPS) method. Before 

se lecting households from the se lected Gotts, full li st of households was obtained from 

respective KA s. Then, a su rvey has been done to identify those households having the target 

population and a total 1,572 households were found. From these, 690 households 

proportional to the available households in each Gott were se lected usi ng simple random 

sampling. Fina lly, all of the target popu lation found in each of these selected households is 

contacted. The following figure shows the various stages that are employed in selecting the 

target population from woreda to household. 

ZONES 

HADYA 

KEMBATA­

TEMBARO 

Figure 3.1 The Sampling Frame 

WOREDA /TOWN KAs GOTTS HH 

4 Gotts H 232 HH s /" 
Hossana .I Kebele 06 

Town 

3 Gotts I- I 183 HHs ~ Sora 

1 1-1 Woreda 
Kebele 10 

,--_~_n!_;_:;_:_....JHL._K_e_b_e_le_0_5----,~ 1 
2 Gotts J--. 1'--_l_O_l_H_H_S----' 

Doyo Gena ------ttl l --+ 117; 
\. ___ ~ ~ ___ ~ore~_a __ ~yr __ K_eb_:le O~otts ~ HHs 

y 
Purposive Purposive Random Random 

Sampling Sampling Samp ling (PPS) Sampling (PPS) 
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3.3 Data Source 

To conduct the present study both quantitative (which is the main data so urce) and 

qualitative, prim ary andlor secondary, type of data are gathered. Details of data type and 

gathering techniques are elaborated as fo llows: 

3.3.1 Quantitative Data 

To co llect quantitative data, a separate we ll structured questionnaire was prepared for 

the three kind s of migrants in household s: out migrants (who moved to RSA), return 

migrants (returnees from RSA who moved thro ugh smugg ling) and non-migrants (may have 

or may not have intention to migrate to RSA) . There are common questions for all three 

categories of migrants in the questionnaire and also separate questi ons for each migrant type 

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

the study area. Available secondary documents are al so reviewed pertinently. Further 

information is also co llected from record s of administrative offices, journals, publi shed or 

unpublished research papers, books and other sources so as to support the data that was 

gathered using questionnaire. 

The Questionnaire: 

The questionnaire was origina lly prepared in Engli sh and then is translated into 

Amharic. T hi s is because Amharic is wide ly spoken in the study area and is better to 

communicate with the target population than Engli sh. Be fore printing the final vers ion of the 

questionnaire, a pilot survey was carried out on 10 eligib le households in Doyo Gena and 10 

in Hossana town. Thi s pilot survey was vita l in assess ing the content, logica l flows, c larity of 

the questi ons and length of interview. Then, th e questionna ire was amended appropriate ly. 

A detai led survey manual expressing the genera l procedures as well as steps required to 

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

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

co ntent of the questi ons and the essence of the study. More over, a detailed demographic, 

soc io-economi c characteristic of the sampled yo uth population was obtained during the field 
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work. The questionnaire was used throughout the who le data collection process, for its 

s implicity and low cost. 

The questionnaire is addressed to each target popu lation found in the se lected househo lds. 

Within the 690 se lected househo ld s, and a total of 2,784 target population (915 our migrants, 

723 returnees and 1,146 nan-migrants) were found ; however, only 764 of them were ready to 

participate in the study- at least in the initial contacts. The Engli sh versions of the 

qu estionnaires are attached in the annex part. 

3.3.2 Qualitative Data: 

To get qualitative data, an un structured interv iew was he ld with gro ups/individual s 

concerned with the irregu lar migration to RSA , which include loca l governors, po lice 

official s, smugglers, families of migrants, the migrants (returnees and non-migrants) and 

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

mi grants, 15 families of out mi grants groups, 3 loca l governors, several police officials (4 at 

loca l level , I at SNNP region po lice department, 2 federal police officia ls), 12 smugglers and 

the ir age nts (7 of them in detention), 2 officia ls at ministry level and 6 elders. Of course, a 

detai led interv iew has also done with the ex-Ambassador of Ethiopia to South Africa here in 

Addi s. Interview questions used in the KII are al so attached in the annex section of thi s paper. 

In addition, a total of 7 Foc us Group di scuss ions (FGD) were held : 2 with non-migrants, 

2 with returnees, 2 with fam ilies of migrants and one wi th elders. In each of the FGD, five to 

e ight peop le are partic ipated. To initiate the discuss ion, questions were prepared and 

forwarded one by one to the participants. Then, based on the discussion , the mediators are 

asked proving questions in order to get detai led and preci se information on the discussion 

issue. A total of9 hours tape was recorded from KII and FGD. 

3.4 Field Work 

It is true that close supervi sion and careful enumerati on results in better qual ity data and 

a lso help to obtain unbiased res ults reflecting the real s ituation of the population under study. 

Hence, necessary ca re and eff0l1s was made to select the best enumerators and supervisors as 

well as mediators from among those w ho are ready to parti cipate in the data co llect ion 

process. 
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Twelve ( 10 males and 2 females) enum erators from among co ll ege students from 

Geography and 1-1 istory departments were selected and ass igned to the 12 Gotts se lected, i.e. 

one enumerato r for each Gott. Four supervisors from indi viduals with college were also 

recruited and assigned- one for eac h of the se lected kebelle . The recrui tment of the data 

co llectors and superv isors was done on the basis of the ir experience in data co llection and 

supervision, knowledge of the study area, their abi li ty to express ideas, their know-how about 

migration to RSA and other qualitie s. 

A ll the en umerators were given intens ive training around their place of continuous 

residence for about two days before sta rting the task of list ing so as to prepare the framework 

and beFore they embarked on the main survey to co ll ect the actual data. The contents of the 

tra ining include exp laini ng the purpose and objective of the study, procedure of data 

co llection, how to find the targeted households, how to approach the pal1icipants in each 

household and having due respect for the consent as we ll as eth ical values of the researcher 

undertaking. The training was a lso focused on recording of answers and how to hand le 

problems, if there are, during data co llection process. The four supervisors, on the other hand, 

were given a half day ori entati on on how to check for coverage, completeness, consistency of 

responses, manag ing prob lems, etc. In addition, a brief explanation on the differe nt questions 

included in the questionnaire was given to a ll of the superviso rs since there is frequent 

contact between them and the principa l investigator. 

3.5 Data Quality 

Demographic and soc io-economic data obtai ned from censuses and vari ous surveys as 

we ll as reports are not a lways free of errors. Hence, one shou ld suspect errors of under­

reporting and misreporting of age, ed ucation, income level, sex, house hold s ize and the like. 

Assessi ng the quality of data before an in-depth ana lys is, therefore, is an essentia l component 

of any resea rch. 

To assu re the quali ty of data , a properly designed data co llection instrument, mainly 

questionnaire in thi s resea rch, was used. The questionnaire was prepa red after reviewing 

relevant literatu res that was based on predetermined va ri ab les. Every day, all of the co llected 

data were reviewed and chec ked for completeness and re levance by the superviso rs and the 

principal in vesti gator. Li ke wise, the cons istency of the data was ass ured after entering each 

of the questionnaires inlo computer by running appropri ate program before making them 
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ready for analysis. In some house holds (ma inl y returnees), the non-response rate was high 

especia lly in giv ing correct in forma tion abo ut smuggled migrants. 

Fro m 690 households surveyed a total of 764 individual questionnaires were co llected. 

When assess ing these 764 questionnaires' data qu ality, questi onnaires from 106 respo ndents 

(the non-response rate was 14%) were not properly filled and/or refused, and hence rejected 

from analys is. It is hard to find in fo rm ed consent espec ia lly from return migrants as we ll as 

from out mi gra nts . Non-migrants are re lati vely easy to find for most of them are students 

having enough time fo r interview and hence are easy to get informed conse nt. Necessa ry 

adjustments have been made to ba lance between numbers of out migrants, return m igrants 

and non-m igrants. Hence, quest ionnaires of 226 out migrants, 193 returnees and 239 non­

migrants (a tota l of 658 respondents) are taken in the analysis. 

3.6 Methods of Data Entry and Analysis 

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

mode l mainly based on th e type and nature of the variabl es in the study and data that w ill be 

used. 

3.6.1 Quantitative Data Analysis 

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

(stat isti cal package for socia l sc ience) software. This so ftware is chosen because of its 

importance in analyz in g qua ntitative data, to check data quality and easiness to create 

different figures and diagram s. 

Descriptive models, un i-variate as we ll as multi-variate ana lys is were largely employed. The 

description inc ludes percentages, means, med ians, standard deviations, cross tabulations, 

corre lat ions as we ll as coeffic ients of va riati on. Thi s helps to see the relationship between the 

dependent var iab le, which is mi grati on status, as measured by smugg led migrants (out 

migrants and retu rnees) and non-mi grants; and independe nt variab les (age, marital status, 

occ upat ion and income, relig ion and ethni c ity, household size, place of birth and res idence 

and education level). 
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BinGlY logistic regression model was also used to see to how much the independent va ri ables 

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

the independents are of any type. It also app lies the max imum li kelihood estimation after 

transforming the dependent va riable in to a logi t variable (the natural log of the odds of the 

dependent occurring or not). Hence, in the present study, the dependent va riab le is of 

dichotomous-being migrant or not. Moreover, this mode l is chosen for its abi lity to: 

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

• determine the percent of va ri ance in the dependent variable exp lained by the 

independents, 

• rank the relative importance of independents. 

The logistic regression functi on is explained by the foll owing model: 

P = I where 
1+ e -(a+bx) 

a = is an intercept 

b = slope/ logit parameters 
P = probability that young adults are being smugg led migrants 

I-P = the probability that young adults are be ing non-migrants 

e - (fI+b.l ) 

I -P = -----;--,-,--:-
1 - e (a+h.l ) 

The odd ratio which is the ratio of the probab ility that a young adu lt is being 

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

P -("+b, ) d --=e an 
I - P 

P 
In - - = -(a+b JxJ + b2x2 + ... + bkxk) 

I - P 

Hence, based on the log odd, the logistic regress ion is interpreted as a change in log odds of 

the dependent variable is due to one unit change in the predictor va riables. Necessary care 

was taken to in classify ing the dependent va ria ble co rrectly and meaningful coding of the 

independents. Goodness-of-fit tests, namely the Model Chi -sq uare (wh ich helps to indicate 

the appropriateness of the model) and the Wald Stati stics (helps to know the sign ifi cance of 

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

also treated, whic h refl ect the linear and non-li near relati onships. 
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3.6.2 Qualitative Data Analysis 

These are data set gathe red through focus group discuss ion (FGD), key informant 

interview (KJ I) and interview with concerned government organs. They were ana lyzed in the 

present study by desc ription, narration as we ll as cross-check ing their va lidity and reliability 

with the quantitative data set. Summarization and look ing their simi larity andlor difference 

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

3.7 Ethical Consideration 

Official letter was obtained from the Institute of Population Studies of Add is Ababa 

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

cooperate during data col lect ion. The purpose of this study was exp lained to the respondents 

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

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

the respondents will be kept. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS 

4.1 Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents 
1 

4.1.1 Age-Sex Composition 

According to the data collected, it is found that 82.5% of the migrants were males 

whi le only 17.5% of them were fe males. However, the distribution among the three types of 

migrants shows slight variation. As it can clearly be seen from Table 4. 1, the percentage 

diffe rence of males to fe males is hi gh in the return migrants (96.4% to 3.6%) where it is low 

among non-migrants (66.5% to 33 .5%). This indicates that like many demographic issues, the 

irregular migrat io n of young adults to RSA is sex se lective. 

Tahle 4.1 Age-Sex Composition of Respondents 

Migration Status Total 
Characteristic Ollt Migrants Return Migrants Non-Migrants 

% N % N % N % N 
Sex 

Male 87.6 19R 96.4 186 66.5 159 82.5 543 
Female 12.4 28 3.6 7 33.5 80 17.5 115 

Total 100 226 100 193 100 239 100 658 
Age-

15-19 1. 3 3 3. 1 6 18.0 43 7.0 46 
20-24 19.5 44 13.0 25 17.6 42 14.0 92 
25-29 33.2 75 20.2 39 25.9 62 24.6 162 
30-34 16.8 38 29.5 57 19.7 47 18.8 124 
35-39 18.6 42 2 1.8 42 6.3 15 17.3 114 
40-44 10.6 24 5.2 10 8.8 2 1 13.2 87 
45+ 0 0 7.3 14 3.8 9 5.0 33 

Total 100 226 100 193 100 239 100 658 

As it is presented in the subsequent sections, most of the migrants were engaged in 

small scale trading that in vo lves travelli ng to the remote rural locali ties. The difficulty of the 

journey, which is dominated by car and foot taking a cou ple of months, is also important in 

1 
Through out Chapter 4, the reference time for Out Migrants an d Returnees is at their migration down to RSA 

while that of Non-Migrants is at the su rvey. 
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the sex se lectivi ty of the mi gra nts. Th is finding is a lso supported by the work of Solomon 

(2005), whi ch studied the irregul ar mi grati on from Mex ico to United States of America that 

small scale tradi ng and operations in mining s ites is the main occupation in which irregul ar 

immigrants can work. 

Age is one of the ma in demographi c vari ab les th at shou ld be assessed well In any 

population sc ience research . Hence, looking at mi grants' age compos iti on is vital in 

understanding at what age mi grants become more vulnerable to irregu lar migration as we ll as 

whi ch age groups are of signifi ca nt importance in the three kinds of mi grants. The data on 

Table 4. 1 shows that in a ll of the three kinds of mi grants the economica lly active age group 

(20-39) takes up the biggest sha re. Among out migrants, for example, the age group 25-29 

dominates with 33.2% fo llowed by age grou ps 20-24 and 35-39. Similarly, nearly 26% of the 

non-mi grants be long to age group 25-29. Un like these two mi grant types (out mi grants and 

non-migrants), within the return migrants the age group 30-34 dominates the rest age groups 

with a percentage value of 29.5. Overa ll age group 25-29 st ill has the highest share (25%). 

Among out mi grants, the percentage values increased drastically from 1.3% in the 

first age group ( 15- 19) to 19.5% in the second group (20-24) and al so to 33.2% in the third 

one (25-29). And then, it decreased radi ca lly to 16.8% in the age group 30-34. The possible 

reason for thi s drastic d ifference could be the diffic ulty of the migration type to RSA, wh ich 

is dominated by irregu lar movements cross ing long distances via foot and car. Such kind of 

move is difficult for teens who are und er 20. More over, the large sum of money (up to 

60,000 Birr) required for the movement wh ich is asked by the smugglers prohibits the very 

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

among the non-migrants could strengthen this fact. The 10M (2009) report a lso supports thi s 

find ing. Again , peo pl e fee l to have less intention to migrate as thei r age increases because 

they co uld be engaged in some socio-economic ties, such as marriage and occupation. That is 

why the percentages for ages groups 30-34 and more is low. The absence of any people in the 

last age groups among out mi grants is strongl y associated with this ties and thi s is well 

remarked by the FGD di scussants. 

Generally, young adu lts whose age is found at the lowe r age group ( 15-1 9) and hi gher 

age groups (45 and more) are less likely to migrate irregularly to the Republic of South 

Africa and vu ln erability hi gher for age group 25 to 29. 
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4.1.2 Marital Status and Migration 

The data on mari tal stat us of mi grants before the ir movement ind icates that the 

maj ority of a ll the three migrant types are s ingle during the survey period. Nearly 48% of out 

mi grants, 63% of returnees and 54% of the non-mi grants are s ingle (F igure 4. 1). 

Figure 4.1 Marital Status of Migrants Before Move (%) 
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The percentage va lues of the currently marri ed shows little variation among the three 

migrant types (out m igrants, returnees and non-mi grants) a ll hav ing less or near to 40%. 

Severa l factors are po inted out by the FGD partic ipa nts and key in formant interviews for the 

dominancy of singles among a ll the three mi grant types. The first one is that it is relative ly 

easy to mi grate for the one which is single than married. The DT RCIPSTC ( 1998) research 

report also supports th is fact. The other is that as in many soc ieties people get married afte r 

late 20s, whil e most of the migrants in the prese nt study are aged in 20s. 

Abdu (2009), in hi s study of the mi grati on of fem ales from Ethi opia to the Middle 

East found that the demand for employ in g women wo rkers who are currently marri ed is very 

low at the place of desti nations, and hence most of the mi grants are si ngle. Further more, 

N ivala inen (2004) in his study o f the determ inants of fa mily mi gration in Fin land fo und that 

most eager migrants are unmarried, ed ucated and youn g ad ults. He has a lso noted that family 

status and c hil dren affect migration propens ities. In genera l, the irregular migration of youn g 

ad ults fro m southern Ethiopia to RSA was dominated by s ing le. 



4.1.3 Place of Childhood Residence and Migration Status 

In unde rstanding migration iss ues, it is important to look at place of ch ildhood 

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

were rura l dwe llers and the rest urban. Regiona ll y, the South Nations Nationalities and 

Peop les (SNNP) has higher rural residents (90%) than the country tota l-84% (CSA, 2008). 

With regard to the study areas, Hadiya zone has 10.75 and Kem bata-Tembaro zone 14.3 

percent urban in 2007 (CSA, 2008). Migrants ' place of origin cou ld be ru ral or urban or they 

might come from regions having both characteristics. As Table 4.2 depicts, the distribut ion of 

migrants by place of childhood res idence shows that 72% of all the sampled migrants spent 

most of their ch ildhood time in rura l areas. 

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

Childhood Migration Status Total 
Residence Out Migrants Returnees Non-Migrants % N 
Urban 27.4 17.6 36.8 28 184 
Rural 72.6 82.4 63.2 72 474 
Total % 100 100 100 100 658 

N 226 193 239 658 

In many developing countries, the largest proport ions of migrants are com ing from 

rural areas (Ca ldwe ll , 1969). Th is fact coincides with the ru ral-agrarian dominated nature of 

these developing countries, where the majo ri ty of the people res ide in rura l localities. 

Ravenstein also argues that migration is common from rura l agrarian economy to urban 

industrialized ones (Lewis, 1982). 

With regard to the present study, all the th ree kind of migrants have nearly similar 

percentage va lues in the ir place of childhood res idence. There is li tt le difference among 

returnees where over 82% of them lived in rural areas, well above the total one. The possible 

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

what is now urban could be rural , and due to high rate of urbanization, several rural loca li ties 

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

in thi s case: it was a rural vi ll age before 2000, and now is an urban center by becoming a 

woreda capital with a popu lation of 6,7 18 in 2007 (CSA, 2008). The low percentage share of 
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th e non-mi grants also signifies fact. Hence, for the future , th e proporti on of migrants from 

urban centers is expected to increase. 

4.1.4 Birth Order and Migration Statns 

Birth ord er ha s been defined as the location of a given birth in the sequence of births 

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

2004). In addition to age, sex, marital status and residence, individual 's birth order has its 

own role to move or not to move. 

The data on the distribution of birth order indicates that with the exception of non­

migrants, both out migrants and returnees as wel l as in totals, the percentage va lues decreases 

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

amo ng return migrants, the share of first born chi Id was 32%, and that of the second born was 

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

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

migrating, the first born children prov ide experiential information to their youngsters about 

the opportun ities in RSA, the route and others . Some of the out migrants, via their famili es 

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

brothers (mainly older brothers) who are working and res iding at South Africa. 

As to the non-migrants, the sample revealed that proportion of first born chi ld is not 

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

behind, as noted by FG D discussants, is that the first born children are out migra nts andlor 

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

first, the seco nd and the fourth born child account almost equal share (18%) whi le the third 

born children shares nea rl y a quarter (25%) 

The late born children, such as fifth and over, takes up the sma llest share of all the 

three mi grant types. Several factors could be mentioned for this, among them, they are too 

young, aged less than 24; most of them are in schoo l and ha ve nol less money for the 

movement during the survey period. That does not mean they have no intention to move, and 

as it will be di sc ussed in later sections, the maj ority of th em have strong interest to migrate, 

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

Exa minat ion of househo ld composition shows that nea rly half (47%) of the samp led 

pop ul atio n are so ns followed by head ( 18.6%) and spouse ( 17.4%). Daughters account for 

14.2 percent while other re lati ves have the sma ll est share (2.8%). 

With regard to household s izes, it ranges from 3 to 13 ( includ ing out migrants) with 

an average of 6.26. Though it inc ludes out migrants, the sampled household s in the study area 

have we ll above both fro m the SNN P region's and co untry's to tal, which a re 4.9 and 4.7 

res pecti ve ly, based on the 2007 Census report (CSA, 2008) . Thi s implies the ex istence of 

hi gh population press ure on the ava il ab le resources in the study area. The data gathered 

shows that substantia l numbers of households (over 69%) be long to households of size 3 to 9. 

About a quarter of out migrants are from househo ld s of size 9. From returnees, the majority 

o f them (65.3%) are from households of s ize between 5 and 9. A fifth of non-migrants belong 

to house hold size of 6, and the percentage decreases both down and up wards. The Spearman 

corre lation coeffici ent is calculated to be -0 .032, showing the existence of very weak negative 

co rre lation between househo ld size and migration. By thi s we can say that household size by 

itse lf is not the mai n reason to mi grate irregul arly to South Africa. 

4.2 Socio-Economic Characteristics of Respondents 

4.2.1 Literacy Level, Education and Migration Status 

The co llected data revea ls that rural-urban differences in li teracy are huge: 97% of the 

urban res idents are literate, compared with 68% in rural area s. However, there are major 

differences by age and sex, particu larly in rura l areas: on ly 38% of the sa mpled rural females 

aged over 30 years are literate, and am ong the two zones , thi s ranges from on ly 12% rura l 

Kembata-Tembaro to over 43% in rural Hadiya. There are a lso im portant di ffe rentials in 

literacy by mi gration status, sex, and place of res idence, particularly among samp led 

popul at ion aged 15-24 and 25-49 . Generally in urban areas, a larger percentage of non­

migrants than out migrants and returnees are lite rate, but in ru ral areas the pattern is more 

ba lanced. In both urban and ru ral areas, a higher percentage of male samp led mi grant 

popu lat ion are literate than the ir fema le co unterparts. 
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Concerning education status of migrants the data indicates that the 94.5% of the 

sampled popu lation are literate (Tab le 4.3). Among them, more than ha lf (5 1.4%) have 

attended j un ior and secondary education and on ly 3.5% of them have ea rned degree and 

above educat ion. The highest percentage of junior and secondary education leve l are found 

among out migrants (6 1. 5%) compared to 53.9% returnees and 39. 7% among non-migrants. 

The most educated groups are found among non-migrants. Thus, the non migrant group is 

represented by the extremes in educational attainment, reflecting their diversity both as day 

laborers as we ll as university graduates . 

Table 4.3 Education and Migration Status Before Move (%) 

Education Status Total 
Migration Status Illi terate Primary Junior + Diploma Degree+ % N 

Secondary 
Out Migrants 1.3 26.5 61.5 10.6 0 100 226 
Return Migrants 4.7 32.1 53.9 9.3 0 100 193 
Non-Migrants 10 29.7 39.7 10.9 9.6 100 239 
Total 5.5 29.3 51.4 10.3 3.5 100 658 

Examining migration status and education by grouping the education status in to two 

categories- Illiterate to junior-secondary educati on in one hand and diploma and degree plus 

in the other hand- gives us an inte resting result. Accordingly, the percentage of sam pled 

popu lation for all migrant types having junior and secondary education shows that there is a 

sharp increase from illiterate to primary education as well as to junior and secondary 

education (Table 4.3). Similarly, there is a sharp percentage decline from junior and 

secondary education to diploma, as well as to degree plus educat ion. The correlation 

coeffic ient is found here to be 0.54, indicating the existence of substantial relationship 

between education of dip loma and above level and migration status: as people are getting 

diploma and above education, they are less likely to migrate . 

4.2.2 Employment, Occupation and Income 

Over ninety two percent of the sampled household heads are employed and the rest 

(o nly 3.8%) are unemployed during the survey. Among these employed household heads, 

28.6% of them ea rn five hundred or less Ethiopian Birr (ETB) monthly on average followed 

by those earning between ETB 100 I and 5000. A quarter of the household heads get fro m 
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Birr 50 1 to 1000. There are very small number of household heads earning above 500 1 birr 

monthly. From thi s figure it ca n be seen that the maj ority of the samp led house hold heads in 

earn less than 1000 Ethiop ian birr monthly (57.2%). 

Occ upation and income are important factors that ca n affect any demogra phic iss ue 

such as migratio n. In understanding migration causes, assess ing th e occupati on type and 

income of th e mi grants as we ll as of the house holds' head in the sampled population is of 

great asset. Accordingly, the mean month ly income among out migrant (at mi gration), 

returnees (at migration) and non-migrants (at the survey) of employed household heads 

respect ive ly are Birr, 2576, 2864 and 3050. Furthermore, the di stributi on of occupation ty pe 

of household heads shows that 45% of the sampled household heads are engaged 111 

agriculture (45. 1 %) followed by trading (28.4%) and govern ment employees (15.7%). 

Table 4.4 depicts that the highest perce ntage (66.4%) of out migrants (at migration) 

are employed befo re their movement and this figure is 42% for the return migrants (before 

their movement). The unemployed-emp loyed difference among the non-migrants is less 

compared to the other migrant categories. Thi s implies that unemployment at their place of 

departure is not the main reason to migrate to the Republic of South Africa. 

Table 4.4 Employment hy Migration Status before Movement (%) 

Employment Migration Status 
Status Out M igrants Return Migrants Non-Migrants Total 

Unemployed 33.6 58 54.4 48.3 

Employed 66.4 42 45.6 51.7 

As it is indicated above, on ly 42% of return mi grants were employed before their 

move . Co mparin g the perce ntages of employment status of out mi grants with returnees 

(before their move) shows that previous migrants were more unemp loyed (58%) than c urrent 

out migrants (34%). By this it can be understood that unemp loyment was a factor to migrate 

prev iously than now (though it is not a main cause). 
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Figure 4.2 Income and Migration Status before move (%) 
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The di stribution of those employed migrants (before move) based on average monthly 

income in Figure 4.2 shows that the ove rwhe lming majority (88%) of the sa mpled migrants 

earn Birr 3000 or less. The maj ority o f low income earn ing respondents are non-migrants 

(45% of them earning less than 500 Birr per month), whi ch co uld poss ibly be a driven force 

for potential migration in the future seeking for better income. Hi gh income ea rning mi grants 

are found in both out migrants ( 15% of them earn between 3001 and 6000 birr) and among 

the return mi grants (4% of them ea rn above 6000 birr monthly before move) . 

The occupati onal distributi on of samp led migrants shows that the hi ghest percentages 

were engaged in trade (54% of the tota l) fo llowed by agri culture (20%). Hi gher proportions 

o f both out mi gra nts and returnees before their move ment to RSA (73.3% and 54.3%, 

respectively) were engaged in trade whi le it is agri culture that dominates among the non­

migrants (31.2%). Trading and re lated servi ce acti vit ies are usua lly in volve frequent 

communi cation compared to other occupations, and thu s peopl e engaged in such kind of 

wo rk co uld get much information hence they are highly exposed to migrate . In addition to 

occupat ion type, income has its own ro le to mi grate or not. On average, mercha nts earn better 

tha n other jobs and thus they can afford the money required for the migrati on. Government 

e mpl oyees have a substantial proportion among the non-mi gran ts than others implyin g be ing 

government empl oyee ( its re lati ve low payment co mpared to merc hants) partl y proh ibits 

people from mi gration beca use they ca nnot afford the big sum of money required by 

smugg lers. 
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4.2.3 Ethnicity, Religion and Migration Status 

The distribution of household members by reli gion shows that nea rl y three fo urth of 

the sampled popu lation are Protestants foll owed by Orthodox (20%), Catholi c and Islam both 

having 2.6%. Both the rural-urban dimension as we ll as the Hadiya- Kembata-Tembaro 

Zones of the di str ibution of reli gion shows little variat ion. In urban areas, 72.4% of the 

migrant popu lation are Protestants, followed by Orthodox (25.3%), Catholi c and Islam both 

accounting fo r 1.2%. Similarly, in sampled rural areas 75.5% of the populations are following 

Protestant religion, 17.8% Orthodox, and agai n Cathol ic and Islam both are hav ing 3.3% 

fo ll owers. Examinat ion of reli gion in terms of zones, Kembata-Tembaro has the highest 

number of mi gra nts of Protestant reli gion (82.4%) with Orthodox followers smaller than the 

ave rage tota l ( 14.4%). In Hadiya Zone, 71.7% migrant popu lations in the sampled areas are 

Protestants and 2 1.6% are Orthodox. In both zones, Catholic and Islam reli gion followers 

account less than fou r per cent. 

Examining religion by migration status is instructive. The data shows that Protestants 

have a higher pro porti on among the three migrant types followed by Orthodox. The 

distribution of religion has almost sim il ar pattern in all of the three kinds of migrants. In 

add ition to religion, it is instrumental to see the role of ethn ic ity on migration. As it expected, 

Hadiya and Kembata-Tembaro ethnic grou ps are dominant among the three migrant types. 

Fifty two percent of the sampled populations belong to Hadiya ethnic group followed by 

Kembata-Tembaro (40.9%). The rest ethnic groups are Am hara (2.8%), Guraghe (2.5), Siltie 

( 1.1 %), Wolaita and Oromo (each sharing less than 1%). 

41 



CHAPTER FIVE 

SMUGGLING, CHOICES OF PASSAGE AND FINANCE 

TO MIGRATE FROM SOUTHERN ETIDOPIA TO RSA 

5.1 Smuggling Networks, Affiliations and Profiles 

From southern Ethiopia, the movement of you ng adults to South Africa is faci litated 

by a network of human smugglers. Also known as ' fac il itator', ' broker', 'guide' and 'agent ' , 

the human sm uggler is formally described as: An intermedi ary who is moving people in 

furtherance of a contract with them, in ord er to ill ega lly transport them across an 

internationally recogn ized sta te border (UN, 2000). Accord ing to the formal definition of 

smuggling, the taxi drivers, bus drivers and bush gu ides invo lved in tak ing people across 

borders are all smugglers, as we ll as those who organize the activity, enter into contracts with 

migrants and accompany them on the illega l cross in gs. 

An in-depth in terv iew done with the federal and regiona l police officials underl ined 

that the typica l age of those in vo lved in smuggling from Ethiopia to RSA is not different 

fro m those they smuggle. The age range of smugglers is between 18 to 40 years and they are 

predominantly ma le. These Eth iop ian smugglers wo rk in assoc iation with several smugglers 

from Kenya and Somalia. The smuggling structures are referred as chai ns though the image 

of chain is not entirely accurate in understanding the nature of smuggling operations. 

According to the Transnationa l Organi zed Crime convention, it takes only three members to 

compri se an organized crime group (UN, 2000). By th is definition, smuggling of Ethiopians 

fro m the southern regions down to RSA is conducted by organi zed criminal groups. 

The smuggling chains reported from the 10M and Ethiop ian federal police po inted 

that different Somali and Kenya n top ' managers' res ide in major capitals and at key nodes in 

the journey. These managers work independently and with the chief smugg lers rather than for 

them. Ass istant facil itators wo uld be drawn from the local pool of opportunities or criminals 

and are unlikely to speak the languages of those they are handling. 
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The smuggling 'managers' typica lly at diffe rent nodes of the journey are central to the 

chain and are paid to move a certain amount of peo ple fro m one location to another by the 

chief smuggler (at the top of the chain, but not necessa ril y based in the city of departure). 

These managers are autonomous with rega rd to how they achieve this goa l. They also make 

th eir loca l servi ces avai lable to other chi ef smugg lers. 

An in-depth interview done with smugglers revealed that migrants who have made 

their own way to Na irob i or Maputo, for example, can rejoin the network and continue their 

journey. Every service has its price, and smugglers offer long- leg and short-leg servi ces. All 

roads lead to RSA . The smuggling chains are infinitely flexib le because of the avai lability of 

different loca l agents and managers: If one contract becomes problematic, another can be 

activated. One smuggler noted that the smuggling business does not require large capital and 

hardware . A smuggling manager needs only a mobile phone and a list of contacts, which 

would include loca l transporters, compromised gove rnment officia ls and other managers, 

including various smuggling chiefs in key locations. Police offic ials intervi ewed for thi s 

study reported that when they captured smugglers they found exact ly these sorts of numbers 

li sted in the contacts lists of smuggler's mobile phones. 

Absence of accountability is observed among the smugglers as it is reported by return 

migrants, and is one basic behavior of the smuggling chains. An abused migrant, for example, 

is unable to seek recompense from hi s smuggler for robbe ry, abuse or deception. And within 

the chai n itself, the chief smuggler has limited contro l of how his clients are treated once they 

are beyond hi s or her control. 

In terms of typo logies or organized crime and human trafficking networks, the model 

observed in human smuggling between southern Eth iopia down to RSA is close to the 

Mexican mode l described in the Louise Shelly (10M , 2005) typology as the 'supermarket' 

model: relative ly low costs, a high failure rate at border cross ings (requiring repeated 

attempts) and multiple actors acting independently or in lose affil iation, without a strong 

hierarchy or vio lent organizational discipline. In ma ny instances, the smuggling structure is a 

high ly organ ic, flex ible and capita listic network that responds to equal ize supp ly and demand 

in a fast-growing sector. 

Most of the intervi ewed smugglers understand that they are acting outside the law. 

They understand, too, that due to ill-defined and weak legislation they were operat ing with 
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almost co mplete freedom from unexpected consequences. The following are quotes from 

smugg lers justifyi ng their work: 

I facilitate for Ethiopian youth to ga in a better life In South Africa . I had a secure 

connecti on at the bord er. 

[A smuggler in detention, Addis Ababa] 

I he lp people move to their chosen destination- people who would otherwise not be 

ab le to. You could say I am like the United Nations Hi gh Commiss ion for Refu gees or 

even like a hum an ri ghts group I 

[Chief smuggler in Hossana] 

By contrast, the perspective of those smugg led was quite different when considering 

the virtues of the smugglers. Commonly during the journey, migrants are caught in the 

dilemma of needing to depend on the smuggler for a number of important facilities, such as 

translation, safe houses, negotiation with compromised police and immigration officials and 

actual route direction. At the same time, they are subj ect to abuse and exp loitat ion from the 

sm uggler or hi s affiliates but cannot react strongly fo r fear of being abandoned or handed 

over to poli ce. A return mi grant in Doyo Gena, Kembata-Tembaro Zone, illustrated this 

dilemma in an interview: 

The same facilitator drove us to the Moza mbican/Z imbabwe bord er. He then turned 

on us and took all our money and clothes. Even though we outnumbered them we 

we re sca red of be ing strand ed, as we didn't know our way. 

fA return migrant, 32, Doyo Gena, Kembata-Tembaro Zone] 

These experiences were echoed by another young return migrant: 

Everyone was kicked and beaten by the smugglers. They were physically violent. 

Many tim es they would come to us drunk demanding money or other stuff. When we 

sa id we were not willing to give them what they wanted, they would start ye lling, 

curs ing and kick in g. I was led to believe that the journey would be smooth. It was 

rea lly very rough. 

[A return migrant, 29, Hossana, Hadiya Zone] 
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Seventy percent of the sample smuggled respondents reported that smuggle rs have 

fac ilitated thei r movement. A fifth of them said that they have got their way to RSA via their 

nearest frie nds acting like smugglers. Only 2% of the respondents went without havi ng any 

contacts with the smugg lers. Such kind of migrants, as it wi ll be di scussed in the later 

sections, moved with the direct supervision and help of their relatives found in South Afri ca. 

Regarding the way the migrants get the smuggler, over seventy fo ur percent of the 

respondents reported that they found the smuggler by themselves. This fact indicates how 

much strong the smuggling business and irregu lar the movement is. 

Information on having the necessary legal documents requ ired fo r internat ional travel 

such as lega l passport and valid visa was obtained from return migrants. Accordingly, the 

majority of the respondents (83%) pointed that they had a lega l passport but no valid visa . 

Nearly 9% of them sa id they had neither lega l passport nor val id visa. Only 8.4% of them had 

a legal passport and a va lid visa befo re their movement. They furt her noticed that they have 

got either a forged passport andlor a visa on their way, wh ich is mainly arranged by the 

smugg ler found in countries south of Ethiop ia. A higher proportion of the return migrants 

acqui re South Africa visas for between $450 and $700 through facilitators in Na irobi as it is 

noted by FGD done with returnees. 

An internal 10 M (2005) report also revealed similar patterns, including forgery, and 

found that RSA is a country of origin and destination for irregular migration. According to 

thi s report, so me government age ncy representati ves have expressed concern, not only about 

human trafficking and smuggl ing but also about weapons smuggl ing and the illega l export of 

currency. People in transit to a particular destination go to a different country from that stated 

on their documentation instead. One way thi s is achieved is for des ignated facilitators to meet 

passengers in the transit area and change documents. Apparently, as there is often no 

additional check at boarding for transit passengers, document-swapping is reported to be 

relatively easy to do. The same 10M report further underlined that the visa labe l currently in 

use in RSA has minimal securi ty features and can be forged without too much difficulty. 

These comments of returnees and smugglers echoed thi s fact during interviews and FGD. The 

interview done with smugg lers further noticed that they have contacts in ai rports. 
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5.2 Smuggling Routes: How the Migrants Get to Reach RSA? 

The irregular migrants looking to be taken to RSA from Kembata -Tembaro and 

Had iya Zo nes of southern Ethi op ia have a num ber of cho ices in terms of mode of trave l, 

depe ndi ng primarily not only on thei r economic status but also on the cho ices offered by 

smugg le rs at any particular time. The smart, and most direct, entry into RSA in vo lves flying . 

The necessa ry paperwork, inc ludin g obta ining a passport, visas as well as the ticket itse lf, 

makes thi s a costly option for most aspiring migrants . T he a lternative to direct air travel are: a 

combinat ion of limited air travel with additio nal road trave l, a combination of boat and road 

travel , or the most common cho ice, which is overland travel the entire way. Alm ost all of the 

return m igrants re ported that they have to wa lk certa in stretches of the smuggled journey- in 

some cases for many days at a time. 

Table 5.1 Main Transport Used by Smuggled Migrants, by Sex (%) 

Main Transport Sex Total 
Used Male Female 

Car 37.2 0 35.8 
Foot 7.3 8.6 7.4 
Plane 9. 1 68.6 11.4 
Car & Foot 28.2 11.4 27.7 
Car & Plane 10.9 11.4 11.0 
Boat, Car & Foot 7.3 0 6.7 

Total % 100 100 100 
N 384 35 419 

Tab le 5. 1 shows that the maj ori ty of smugg led migrants (35. 8%) used car as part of 

their j ourney. Thi s is so lely true for males (37.2%) than fe ma les (0%). The next important 

transport used by both sexes is a combinati on of ca r and foot (28.2% of ma les and 11.4% 

fema les). Among the smuggled mi grants, no female is reported to use car as the ir main 

tran spo rt system whil e over 37% of males noted it as their main transport way, which is true 

also in the case of boat, car and foot transpo rtations. Plane has been used by the vast majori ty 

of fe ma les (68.6%) th an males (9.1 %). This is true because most of them moved with a direct 

arrangement fro m their re lat ives (mainly husbands) in RSA and they com monly enter through 

either a tou rist o r businessperson visa, and they fly directly from Addis to Johannesburg. 
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An important findin g ga ined from an interview done with the return migrants and 

smugglers is that of a scenario in which the smuggle rs were continually assess ing the success 

and viab ility of these four modes of trave l (a ir, vehicle, boat and foot). Due to the flexibility 

nature of the network, the mode of transpo rt and the routes used can be altered on short 

not ice, depending on circum sta nces. Roads may be fl ooded or seas too rough. Police controls 

may be too vigilant in certain places, or the particular staffing of roadblock s or immigrati on 

posts at a given time may not be conducive to ' facilitating ' passage. A new poli ce chief or 

other law enforcement officer may be less open to bribes than his/her predecessor, forcing 

smugglers to rethink their approach through a certain area. 

Informati on rece ived from the return mi grants further revealed that only s ix percent of 

them flew directly from Addis Ababa to RSA . Eleven percent of returnees who pa rti cipated 

in thi s study used a ir transport for part of the ir journey. In most cases, thi s would be flying 

from Addis Ababa to Na irobi, and flying to a cap ital down to RSA, such as Harare 

(Zimbabwe), Maputo (Mozambique), Lilongwe (Malawi) or Lusaka (Zambia) . Irregular 

mi grants find it easier to access these co untries with fal se documentation or with visas as 

touri sts, stud ents, businessmen, etc., for short vis its. Usually, the documentation is arranged 

by the smuggler at the point of departure (Na irobi), or his/her agents in the destination 

cou ntry make arra ngeme nts in the airports, and/or with immigration unites, to all ow the 

mi grant access. Once in the respective country, the journey normally continues overland by 

foot, car, bus or truck into RSA. 

The most comm on last-country to enter RSA for those smuggled were Z imbabwe and 

Mozambique. Mozambique was the last border cross ing into RSA for over 65% of the return 

mi gran ts in vo lved in this study, the rest crossed into RSA from Zimbabwe. Map 2 on page 48 

shows the common routes taken by smugg led migrants to reach RSA. 
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Map 1 Route Taken by Smuggled M igrants 
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Trave l to RSA by sea is another option of movement and is relative ly common for 

most of the smuggled migrants. A signi ficant percentage of the 193 returnees whose data was 

captured through questionnaire and in-depth interviews fo r thi s study did trave l by boat. An 

average of24% of all respondents descr ibed a sea voyage as part of their journey to RSA. 

Approximate ly thi rty four percent of the return migrants informed that they moved on 

boats, and different proportions use air trave l fo r certa in sections. The majority of them, 

however, trave l by road and by foot. Ninety-one percent of the return migrants invo lved in 

thi s study claimed to have used overland routes for some or their entire journey. Sixty seven 

percent of them reported that they were fo rced to walk certain sections, normally through 

bush and forests, espec ially in bord er regions, where trucks and buses were unab le to access 

or would draw attention. The overl and route from Ethiopia to RSA with the fewest border 

crossings passes through only three countries: Kenya, Tanza nia and Mozambique. Few 

migrants take the most direct route, as their smugglers must ada pt to prevai ling conditions, 

often passi ng through Malawi, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Uganda, Burundi and Rwanda to deliver 

migrants to RSA. 

As stated in the prev ious section, the vast majority of smuggled Ethiopians are men 

who wait years before bringing their fa mi lies to RSA. When they do br ing them, they 

normally fly them into Mozambique or Zimbabwe and arrange for them to be smuggled the 

short distance into RSA, thereby sparing their fema le relatives or wives the pa ins and hazards 

of the overland journey. 

Several complex varieties of routes that can be used within countries, and smugglers, 

where poss ible, lVi ll use these routes, or unoffic ial rura l tracks, to avo id detecti on, roadblocks 

and major towns, as the FGD done with the returnees revea led. While most of the migrants 

start their journeys in different ways, they are soon uni ted as smugglers group people together 

more and more as they approach RSA Groups started off as 15 or 30 in Ke nya, for example, 

may fi nd themselves numbering in the hundreds by the time they move into Mozambique 

from Malawi. The FGD done with returnees further noticed that the main entry point into 

RSA is ac ross Bie/bridge from Zim babwe. The second main entry was via the bord er with 

Mozambique adjacent to Maputo city. Obviously, it is a long bord er, and most interviewees 

spoke of cross ing at night through holes in the fence or cross ing where there is no fe nce. 
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5.3 Typical Routes Used by tbe Migrants to Reacb RSA 

Young ad ults from southern Ethiopia move to RSA as irregular migrants are typica lly 

organi zed directly from Ethiopia or fro m Nai robi . An interv iew done with smugglers noted 

that Nairobi is a major hub in the smuggling business, is whe re smugg led migrants who make 

it from their home area or Addis Ababa into Kenya via Moya le and Mandera (and much less 

through Dilla) make contact with the major smuggling organizers. Some irregul ar mi grants 

make it to Na irob i alone and then search for a smuggler to take them down to RSA or another 

destinati on. The information ga ined through an in-depth intervi ew with the returnees and 

smugglers showed that it is possi ble to obta in visas and travel documents to most countries in 

Nairobi for a price. Nairobi is not necessarily the departure airport in these cases. Returnees 

interviewed for this study told that most migrants have already agree with smugglers/brokers 

in Addis Ababa or provincial towns like Hossana or Dilla to handle the whole journey, and 

the majori ty travel overland . Despite the fact that Ethiopia and Kenya have a bilateral 

agreement to allow each others' citizens free passage in each others' countries, the smuggled 

migrants are required to pay bribes at the borde r immigrat ion officers through their brokers . 

5.4 Financing tbe Movemeut: Money Source and Amount 

Th is section covers issues relating to the financing of irregul ar migrants and the 

economics of the ill ega l enterpri se. The number of people moved between 1990 E.C and 

2002 E.C. have been estimated. Because of the changing nature of the smuggl ing business in 

terms of using different combinations of modes of transport and taking different routes (often 

with unexpected delays, obstac les and additional payment requirements), the costs are 

flexible. The following is an exce rpt from an agent fo r a major smuggler in Hossana, who 

estimates that his boss handles approx imate ly 70 smuggled migrants per month: 

All the money is paid in advance. People are desperate and will always agree to terms, 

even though sto ries of aba ndonment abound. It 's part of the dea l that they don ' t 

complain if anyth ing goes wrong during the trip . 

[A n agent/or a major smuggler in HossanaJ 

Several return migrants interviewed in the study area spoke of different amounts paid 

for the entire jou rney, as we ll as di fferent charges dema nded for different legs of the journey. 

Although most would- be migra nts pay the fu ll sum upfront, as suggested in the extract 
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above, there were also reports of partial payments or staggered payments throughout the 

journey. What makes suc h a flexible system possib le is the power of the mobile phone, the 

speed of the hawala money tran sfer banking system and modern communicat ions. Twenty­

one percent of the smuggled migrants participated in this research stated that their journey to 

RSA was financed by relatives abroad, mainly from western countries and/or in RSA. The 

key receivers of the payments usually appear to be in Nairobi, Addis Ababa or RSA itself, but 

there are a range of a lternative agents and intermediaries who facilitate the deals, which may 

result in payments being made in a number of locations. 

A sign ificant proportion of the smuggled migrants (48% of those involved in this 

study), however, fund their journey through the sale of private assets and livestock or with 

donations/loans from re latives within Ethiopia. Since land is owned by the government, items 

so ld could be the immovab le and movables on the land rather than land itself. People 

sometimes transfer the lease of their government-owned land to ra ise money. The decis ion 

for a young, therefore, is not just a persona l decision but a strategic, economic and investment 

decision by other family members. 

In countries where unemployment IS high, average wages are barely enough to 

survive, and financial security is far from rea lity, the income that smuggling can generate for 

people associated with the business is highly attractive . It is also a fa st earner for those who 

organize and contro l the business, just as it is a fast earner for those in key official positions 

who can extort income from the sm uggled migrants. 

Of the 419 smuggled migrants (226 out migrants and 193 returnees) participated in 

this study, the majority of them gave the data co llectors a clear account of what they paid 

smugglers for their journey. Based on these accounts, the overall average amount paid by 

smuggled migrants was around 28,260 Ethiop ian birr: the minimum one is 2,000 birr and the 

maximum one being 60,000 birr. The most common amount paid (the modal money) is found 

to be 18,000 birr and the standard deviation is around 10,806. Fifty percent of the smuggled 

migrants paid above 27,000 birr and the rest paid below it for their journey. The fo ll owing 

figure shows the amount of initial payments to the ch ief smuggler and do not include any 

additional costs they may have incurred. 
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Figure S. l Money Financed & Yea r of De pa rture of Smugg led Migrants 
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As Figure 5.1 clearly dep icts, the in itia l amount of money paid for the chief smuggler 

IS increasing overtim e. For exa mple, in 1990 E.C the mean amount of money paid was 

19,000 ETB and this has increased significantly over the coming years to reach nearly two 

fo ld (37,500 ETB) in 2002 E.C. Similarly, the median va lue has increased from 22,000 ETB 

in 1990 E.C. to over 40,000 ETB in 2002. The minimum amount of money paid for the chi ef 

smuggler was on ly 10,000 ETB in 1990 E.C., however, th is has raised to be 27,000. The 

maxi mum one paid was around 25,000 birr in the in it ia l year, but increased with fluctuations 

in some years, reaching now around 50,000 birr. 

The period between 1997 and 1999 E.C. was s ignifi ca nt in all the values (mean, 

median, mode, minimum and maximum money paid) described above, in which a lmost all of 

th e va lues have a max imum recorded ove r the trend between 1990 and 2002 E.C. As it is 

di scussed later sections, thi s is the time w hen the maj ority of the sm uggled mi grants left their 

homeland (the data shows that ha lf of the smugg led migrants left their homeland in these 

three years: 1997, 1998 and 1999 E.C). Thi s is the time when the third-round nati onal 

electio n was held in Ethiopia (1997 E.C) and the elect ion, with associated political things 

fo llowed , most probably have created fav orab le co nd itions for the young adults to migrate 

irregularl y. Thi s in turn has beco me a suitab le ground fo r the smuggl in g business to expa nd, 

wh ich supports the demand-price theory o f economics: as demand increases, price increases. 
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Hence, as the num ber of youths seeking to migrate irregu larly to RSA increases, the amount 

of money the smugglers ask also increases. In the foll owing yea rs (after 1999 E.C onwards), 

the influence of the election has decreased nati ona lly, play ing an opposite role for youths to 

migrate to RSA irregul arly. 

So the smuggled people do not have to trave l with lots of money. The whole sum is 

paid to [the head smuggler] from Addis or wherever it comes from before travel. He 

holds it. All of it is paid in advance. 

{An agent/or a major smuggler in Hossana} 

In rea li ty, many smuggled people are robbed and incur extraneous costs to pay police, 

pnson offi cial s, thieves and immigration offi ce rs along the way. The fi nal cost to the 

smuggled person may be much more than the sum that was ori gi nally agreed upon. 

I would take about 12 or even I S people at one go. I charge 37,000 birr per person. 

They need passports but don't need visas . I let them stagger the payments using the 

haw ala system through the journey. 

{A smuggler, 34, Addis Ababa} 

The amount of money paid initially for the chief smuggler is not the only thi ng 

changed over the peri od indicated above. The type of people who participate in financing the 

money has also showed substantial difference. In ea rly 1990s (E.C) onl y one or two parties 

have in volved in fin ancing. For example fa milies contributed (from their own) for 68% the 

smuggled migrants and the rest (32%) covered by them selves. In the coming years, however, 

other part ies began to in vo lve in fin ancing, such as the diasporas, the families by 

borrowing/se lling thei r assets and the smuggled migrants by borrowing it from someone else 

or se lling their assets. 
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CHAPTER SIX 

CAUSES AND CONSEQUENCES OF IRREGURLAR 

MIGRA TlON FROM SOUTHERN ETIDOPIA TO RSA 

6.1 Causes of the Irregular Movement to RSA 

A number of frameworks for exp laining irregular migration have emerged in recent 

years. It has been argued that growing developmental, demographic, and democratic 

di sparities provide powerful reasons to move (GCIM, 2005). These are compounded by a 

globa l jobs cri sis of unemployment and underemployment affecting large parts of the less 

deve loped world, and especially the agricultural sector. Conflict and persecution can also be 

important underlying causes for people to move. One Harvard expert on migration stated that 

people who are trafficked are assumed not to have given their consent and are considered to 

be 'victims' or 'survivors', but peop le who are smugg led are considered to have wi llingly 

engaged in a criminal enterpri se (Bhabha, 2005). This section will examine the main push 

and pull facto rs influenci ng people 's decision as well as the background of migration 

between southern Eth iopia and RSA . 

6.1.1 When Migration of Youth from Ethiopia to RSA Began? 

Available literatures share that the flow of Ethiopians to RSA became noticeable 

beginn ing in 1991 (but particularly in the mid-1990s) after the fall of the Dergue regime 

(Sinedu, 2009). On the other hand, the change in government and the end of apartheid in 

early 1990s in RSA increased the migration of yo uth . Although Ethiopians used to migrate in 

small numbers to RSA during the Dague regime (when it was illegal to leave) as the 10M 

(2009) report underlines, large numbers of Ethiopians began arriving in RSA after 1991. 

Now, all Ethiopians are free to obtain national passports and enjoy free international 

movement (A rticle 32, HPR 1995). 

Information gained from the Eth iop ian Embassy in RSA estimates that approx imate ly 

65,000 to 70,000 of Ethiop ians make the ir home in RSA. These numbers are increasing every 

week due to the influx of new arrivals, primarily from large-scale, successfu l smuggling 

54 



operations from Ethiopia, Ninety-five percent or more of them enter RSA through irregular 

means and regularize their situations rap idly through its asylum policies, 

6.1.2 Push Factors 

In formation about the main causes of yo un g ad ults to migrate irregularly was gathered 

and presented in the fo llowing table based on sex, place of res idence, zone and age groups, 

and thi s is presented in the following table, The data shows that forty-fou r percent of the 

smuggled migrants in thi s study claimed they left thei r homeland for reasons of perceived 

beller opportunities found at South Africa, whi le 41 % claimed that they were driven to seek 

greener pasture due to unemployment and absence of good opportunities at their homeland , 

Only 8,5% cited poverty as one of the main reasons for their depalture, 

Table 6.1 Main Reasons for Move to RSA 

Main Reason fo r Move Total 
Characteri stic Meel Lack o! Presence of Family/ 

VI/ell/plo Poverty Land Relalives 01 0ppor/unit; Opportunities Peer % N 
VII/em Shortage RSA es flere in RSA Pressure 

Sex 

Male 2 1.9 8,9 1.6 0 16,1 47 ,7 3,9 100 384 

Female 8.6 0 0 25,7 45,7 8,6 11.4 100 35 

Res idence 

Urban 20.8 6.3 3.1 0.3 17,7 38.5 7.3 100 96 

Rural 20.7 8,7 0,9 0,9 18,9 46.1 3,7 100 323 

Zone 

K.T 27,6 15,8 0 3,9 13,2 30.3 9,2 100 76 

Hadiya 19.4 6,5 1.8 1.8 20,0 47. 1 3.6 100 340 

Age 

15-24 11.3 11.3 5.7 11.3 7.5 47.2 5.7 100 53 

25-34 26.6 8.5 1.7 1.7 13,6 40.7 7.3 100 177 

35-44 15,8 7,9 0 0 24,2 50J 1. 8 100 165 

45+ 33.3 0 0 0 41.7 25 .0 0 100 24 

TOlal 20.8 8.1 1.4 2.1 18.6 44.4 4.5 100 419 

As it can be seen from Ta ble 6, I above the mam reason for move vary by sex, 

residence, zo ne and age, Unemp loyment is reported to be the main cause of movement 

among male respondents (2 1.9%) than fe males (8,6%), and thi s is tru e in Kembata-Tembaro 

zone (27,6%) than Hadiya ( 19.4%), and also for elders aged above 45 years (33.3%), 

Simi larly, pove rty appeared to be the ma in reason of movement for ma les (8,9%) than 

fema les (0%), in Kembata-Tembaro (15,8%) than in Hadiya (6,5%), and for younger 

respondents aged less than 34 years (19,8%), Lack of better oPPOltuniti es at their residence 
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area is reported to be the main reason of movement by female respondents (45.7%) and elders 

aged 45 years and above (4 1. 7%). Over a quarter of fe male respondents clai m they moved to 

RSA due to causes related to family and marriage, but this is not tota lly the cause fo r males. 

Thi s includes movemcnt with fam ily, joining of fa mily/friends, marriage and findi ng spouse. 

Family/peer pressure reported to be a signifi cant reason of movement for females 

( 11.4%) than males (3.9%), urban residents (7 .3%) than rural ones (3.7%) as we ll as in 

Kembata-Tembaro zone (9.2%) than in Hadiya (3.6%). Shortage of la nd, meet relatives in 

RSA, fa m ily/peer pressure and poverty contr ibuted less as a cause of movement for all of the 

smuggled migrants. For those respondents aged 35 years and above and for those in 

Kembata-Tembaro zones, land shortage was not the reason to move at all. 

6.1.3 Multivariate Analysis 

Thi s model is used to see how much the independent va riab les affect the dependent variab le 

by controlling potentia l confounding. The Selected and relevant independent variab les were 

fitted in the binary log istic regression mode l to exam ine the effect of each of these on the 

outcome variab le (migration status). [n orde r to use the model, the dependent variab le was 

dichotomized and coded as 0 (m igrant) and I (non-migrant). Migrant in thi s case include 

smuggled migrants (out migrants and returnees) and their reference of their independents is at 

migration while that of non-migrants is at the survey. Categorical independent var iab les were 

meaningful ly grouped. 

Muti-Colliniariry Effect and Goodness-of Fit 

Garson (20 I 0) defines Multi-co lliniarity as the interconnection of independent 

va ri ab les that can lead the pred ictor variab les to biased estimates and inflated the standard 

error. [n the present model, it can be assessed using Tolerance or Variance Inflat ion Factor 

(V I F), which build in the regress ing of each independent on the other independent variable in 

the equation. The Tolerance is usually I_ R2 for the regress ion of that independent va riab le on 

all the other independents, ignoring the dependents the more the tolerance will app roach zero. 

If the tolerance is less than 0.20, a problem with Multi-co lliniarity is indicated. [n the present 

study, the multi-co ll iniarity effect amo ng the included variab les was checked and the result 

found to be le ss than cut-off value (>=4). 

1---
, 1II \1i'1,,·r."j~"'/!Il'l'I"")" G.~). 

",, '~m""i: Ill ' () ~\lEt p' ., 
, , 

~ . ..~ 11'16. Af)'1I: "B&I!." 
56 ETi'l 1 \" 



The goodness-of-fit ove rall mode l fit a binary logistic regress ion is assessed using 

Hosmer and Lemshew test. A finding of non-signili cance (>0.05) of this test shows that the 

mode l adequately fit the data. When the Hosemer and Lemshew goodness-of-fit test statistics 

is greater than 0.05 , the model estimate fit the data at an acceptab le level. If the significance 

of the test is small (p<0.05), then the model does not adeq uate ly fit the data. In the present 

study, the test result was insignifi cant and the model adequately fit the data. 

The selected va riables included in the model are age, sex, marital status, educational 

a{{ainment, occupation and income, household size, childhood residence, birth order and 

religion. 

Table 6.2 Determinants of Migration Statns 

Predictor Variables 8 S.E. Si9· Exp (8) 
HH Size 

HH 3 to 7 (Re) 
Others 0.212 0. 186 0.256 1.236 

Sex 
Male (Re) 
Female ·1.504 0.248 0.000' 0.222 

Age 
Ages between 15·29 (Re) 
Ages 30+ 0.993 0. 195 0.000' 2.699 

Childhood Residence 
Rural (Re) 
Urban ·0.248 0.204 0.224 0.780 

Zone 
Hadiya (Re) 
Others -0.061 0.242 0.801 0.941 

Education Status Before Move 
Literate (Re) 
Illiterate -1.445 0.402 0.000' 0.236 

Marital Status Before Move 
Single (Re) 
Others -0.011 0.206 0 .957 0.989 

Birth Order 
Births 1 (Re) 
Others -0.225 0.258 0.000' 0.799 

Employment Status Before Move 
Unemployed (Re) 
Others 0.273 0.182 0. 134 1.314 

Religion 
Protestants (Re) 
Others 0.357 0.256 0.164 1.429 

"Significant at p<O.001 

RC = Reference Category 
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Out of these vari ables included in the model (Table 6.2), the multivariate analys is test 

showed that predictor variables those significantly affecting migration status of yo ung adults 

in the southern Ethiop ia to be migrant or not found to be sex, age , education slatus (at 

migration for migrants and at survey for non-mi grants) and birth order. Where as household 

size, place of ch ildhood residence, zone of res idence, marital status (before move), 

employment status (before move) and re ligion do not have any impact on migration status of 

young adults among the participants. 

Sex: was found to be statistica lly significant factor on migrat ion status. As Table 6.2, being 

fema le respondent was fo und to be 0.222 times more likely to be non-migrants than their 

male counterparts. Controlling for the effect of others, this implies 77.8% of migration is 

caused by sex. 

Age: is found to be the hi ghest significant determinant factor. Young adults in age group 15 

to 29 years have pos itive association with migration status. The likelihood of being migrant 

of these participants was 2.699 times as compared to those aged 30 and above years. 

Education status at migration: thi s has found having weak association with migration status 

of the respondents. The model analysis shows th at illiterate respondents were found to be 

0.236 times more likely to be migrants than literate ones. 

Birth Order: is also found to have significant effect on migration status. First born child are 

0.799 times li kely to be migrants than others. 

In general , the logistic regress ion model result identified sex and ed ucation status of 

respondent at their migration as negatively affecting respondents' migrati on status. 

6.1.4 Pull Factors: Why South Africa? 

The segmentation of labor markets in relati ve ly high income economies is creating an 

increas ing demand for migrant wo rkers there, and this is true in the case of Ethiopia and 

RSA. This occurs where sectors of the labor market are eschewed by native workers because 

they are low pay ing, have little security, and are low status, and thus instead become 

dom inated by migrant workers. They are concentrated in sectors such as agriculture, timber, 

plantations, heavy industry, construction, and domestic services. 
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Eighty three percent of the returnees reported that they were engaged in sma ll sca le 

trad in g of clothes, shopping between urban centers to remote rura l communiti es of RSA . The 

per cap ita GN P of RSA ($6, I 08 in 2009) is over 39 fo ld of Ethi opia ($ 156 in 2009), 

becoming a major economi c pull factor that att racts potenti al mi grants. Economists and 

soc iolog ists, howeve r, have concluded that what dr ives migrat io n is not abso lute deprivation, 

or poverty, but rela tive deprivation- the sense that one would be better off in some other 

place (Nai m, 2005). The data presented in Tab le 6. 1 above a lso strengthens thi s approach, 

s ince the majori ty (44%) of the smugg led mi grants left the ir homeland because of perce ived 

opportuniti es avail abl e in RSA. T hi s may also account for the fact that those who engage 

smugglers to take them so uth are rarely the absolute poor. 

A state minister in the Mini stry of Labor and Soc ia l Affa irs interviewed for thi s study 

said that "absolute poverty was not the mai n moti vation for leavi ng Ethiopia," but instead 

"fo ll ow ing the dreams" th at left fo r the south. They may struggle to ra ise the money to 

finance the ir departure (selling fa mily assets and borrowing from fa mily and community 

members), but they at least have the ca pac ity to ra ise money. Many have re lati ves in RSA or 

el sewhere who directly fun th e journey. On the other hand, the better educated and productive 

adult men are attracted by the range of opportuni ty RSA appea rs to offer, the excitement of a 

new start, as we ll as that ever-shining hope that RSA wi ll be the stepping stone to Europe or 

North America. Working some months or years in /{ SA is seen as the necessary first step 

towards getti ng out of Africa entirely to j oin the diaspo ra and cont inue the current trend of 

ea rnin g funds to support poor fam ilies at home as we ll as sponsor the next generation of 

migrants (youn ger brothers, cousins or offs pring). As it will be explai ned in the later sect ions, 

some return home to start bus inesses or fanning after saving money in RSA. 

Although RSA offers a maj or te mpt to youth Ethi op ians, as ' the America of Africa' , 

some of those smugg led migrants invo lved in th is research had the ul timate objective of 

reaching Europe (mainly the UK), North America or Austra li a. RSA has a reputati on for 

so lving prob lems of documentation and visas and is a fa r more re liable departure point (using 

aircraft) . Most o f the returnees interviewed noted the presence ( in RSA) of highly skilled 

forgers and we ll -connected interm ed iari es which are ready to rend er every se rvice needed by 

th e irregul ar migra nt w ith aspirat ions and the right amount of money. Those interviewed, 

including smugglers, confi rmed that globally imm igration officers are far less suspicious of 

RSA-origi n documentation and passe nge rs arr ivi ng from Johannesburg rather than from 

Addis Ababa. Thus, the appea l of RSA as a tra nsit stop is another im pOlt ant pull factor. 
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The other attractive pu ll factor is that the refugee and migration policy of RSA 

(SAD HA, 2009) is in line with internationa l obligations, offerin g all irregular mi grants the 

chance to seek asylum once they are inside the country, though some smu gg led migrants 

c laim this generos ity is limited in so fa r as the asy lum-seeking process takes yea rs and access 

to employment in the forma l sector, opening bank accounts, etc. is al most imposs ible . 

Irregular migrants are aware of the asylum regime in RSA from the considerab le information 

flowing between those who have already made it to RSA and those planning to come. 

Becoming an asy lum seeker a llows someone to stay in the country and work or study until 

their case is sorted out. Not only are other countries in the region less interesti ng from the 

point of view of opportunities, but many of them also have more restrictive policies with 

rega rd to asylu m seekers and refugees (Tanzania is a good example in this case). 

6.1.5 Wby mainly from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya Areas? 

Although migration, like other demographic elements, is se lective by nature, the case 

of the present study is of great research interest. There are more than 80 ethnic groups in 

Ethiopia, but the irregular migration to RSA is dominated mainly by two ethnic groups: 

Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya, from the southern part of the country. In these areas, and 

espec ially around Hossana, knowledge and persona l experience of smuggling, smugglers, 

externa l trave l and the opportunities RSA ca n afford are widespread . Everybody seemed to 

know someone who had tried to leave or succeeded in reaching RSA and everyone seemed 

want to go. Co ntrary to thi s, in the villages and towns surroundin g these zones, such as 

Wo laita, Guraghe and Si ltie as well as those nearer to Kenya (Boran a and South O mo zones), 

there was widespread ignorance of the same issues. Informati on gained from these areas 

found that respondents had neither heard of RSA nor heard of someone leaving the area to 

work abroad, let alone in RSA. They knew of no brokers and had no smugg ling stories. 

Severa l peop le knowing the issues at hand in various places were asked the main 

reason for the dominance of Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya youth in the irregular migrati on 

to RSA. A ll of them po inted that this is because of the role of one person, wh ich was once 

Ambassador of Ethiopia in RSA. They noted that this person, whose origin is from Kembata­

Tembaro area, have created job opportun it ies for some youth from hi s birth area while he was 

in his office in the Ethiopian Embassy in RSA. These youth have got jobs around majo r cities 

of RSA like Johannesburg and Pretoria , worked there for some years and some of them 
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returned home with the money they saved. They have engaged in visib le investments, such as 

bui ld ing hote ls, buying cars, etc. Thi s s ituat io n have in it iated the rest youth in the area to 

mi grate, by what ever means, to RSA. 

After havi ng thi s information, the researcher has tried to cross-check its rea li ty. This 

Ambassado r of Eth iopia in RSA, now in Addi s and retired, was co ntacted and interviewed. 

He has almost agreed to the a bove things that other peop le have mentioned. He was 

Ambassador of Ethi op ian in RSA for two years (2000 and 200 I) and as many peop le 

suggested above, he created opportunities to his fellow youths from Kembata-Tem baro and 

Hadiya areas. What he is not agreeing is that he is not the initial cause of the massive 

irregular migration that ha s been happening betwee n so uthern Ethiopia and RSA. 

To sum up, it can be genera li zed fro m the informat ion ga ined from many people and 

the Ambassador himse lf that the Ambassador is the triggering cause for the irregular 

movement of youth s from Kembata-Tembaro and Had iya areas, though it may not be the 

main factor. Ignorance of the issue at hand in the villages and towns surroundin g these zones 

cou ld be good evidence that the Ambassador had a significant ro le on the movement of youth 

to South Africa. 

6.1.6 Attitude of Households on Migration to RSA and their Information Usage 

The percentage distribution of household s on the attitude towa rds migration of youth 

to RSA shows that 9 1 % of them support it while only 6.5% oppose stro ngly. Data on access 

to information of any type also revea led that over 97 percent of the sampled households noted 

they get information. When we look at the di stributi on on the type of inform ation source, 

a lmost a ll of the households (99. I %) use rad ios, 75% use te lev ision, 91 % use te lephone but a 

small proportion of them (29.4%) have access to inform ation through newspaper. No 

household is reported to use the internet. 

Looking at how house ho lds' access to information influence their att itude on 

migrat ion to RSA and migration sta tus of the sampled population gives us an interesting 

result. According ly, in househo lds where there is access to informati on of any type, the 

maj ority of them (81.4%) strong ly support migration to RSA with only 4 .2% of them oppose 

it strongly. Contrary to thi s, in households where there is no access to information at all , the 

majority of them (84.2) strongly oppose the migration of youth to RSA with on ly 15.8% of 
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them support strongly. From this it can be generalized that in fo rmation access ibility and 

usage has a great role in affecting the att itude of households on the mi gration (0 RSA. That is, 

as people ha ve access to and use information, they are more likely support mi gration to RSA. 

In a globa lization era, inform ation access and usage is increas ing in many soc ieti es, and 

hence many people are ex pected to support the issue at hand- including those that opposed 

now it strongly- in the future . 

Similarly, information access and usage has a strong re lation with migration status of 

the sampl ed population. The data indicates that in households where there is access and usage 

of informati on, there is a balanced di stribution of the three mi grant types: 35.4% out 

mi grants, 28.2% returnees and 36.5% non-migrants. On the other hand, in households where 

there in no access and use of information, the majori ty of the migrants became return 

migrants (68%) and nearly a third of them (32%) are non-migrants, w ith no out migrants 

found there. Hence, out migra nt yo ung adults are tota lly from households having access and 

use information, i.e. these sm uggled mi grants have access and use of in fo rmation than their 

predecessors (return mi grants). Return mi grants found mainly from households having no 

access to information, indicating that they are the f irst mi grants with little/no information 

access ibili ty. Today, both accessibili ty and use of information is improving from the previous 

times, and many people are expected to have it in the future than prev ious times. 

6.2 Non-Migrants 

6.2.1 Intention to Migrate to South Africa 

Information on intention to move to South Africa within the next ten years (tak ing the 

survey date as the refe rence data) was obtained from all sampled non-migrants. According to 

the data in Table 6.3 below, the majority of non-migrants (over 71 %) reported ha ving from 

fairly high to very high intenti on of moving in the coming ten years, while over a fifth of 

them (22.2%) reported that they have no in tention to move in the coming decade. 

Exam ination of the non-m igrants' intention of movement by their sex, residence, zone 

and age revea ls sign ificant variations. Nearly three-fo urth (72.3%) of males have from hi gh 

to very high intenti on of moving than their female counterparts (4 1.3%). Thi s is also true for 

urban residents (75%) than rural ones (54.3%), and for yo uth aged 15 to 24 years (86%) and 
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25 to 34 years (58.7%) than e lders aged above 35 years and above ( 15.3%). Similarly, 

respondents from Kembata-Tembaro zone have hi gh intenti on to move (91.7%) than from 

Had iya zone (57.5%). 

Table 6.3 Intention of Non-Migrants to Move 

Characteristi c Intention to Move Total 

VelY High High Fairly High VelyLow Nol 01 All % N 

Sex 
Male 6 1.6 10.7 8.2 3.8 15.7 lOa 159 -
Female 22.5 18.8 11 .3 12.5 35.0 100 80 

Residence 
Urban 63.6 11.4 6.8 3.4 14.8 100 88 

Rural 39.7 14.6 10 .6 8.6 26.5 100 151 

Zone 
K.T 80.6 11.1 a a 8.3 100 39 

Hadlya 43.5 14.0 11 .0 8.0 23.5 100 200 

Age 
15-24 70.6 15 .3 7.1 3.5 3.5 100 85 
25-34 41.3 17.4 11.9 6.4 22.9 100 109 

35-44 30.6 a 8.3 16.7 44.4 100 36 
45+ a a a 0 100 100 9 

Total 48.5 13.4 9.2 6.7 22.2 100 239 

As it is observed in the high intention to move, variations have been seen in the very 

low to no intention of moving among the sa mpled non-migrants. For example, the majority of 

females (47.5%) have very low or no intention of moving in the coming decade. This is also 

th e case in the non-migrants fo und in Hadiya zone (31.5%) than Kembata-Tembaro (8.3%), 

and among rural residents (35. 1 %) than urban ones ( 18.2%). Intention to move varied 

inversely with age. All of the e lders aged 45+ yea rs and 44.4% of those aged 35 to 44 years 

have no intention of mov ing at a ll during the reference period. 

6.2.2 Main Reasons for Not Moving 

Understanding why the sampled people do not move is as important as learning why 

they move . According to Table 6.4 below, attending sc hool (49.4%) constitutes the main 

reason for not making any move to RSA, followed by money shortage (31.4%). Family not 

allowing the movement (28%) as we ll as considering the trip is difficult (7.5%) are a lso 

factors that lead non-mi grants to rem a in home. Lack of information about the movement 

constitutes the smallest share ( 1.3%) to prevent respondents from mov in g to RSA, implying 

the majority of them have enough information about it. Shortage of money as the main reason 
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for not movi ng appears to be higher among respondents from Kembata-Tembaro (80.6%) 

than Had iya zone (23.0%). It was also the main important reason for not mov ing of male 

respondents than fe males, and among age grou ps 25 to 34 than the rest ages. School ing was 

re lative ly more often reported by almost all of the respondents as the main reason for not 

moving rega rdless of sex, place of residence or age. 

Table 6.4 Main Reasons for Not Moving to RSA (%) 

Reasons ror Not Moving 
Characteristi c Money Family Not Lack of Trip In No/Interested at 

Shortage Allowing /l1formalion Difficliity School all 
Sex 

Male 43 .4 15. 1 1.9 7.5 50.3 21.4 

Female 7.5 53.8 0 7.5 47.5 23.8 

Residence 

Urban 27.3 40.9 0 10.2 54.5 14.8 

Rural 33.8 20.5 2.0 6.0 46.4 26.5 
Zone 

Kern.Temb 80.6 0 0 0 19.4 8.3 
Hadiya 23 .0 33. 5 1.5 9 .0 55.5 23.5 

Age 
15-24 23.5 3 1. 8 0 10.6 74 . 1 10.6 
25-34 40.4 3 1.2 0 5.5 38.5 17.4 
35-44 30.6 16.7 8.3 8.3 19.4 61.1 
45+ 0 0 0 0 66.7 33.3 

Total 31.4 28.0 1.3 7.5 49.4 22.2 

Family al lowance fa iled to be a reason for not moving in Kembata-Tembaro zone, 

unlike Had iya zone (33.5%), indicating all of the sampled households/famili es in Kembata­

Tembaro zone support migration of the ir siblings to South Africa. Lack of information and 

trip difficulty reported to be less contributing for not moving among all of the respondents. 

Not interested to move at all appear to be the mai n reason fo r not mov ing among elder 

respondents aged 35 years and above (6 1. 1 % for those aged 35-44; and 33.3% for 45 years 

and above) than the you nger ones. Th is is also true among rural residents and those li vi ng in 

Hadiya zone. 

6.3 Retnrn Migrants/Smnggled Migrants 

Information on the time of departure home land, rea son and time of return as well as 

current att itude of return migra nts on the movement to RSA provides add itional insights into 
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the dynamics of the migrat ion process. Thi s section presents these important migration 

elements of the smugg led migrants- main ly of the return migrants. 

6.3.1 Time of Departure of Smuggled Migrants 

Table 6.5 be low presents data abo ut the year of leav ing homeland obtai ned from 193 

retu rn and 226 already migrated respondents (a total of 419 smuggled migrants). A la rge 

proporti on of the smuggled migrants (6 1.6%) left their homeland between 1996 and 1999 

E.C. regardless of their sex, res idence, zone as well as age. 

Table 6.5 Year of Departure of Smuggled Migrants by Sex, Residence, Zone and Age 

Characteri Year of Departure (Ethiopian Calendar) Total 
stic '90 '91 '92 '93 '94 '95 '96 '97 '98 '99 '00 '01 '02 % N 

Sex 
Male 2.3 I 2.6 2.3 7.3 8.1 12.8 13.3 19.0 16.7 9.4 4.2 1.0 100 384 

Female 0 0 0 0 11.4 0 0 8.6 8.6 42.9 22.9 0 5.7 100 35 

Residence 
Urban 0 0 3. 1 0 0 9.4 18.8 10.4 17.7 27.1 11.5 0 2. 1 100 96 
Rural 2.8 1.2 2.2 2.8 9.9 6.8 9.6 13.6 18.3 16.4 10.2 5.0 1.2 100 223 

Zone 

K.T. 0 0 9.2 0 0 11.8 19.7 15.8 18.4 2 1. 1 3.9 0 0 100 76 

Hadiya 2.6 1.2 0.9 2.6 9.4 6.5 10.0 12.4 18.2 17.6 12. 1 4.7 1.8 100 340 

Age 
15-24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18.9 28.3 5.7 37.7 5.7 3.8 100 53 
25-34 3.4 0 3.4 3.4 6.8 1.7 16.9 10.2 12.4 3 1.6 6.2 3.4 0.6 100 177 

35-44 1.8 2.4 2.4 1.8 10.3 15.2 9.1 13 .3 !9.4 12. 1 6. 1 4.2 1.8 100 165 

45+ 0 0 0 0 12.5 12.5 16.7 16.7 29.2 0 12.5 0 0 100 24 

Tota l 2.1 1.0 2.4 2.1 7.6 7.4 11.7 12.9 18.1 18.9 10.5 3.8 1.4 100 419 

The table furth er shows that after 1999 E.C. the flow of smugg led migrants began to 

dec rease signi fica ntly to reach only 1.4% in 2002 E.C. With regard to sex, two-thi rd of 

fe male smuggled migrants (65.8%) left to South Africa in only two years- I 999 and 2000 

where as thi s is not the case for male migrants (only 26. 1 % of them left within the indicated 

yea rs). In the early 1990s, no fema le smuggled migrant is recorded, un li ke males, indicating 

that the trip is relat ive ly diffi cul t more fo r fe males than males. 

Understanding th is, the data on the method of transport used by these smugg led 

migrants shows th at the majo ri ty of fema le migrants used air transport fo r most of their 

journey than males. These female migrants are mainly sponso red by their relatives 

(commonly spouse) in RSA or some other country. In genera l, the peak years of migrati on 
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are between 1996 and 1999. The mai n possible reason behind the domi nance of these yea rs, 

as explained in the previous sect ion, is that thi s is the time when the third-round national 

e lecti on (May 2005) was conducted in Ethi opia . This event, in addition to others, created 

favorab le conditions for the smu ggl ing business and mi gration to South Africa. After 1999 

E.C, the percentage of smugg led mi grants mov ing to RSA has been decreasi ng significantly. 

6.3.2 Reasons and Time of Return (of Return Migrants) 

Exam ination of the year o f return by sex depicts that the majority of the respondents 

(87.2%), returned between 1999 and 2002, and 24.4% return ed in the year 2000 E.C alone, 

and thi s is main ly true for male returnees than fe males (Table 6.6). Though their num ber is 

sma ll (only 7) female return mi grants came back home only within two years- 1999 (57.1%) 

and 2000 (42.9%). 

Table 6.6 Year of Return by Sex of Return Migrants {E.C} 

Sex Year of Return Total 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 % N 
Male 1.6 3.2 6.5 11.3 23.7 35.5 18.3 100 186 

Female 0 0 0 57.1 42.9 0 0 100 7 

Total 1.6 3. 1 6.2 13.0 24.4 34.2 17.6 100 193 

Tab le 6.7 below shows the main reasons for return migration. According to the 

information obtained fro m 193 returnees, the majority of them (70.5%) mentioned work and 

li ve at home land as the main reaso n to return back, fo llowed by meeting their familie s 

(12.4%). Over eleven percent of them reported that they are deported by government officials 

of South Africa or some other countries found on the way to RSA (ma inly Tanzania and 

Zimbabwe). Absence of opportunities in RSA as expected as the main reason for returning 

home was me ntioned by only 5.7% of the respondents. 

Most males (71.5%) returned home to work and li ve whi le more of the females 

(57 . 1%) came home due to absence of opportunities in South Africa as expected. Am ong 

both rural and urban respondents, to work and live as the main cause is important but in the 

case of urban respond ents, a fifth of them (20.2%) retu rned because they cou ld not find 

opportunities in RSA as expected. Un like urban residents, meeting fami ly was mention by 

more respondents from rura l areas ( 15. 1%) than urban areas (0%). In Kembata-Tembaro 
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zo ne, there are more respond ents (82 .5%) returned in need of work and live at home land 

than in Hadiya zone (67.3%). A relat ive ly s ign ificant proportion (33.3%) of e lders aged 45+ 

years and those aged 35-44 years (13. 1%) have reported famil y and marriage as the ma in 

reason for returning home. Deportati on as the main ca use to return home was mentioned by 

only 20.3% of the respondents in the 25-34 age group, 11 .8% of males with no female, and 

by 12.4% of returnees in Hadi ya zone. 

Table 6.7 Main Reasons for Return Migration 

Main Reason for Return Migration Total 
Characteristic To work & No opportunities Deportation To Meet % N 

live at RSA Families 
Sex 

Male 71.5 3.8 11.8 12.9 100 186 

Female 42.9 57. 1 a a 100 7 

Residence 

Urban 70 .5 20.2 8.8 a 100 34 

Rural 70.4 2.5 11.9 15. 1 100 159 

Zone 
K.T. 82.5 a 7.5 10. t 100 40 

Hadiya 67.3 7.2 12.4 13. t 100 153 
Age 

15-24 100 a a a 100 6 

25-34 70.3 4.7 20.3 4.7 100 64 

35-44 69.7 8. 1 9. 1 13. 1 100 99 
45+ 66.7 a a 33.3 100 24 

Total 70.5 5.7 11.4 12.4 100 193 

6.3.3 Current Attitude of Return Migrants on the Irregular Movement to RSA 

In add ition to the time and reason of return home, return migrants are asked about 

their current att itude toward s the irregu lar movement of youth to RSA and whether they 

advise peop le to go there or not. Acco rdi ngly, the maj ority of the respondents (88. 1 %) advice 

people go there by what ever means they can, and only 11 .9% of them adv ise no one to go to 

South Africa. Presence of better opportunities in RSA is the main rea son (over 98%) 

mentioned by those th at adv ice people to go there. Those that do not adv ise anyone to go 

RSA put two main reasons for this: the trip is very difficu lt and risky fo r life (52.2%) and 

47.8% of them noted it is poss ible to work and li ve here at homeland. A re lat ive ly greater 

proport ion of the return mi grants (5 4 .9%) noted that the soc iety and the government shou ld 

promote more youth to go RSA where as only 9.8% of them po inted that the soc iety and the 

government should stop mi gration to RSA by tak ing seri ous measures. 
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In formation on whether they have any plan to go back to RSA or not was obtai ned 

fro m these return mi grants. The data shows that the maj ori ty of them (62.2%) ha ve no 

pl an/ in terest to go back while ove r a quarter of them (28.5%) have not decided yet to go or 

not. On Iy 9.3% of them mentioned th at they have an interest/plan to go back to South Afri ca. 

Ad diti onal data on was gathered from th ose that have interest to go back to RSA, and it 

shows that ha lf of the responde nts have a plan to go next yea r while a th ird of them (33.3%) 

wa nt to go thi s year. 

6.4 Consequences of the Irregular Migration to RSA 

Migrati on, espec ially the irregul ar one, has its own effects in the area of departure, 

des tinati on/route and on the migrant itse lf. Thi s section presents the consequences of the 

irregul ar movement of youth to South Africa: soc io-economic, demographic and poli tica l 

impacts mainly on the area of de parture an d on the migrants. 

6.4.1 Economic Impacts on the arca of Departure 

impacts on Employment, Occupation and income 

Informat ion on the empl oyment status of sampl ed return migrants before thei r 

movement and now shows that we ll over half of them (58%) were unemployed before their 

migrati on while thi s is only 7.3% during the survey peri od o f thi s research (February 20 I 0). 

The majori ty of the return mi grants (92.7%) reported they are employed now. 

With regard to occupa tio n type, befo re the ir move ment, trad ing is noted by the 

maj ority (5 4.3%) fo llowed by private jobs (23.5%) and agriculture ( 14.8%) as the ma in 

li ve lihood occ upati ons. Gove rnme nt employees account fo r only 7.3% of the sampled return 

mi grants as their occupatio n type be fore move. Like before the ir movement, trad ing is also 

the ma in occupat ion now as reported by the majori ty of the return ees; however, its proportion 

has increased dramati ca lly to 88 .5%. All the rest occ upations' share has increased now: both 

government work and agric ulture acco unt each fo r only 1.6% and that of other private jobs 

red uced to 8.2%. These fi gures clea rly indicate how return mi grants change their occupati on 

type from agrar ian and gove rnment emp loyment to service sectors such as trading. 
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Similar to employment status and occupation type, migration to South Afr ica has also 

signi fica ntly affected the amount of money migrants ea rn . Table 6.8 be low show the 

percentage di stri bution of ave rage monthly income of return migrants now and before thei r 

movement. 

Table 6.S Average Monthly Income of Return Migrants (before and now) 

Income Group Before Move (%) Now (%) 
Less than 500 ETB 12.3 0 
50 1- 1000 ETB 44.4 4.9 
100 1-3000 ETB 38.3 7.7 
300 1-6000 ETB 0 7. 7 
6001-1 0,000 ETB 4.9 13 .1 
10,001-50,000 ETB 0 26. 8 
50,001+ ETB 0 39.9 
Total 100% 100% 

The data indicates that over 44 percent of the sampled retu rnees, before their move, 

earned between 50 I and 1000 Birr per month followed by those earning betwee n 100 I and 

3000 Birr (3 8.3%). Here, the mean was fo und to be Bi rr 103 1 with a standard deviati on of 

1286. More over, the median income is Birr 700 and the modal average monthly income is 

Birr 100 . During the time of the survey, the migrants were asked about their monthly income 

now and this is also presented in the above table. The distri bution is skewed towards the 

higher income groups. Two-third of the sampled return migrants now earn above 10,00 I Birr 

on average monthly, where we can fi nd no one in thi s income group before movement. No 

one noted to earn less than 500 Birr per month now. The mean income is Birr 34,589 with a 

standard dev iati on of 69 1. The median income is fo und to be 39,637 Birr and the most 

common income among them is Birr 50,000. 

Remittances and Changes in Living Standards 

Remittances are an important aspect of migration of any kind- international or 

national, irregul ar or regu lar. In thi s case, labor migrati on is often regarded as the most 

economica lly benefi cial fo rm of migrat ion to the area of origin due to the remittances that 

labor migrants send to their fami lies who remai n in the area of origin . Accordingly, data were 

co llected on the amount and frequency of sending remi ttances by the smuggled migrants to 

their relati ves at home. Out of the 419 smuggled migrants, 6 1.1 % of them send money 
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regu larly and 29. I % of them reported that they send but not as such, whi le 9.8% of them do 

not send at al l. The average amount of they se nd home is Birr 2,500 and the most commonly 

se nt amount is Birr 3,000. The frequency of sending money varies from every month (8.5%) 

to more than a year (6.9%). Most of the sa mpl ed smugg led migrants noted that they send 

money home once in every s ix month (28.6%) or once in three month (28.3%). 

The maj ority of the return migrants (87%) sa id that their present living standard IS 

much better than that of before their movement to South Africa. On ly 6.2% of them reported 

that there is li tt le improve ment now and 6.7% of them noted their prev ious life was much 

better than the present one. These return migra nts that claim their present li fe is worse are 

totally (100%) those that came to home land by deportation 

1lI1pac/s on Assets Ownership and Investmen/ 

The highest proportion (87%) of returnees reported that they had built an asset after 

they came home than before (on ly 18% of them had asset of any kind before their 

movement) . Thirteen percent of them had no asset at all now, and among these 88% are 

deported returnees. The assets include ownersh ip of movab le and non-movable items, such as 

farm land , urban land , house, husiness centers (hote ls, shops, garages, etc.), vehicles, 

li vestock, etc. The total amount in money of these assets, as reported by the sampled 

returnees, ranges between Birr 10,000 and 15 million, with a mean amount of 1,706,300 Birr. 

In addition to asset ownership, information is gathered on whether the returnees are 

engaged in some business and investment as well as on creating employment opportunities. 

Accordingly, nearly 90 percent of them pointed that they had a business centers andlor 

investments whic h created jobs. The majority of them (88%) own the investment and 10.2% 

of them wo rk in cooperation with others. About two-third (64%) of them reported that they 

have recruited employees under them and 17% of them created jobs for their re latives. The 

number of empl oyees/relatives working under these returnees vary from 2 to 24, where the 

modal employee number being 4 and the average one 9. 

70 



6.4.2 Impacts on tbe Migrant 

6.4.2.1 Socia-Demographic Impacts: Education, Marital Status & Dependency Burden. 

i. Education 

The distribution on the impact of the irregular movement of youth to South Africa on 

their educational status is presented below on Table 6.9. It can easi ly be seen from the table 

that the percentage change in education status before and now of return migrants is not 

substantial. The main reason for this is that the majority of them (over 93%) claim that their 

work type in South Africa is not su itab le to upgrade their education. Some 17% of them put 

they cannot afford the school fee there in RSA, in addition to their work type , 

Table 6.9 Education Status of Return Migrants: Before Move and Now 

Education Status Percentages 
Before Move Now 

Illiterate 3.4 3.1 
Primary Education 32.6 32,9 
Junior & Secondary Educ. 54.3 53.9 
Diploma & Above 9.7 10, I 
Total 100% 100% 

During the su rvey, a lot of the interviewed non-m igrants noted that they prefer to go 

to RSA by what ever means than attend ing school. They believe that education is not their 

destiny, but migration to South Africa. Having these fee lings of the non-migrants, the 

researcher have tried to look at the regional education quality, mainly primary school dropout 

rates, SNNP regions' education abstract of 2007/08 (SNNPR Education Bureau, 2009) 

pointed that Kembata-Tembaro has the highest repetition rate (18.1 %) among the 13 Zones 

and 7 Special Woredas found in the region, and is we ll above the regional average (10%), 

The percentage of school dropout in Hadiya is lower than that of Kembata-Tembaro (13.8%) 

but is st ill among the highest in the region . Zones/specia l woredas surrounding these areas 

(Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya) have school dropout percentages well below the regional 

average: Sidama (7%), Si ltie (7.7%), Gu raghe (8,7%), Gamo Gofa (9.5%) and Wolaita 

(9.8%). These figures SUppOit the idea that non-migrants are giving less attention to 

education, which leads common ly to school dropouts. 
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ii. Marital Status 

Unlike education, the marita l status of return mi grants has showed significant change 

after they came home. Table 6. 10 be low shows that the percentage of married migrants 

inc reased dramati ca lly after they ca me back to their homeland. On ly 33% of them were 

married before the ir movement; howeve r, this figure increased by nearly two fo ld (63). 

Co ntrary to that, the share of singles among the return migrants decreased from 63 to 28 %. 

Table 6.10 Marital Status of Returu Migrants before Move and Now (%) 

Marital Status Before Move (%) Now (%) 

Siollle 62.7 28 
Currently Married 33.2 63.2 
Cohabited 4.1 8.8 
Total 100.0% 100.0% 

From returnees, the mai n reason for the increase in the married ones now is that most 

of these return migrants came up with some amount of money, having the ir own occupation 

with better income, thei r li ving standard showing an improvement (as presented in section 

6.4. 1) a nd hence they have high probab ili ty of getting married. 

iii. Changes in Dependency Burden 

Lookin g at the depend ency burden of the return migrants gives a lso anoth er ins ight in 

to the demographic im pacts of the irregu lar migration of youth s to RSA. Among 193 return 

mi grants sa mpled for thi s study, only 32.6% of them were househo ld heads before their 

movement; however, 58% of them became head of their househo ld s during the survey time. 

That means, they had more dependents now than before. The dependents include spouse, 

children , brothers and sisters as we ll as fathe rs and mothers 

6.4. 2. 2 Problems Encountered During Movement 

The majori ty (over 65%) of the smuggled young adu lts partici pated in thi s study said 

their journeys were harsh with unexpected, negat ive consequences. Thirty eight percent of 

them noted they were beaten or phys ica lly robbed at least once during the journey. A mass ive 

thirty perce nt spoke of death in their groups during the ir journey. Thi s secti on presents the 

72 



major problems encountered by the smugg led migrants through their journey down to South 

Africa. 

i. Not Reaching RSA as Expected 

For most sm uggled young adults migrating down to RSA from the southern parts of 

Ethi op ia, the co nditions of trave l are harsh and much more difficult than what they expect. 

Information ga ined from an in·depth interview with return migrants depicts that they usually 

travel in groups of 15 to 20, although at different stages of the journey they may be put in 

groups of 50 or more . It usually takes wee ks or even months to reach RSA , although the 

average length of journey amongst those interviewed was ten weeks. A substantial portion of 

the smuggled migrants (38%) reached RSA ve ry late from they expected while 23% of them 

reported that they reached South Africa as they expected. The majority (69%) of those who 

reached RSA on time are those that used air plane transport for most of their journey where 

as the vast majority (over 92%) of those that reached RSA far from their expectations are 

those that used foot, car andlor boat as their main transportation system. This indicates that as 

mi grants use foot, car and lor boat for the maj ority of their journey, they are less likely reach 

South Africa as they expected . 

ii. Harsh and Unexpected Elements 

The movement of irregular migrants throu gh countries is characterized by travel in 

dark, cra mped living/travelling spaces, hidi ng in woods or so-ca ll ed safe houses, robberies, 

beatings fro m an arrest by local police and mUltiple shakedowns for bribes from the countries 

offic ial s they encounter. The use of sealed , a irless containers and overloaded boats adds to 

the travelers' vulnerability and abuse. Food and water prov is ion and health and sanitation 

facilitie s are ofte n minimal , and migrants are frequently forced to travel on foot with night 

guid es to avo id po lice, military and immigration officers. The majority (68%) of return 

migrants participated in this study get no or very small basic needs on their way down to 

South Africa. Stories of death, disappearances and rape are uncommon, but they do exist 

(2.5% reported sexua l vio lence and 29.5% of them observed death). Beatings are more 

co mmon and linked to police and robbe rs encountered en route as well as to the smugglers 

themselves. Problems are common fo r those who travel some of their journey via boats, as 

the following accounts indicate: 
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Then we bord ered another boat to Moc imboa , Mozambique. The boat lost power and 

drifted into the sea. We spe nt 23 days in the sea. We nearly ate each other out of 

hunger as our supplies ran out after the first week. We were re sc ued by a European 

vesse l. 

fA return migrant, 27, Doyo Gena, Kembala-TembaroJ 

We stayed in the [Tanzanian] fo rest for II days without food or water. We tried to eat 

leaves and grass. A lot of people fa in ted and one person disappeared. 

fA return migrant, 29, Angacha, Kembata-TembaroJ 

Almost a ll of sa mpled return mi grants reported that the smugglers appear to rega rd 

shelter and suste nance as unimportant to the migrants whi le in transit. Migrants also seem to 

be led th rough dangerous areas, such as national parks and other remote areas where food and 

shelter are unava ilable, for lengthy periods. Thi s is an experience from a return migrant in 

Hossa na : 

By ni ghtfa ll we were attacked by wild animal s [lion]. The lion ate one of our friends. 

It was really bad. We walked for days without food and slept in the open in the co ld , I 

was a lso beaten up by robbers a nd Tanzanian po lice. 

fA return migrant, 34, HossanaJ 

The Tanzani an government recently estab lished an organ named "Tanzanian Task 

Force on Irregu lar Migration" which is a imed at tackling and dealing with irregular migrants 

cross ing their co untry , According to the preliminary report of this in stitution a total of 1,053 

irregular migrants from the Horn of Africa were apprehended and kept in custody in Tanzania 

between January and June 2008 alone (MoIA T, 2009), By February 2009, this figure stood at 

1,895 perso ns from 12 different nationalities. The numbers continued to increase, and by 

April 2008, the figure of Ethiopians and Somalis alone, according to the report , was sa id to 

have risen from 1, 168 to 1,279. The in formation gained from return migrants in the sampled 

areas reported that they are frequentl y arrested , detained and impri so ned in mainstream 

prisons- mainly in pri sons of Tanzania and Mozambique . They ha ve mentioned suffering 

during thei r stay at these pri so ns, as the fo ll owi ng return migrant in Angacha town noted : 
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We were sentenced to s ix months in pri son when we were caught in Mozambique. I 

spent five months and 26 days in jail there . The priso n was my worst experience. We 

were fed just once a day- a very small amount of foo d. I contracted dysentery. 

iii. Violation of Human Rights 

Many of the smuggled migrants exp ressed a sense of outrage at their treatment. The 

reports from several return m igrants (64% of them) strongly suggest that hum an rights 

violations as well as crimina l vio lations occ urred in the cou rse of many journeys to RSA . The 

fo ll owi ng extracts are two examp les of huma n rights abuses, a ll egedly perpetrated by state 

officia ls: 

People 's human rights were violated. They were abused phys ica lly- many sexually. 

Men were raped. At the sa fe house we stayed in Maputo, we cou ld hear the screams 

of the girl s with us gett ing raped by smugglers and their friends. The smugglers were 

abusive, and one thought it would be very poss ible to be killed by them. 

fA return migrant, 30, Hossana, Hadiyaj 

I was phys ica lly and emotionally abused by the smugglers, police and transport 

operators. We were kic ked, beaten, starved and robbed by the very people that we 

paid so much money to. If there were ever hum an ri ghts, ours were breached a ll along 

the way. 

fA return migrant, 26, Doyo Gena, Kembata·Tembaroj 

iv. The Container Hell 

A substantial number of smuggled migrants were transported inside a closed 

co ntai ner. In addition to the space containers afford, they are al so very anonymous and easy 

to move around without rai s ing suspic ion . As noted by th e maj ority o f smuggled migrants 

during FG D, the containers are also easy for offic ials to turn a blind eye to, natura lly with 

so me inducement and enco uragement from the smuggler. 

As the fol lowing extracts illustrate, a large group of people in a c lose co ntainer is 

extremely uncomfortab le for short peri ods of time and for longer periods can be di sastrous. 
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O nce in Mozambique, we were loaded into another co nta iner between three and four 

in the morn ing. By sunrise we were suffocating. We tri ed to stop the driver by 

banging on the wa ll s. I don't think he heard us ... he just wouldn ' t stop the truck. 

About ten people started fainting. When the po lice opened the co ntainer later I was 

already unconsc ious. I then found myse lf w ith many other sick people at a cam p. I 

was told five people had died. 

fA young return migrant, 25, Hossana, J-Iadiya] 

O n one fatefu l ni ght, 280 of us, [1 50 Et hi opians and 130 Soma li s], were loaded into a 

conta iner and the doors were locked. [ ... J After about an hour peop le were ye lling 

because they were suffocating. The doo rs of the container opened at 7 a. m. the next 

mornin g. By then, lots of us were unco nscious. [ ... J Seven peo ple died in the whole 

trial. The rest we re taken to Tete [Mozambique]. Some wee hospitalized a nd others 

put in prison. I passed out in the first hour [inside a closed conta iner from Mocimboa 

to Mampula, Mozambique]. Six Somalis and Five Ethi op ians died in that trip. Their 

bodies were buried in Mozambique . 

fA return migrant, Hossana, Hadiya} 

6.4.2.3 Problems Encountered in South Aji-ica. 

Once in South Africa, most of the irregul ar migrants immed iately register as asy lum 

seekers and start working with re lati ves or in the informal sector as street ve ndors. As 

reported by return mi grants, the Ministry of Home Affairs of RSA gives a living license to 

such immigrants which shou ld be renewed every three month. The good thing that is noted by 

returnees here is that the majority of them (59%) have got jobs on time as to their 

expectations. On ly 3.6% of them c laim that they did not got j obs at al l. The typica l job 

reported by the majority of the returnees is small-sca le trading, such as c loths, foot wears, 

belts and bed mattress. The average monthly income they earn va ri es between Birr 5,000 to 

160,000, the mean being Birr 22,649 with a median inco me of Birr 12,000. 

After describing abo ut j ob ava ilab ili ty and income, it is important to menti on the 

prob lems that smuggled mi grants have suffered during their stay in RSA. Accordingly, the 

hi ghest proporti on of samp led return migrants (87%) reported that they have experienced 

robbery and theft by ga ngs in South Africa. They have been targeted for attacks by jealous or 
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xenophobic South Afr icans who resent their bus iness ca pacity or presence. The fo llow ing is 

an express ion from a return mi grant fou nd in Hossana town: 

I started work ing in a townshi p shop two days after gettin g to RSA. In July 2006 we 

we re attacked in our shop in Port Eli za beth by nine armed men. [ .. . J They shot me in 

the head but luckily I survived. We reported the matter to the police but they refused 

to assist. They he lped themse lves to things in the shop and joked among themse lves 

as I lay fully consc ious in a poo l of bl ood. Worst still , the ambu lance ca me but when 

th ey saw that we were fore igners they left us there. 

{A returnee, 47, Hossana} 

The fo ll ow ing is a lso another sufferin g as desc ri bed by a young return migrant from 

Doyo-Ge na town in Kcmbata-Tembaro zo ne . 

I was attac ked in Johannesburg by seven armed men . They tied me up and took all the 

stock and cash in the store. They a lso stabbed my friend several times in the buttocks. 

{A returnee, 38, Doyo Gena} 

More over, people who enter or re ma in in a country without authorization can be at 

risk of ex plo itation by native employers. Because of their irregulari ty, these mi grants are 

often unable to make full use of their skill s and exper ience once they have arrived in RSA. 

They are often unwill ing to seek redress from authorit ies because they fear arrest and 

deportation. As a result, they do not always make use of public services to which they are 

entitled, fo r example emergency hea lth care. Inform ation gained from return mi grants, for 

in stance, indicates that they are unable ope n bank accounts and save money the re. They are 

al so barred from using the full range of services avai lable to c it izens and migrants with a 

regu lar statu s. 

As these and other cases illustrate, the attacks are violent and bruta l, but the objective 

of the gangs is norma lly robbelY. Desp ite thi s, mi gra nts remain and continue to arrive in 

increas in g num bers. It is imposs ible with today' s ease of communication and the infrequent 

returnin g mi gra nt that asp iring mi grants in the source communities at homeland who do not 

know of thesc stories, and the potential vio lence they may face in RSA . 
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6.4.3 Political Implications 

Irregular migration is often described as constituting a threat to state sovere ignty 

(JOM, 2009). Simply noted, states have a sovereign ri ght to control who crosses their borders, 

and that irregular migrants threaten sovereignty by undermining this control. It thus follows 

that a fu ndamental way to reassert full sovereignty is to stop irregular migration. In certa in 

(more extreme) discourses, irregu lar migration has also been perceived as a threat to state 

security. Spec ifi ca lly, it has been found that irregu lar migration of youth from Ethiopia and 

other countries in Horn down to RSA threatens state sovereignty is the perception that states 

are (or risk being) ' flooded ' or overwhelmed by enormous numbers of irregular migrants. 

The formation of an independent government organ dea li ng with irregular migration by 

Tanzania is an indication of the politica l impact of irregular migration. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

7.1 Summary and Conclusion 

This study in vesti gates the soc io-economlc and demograp hic causes and 

consequences of the irregular migration of young adults from se lected areas in southern 

Ethiopia (Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas) to the Republic of South Afri ca. Emphasis 

has been given to the area of departure and the migrant themselves and litt le has been done 

on the area of destination (RSA) and transit countries. The investigation was done mainly on 

the quantitative data co llected via questi onnaire from 658 randomly se lected migrants (226 

out migrants, 193 returnees and 239 non-migrants) on February 20 10. Info rmation about out 

migrants is ga ined from their families at homeland. Additional data are also co llected using 

key in formant interview as well as focused group discuss ions. In doing so, the key questions 

set to be answered were: ( I) What are the soc io-econom ic and demographic characteristics of 

irregu lar migrants? (2) What are the push and pull factors that faci litate/force yo ung adults to 

migrate irregula rly? (3) How do young adu lts get to reach RSA? (4) How does the smuggling 

business between Ethiopia down to South Africa look? (5) What are the characteristics of 

non -m igrants and return migrants? (6) What are the consequences of the irregu lar movement 

of young adults from Ethiopia to RSA? 

The ana lys is of migrants' demographic characterist ics ind icate the majori ty of them 

are male (over 82%). Thi s sex se lectivity of migrati on of youth is mainly attributable to the 

type of work ava ilable in RSA as we ll as the difficu lty of the journey, which on the average 

takes over two months. Moreover, the migration of youth to South A frica is age se lective. 

Th is is due to, the majority of them were found in 25-29 age gro ups and over 57% of them lie 

between ages 20 to 34. The vo lume of migrants became lowest below age 20 and above 45 . 

The study also indicated that the irregular movement of young adu lts to RSA is mar ital status 

selective: the majority of the sampled migrants (over 54%) were fo und to be single during the 
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su rvey period and onl y a little above a third of them (36.9%) were currently married. The 

presence of fam i Iy burden was attributab le to the marita I selecti vity of mi gration. 

The major ity (72%) of the sa mpled mi grants' place of childhood res idence found 

large ly to be rural, and thi s is true for both Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya Zo nes. Su bstantia l 

percentages of mi grants are first born child (28. 1 %) and more than hal f of the migrants 

(72.5%) are first, second and third born children . Most of the non-migrants are late born 

ch ildren. Househo ld size and migration status is found to have non-linear relationship, and 

the majority of the mi grants be long to househo lds of size between 5 and 9. Protestant is the 

dominant re ligion fo llowed by over three-fourth of the sampled population, fo llowed by 

O rthodox Chri stians (20%), and as expected most of the mi gra nts are Protestants. Fifty-two 

percent of the sampl ed migrants are from Hadiya ethnic groups followed by Kembata­

Tembaro (4 1%). 

When education is ana lyzed as one of the soc io-econom ic characteristics of migrants, 

the maj orities of them (95%) are li terate, and among them 5 1.4% completed secondary 

education foll owed by primary education completion (29.3%) during th e survey. The 

mi grants ' age, as stated earlier, is large ly found in early to mid 20s, and this is the time when 

they could finish a secondary education . That is why youth that compl eted secondary 

education completers dominate among others. 

Employment status, occupation ty pe and income of both household heads' and that of 

the migrants are another soc io-economic characteri stic assessed in this study. Accordingly, 

over 92% of the sam pled househo ld heads are employed wh ile thi s is 52% for the migrant 

group population . Substantial num be rs of household heads (45%) are engaged in Agriculture 

followed by trading (28.4%), and government employees ( 16%). Unlike household heads, the 

maj ority the sampl ed migrant population (54%) were engaged in trading activit ies before 

move fo ll owed by agriculture (20%). Among those employed household heads, significant 

proportion (29%) are fro m low income groups, earning less than 500 Birr per month on 

average. The di stribution of income for the employed mi gra nt group popu lat ion gives a 

varied figures among the three migra nt types, and in genera l return mi grants earn higher than 

non-migrants as wel l as the already migrated ones (befo re the ir move), which co uld a driving 

force for the potentia l migrants (non-migra nts) to seek for green pastures in RSA. 
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The study found that the movement of young ad ul ts from southern Ethiopia to RSA is 

fac il itated by a network of human smugglers fou nd in Addis Ababa, Hossana, Dilla or other 

major Ca pi tals here in Ethiopia, and they work in association with several smugglers fro m 

Kenya and Somalia. Concerning the doc uments required fo r international movement, the over 

whelming percentages of them smuggled migrants (over 83%) reported they had a legal 

passport but no va l id/legal visa, and nearly 9% of them had ne ither lega l passport nor visa. 

They po inted that forged forms of such documents are arranged by smugg lers or other 

fac ilitato rs here in Addis Ababa and/o r Na irobi . Thi s by itse lf indicates the intensity of illegal 

doc umentation/fo rgery and how it fac ilitates the irregular movement of youths. 

Regarding the main transport used fo r the journey, signi ficant percentages of them 

(36%) re ported car as part of the ir journey followed by a combination of car and foot (28%). 

More females than males (69% to 9. 1 %) used air transport fo r the majori ty of their journey. 

The movement is ty pica lly organi zed directly from Ethiopia or Na irobi . It has also noti ced 

that the mode of transport and routes used can be altered on short notice, depending on 

circ umstances. 

Several smugg led migrants spoke of diffe rent amounts paid for the ma in smuggler 

and th is varied from Bi rr 2,000 to 60,000 with an average of28,260 Birr, and is on increasing 

trend . The highest money paid to the smugglers was recorded between years 1997 and 1999 

E.C, and thi s is assoc iated with the poli tica l conditio ns of that time in Ethiopia, where the 

2005 national election was he ld-creati ng favo rable conditions for irregular migration and 

the smuggling business. The money is paid usually in advance. They also pay other 

unexpected money as we ll as di fferent charges demanded during their journey. Nearly half of 

the smuggled migrants funded their journey th rough the sal e of private assets/borrowed from 

other peo ple. A fifth of them said that their journey was financed by relatives abroad. The 

study also fou nd that more people now than earlier participate in financing the movement: 

ea rlier only one or two parties (mainly fa milies from their own) invo lve where as now, in 

addition to fa mili es, there are di asporas, relati ves/fa milies from their own and/or borrow. 

The flow of Ethi op ians to South Africa became noti ceable since 199 1, but particul arly 

in the mid-1 990s, after the fall of the Dergue regime. All Ethiop ians now are free to obtain 

national passports and enjoy free international movement, and thi s is partly the reason behind 

for the migration down RSA to be hi gh nowadays . As to the main causes of the ir migrati on, 
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44% of the smuggled mi grants c laimed they left their homeland for reasons of perceived 

better opportunities in RSA, followed by unemp loyment and absence of good opportunities at 

homeland (4 1%). Only 8.5% of them c ited poverty as one of the main reason for their 

departure. From this it can be concluded that what drives the mi grati on of young adults from 

southern Ethi opia to RSA is not absolute deprivation or poverty, but re lative deprivation- the 

sense that one wou ld be better off. 

The main pull factor in RSA attracting youths include available of jobs requiring low 

skill- dominantly tradi ng of c lothes, mattresses and belts. The other attractive factor is that 

some of the smugg led mi grants had the ultimate objective of reaching to the Western 

cou ntries, and hence South Africa is used as a tran sit stop. The refugee and migration policy 

of RSA is also another pull factor for it is in line with internati onal ob li gations, offering a ll 

irregular migrants the chance to seek asy lum once they are ins ide the country. 

One of the main finding of the study is the dominance of two ethnic groups­

Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya-out of more than 80 in Ethiopia, in the irregular movement 

of young adu lts down to South Africa. This, as reported by several individuals, is because of 

one person- who was an Ambassador of Eth iopia in RSA for two office years (2000 and 

2001)-who arranged j obs for his fellow yo uth from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya areas in 

main urban centers when he was in the Ethiopian Embassy in South Africa. This person 

(whose ori gin is from Kembata-Tembaro area) a lmost agreed to thi s by an interview done 

with him in Apri l 20 lOin Addi s Ababa. 

Investigation has also done on the attitude of households towards the irregula r 

movement of youths to RSA and it was found that the overwhelm ing majority (91 %) of them 

strongly support it. In households where there is ace-ess to information of any kind, the 

maj ority of them (81.4%) stro ngly support migration to RSA wh il e in those with no access to 

information at all, the majority (84.2%) strongly oppose it. Thi s implies that in formation 

access and usage has a s ignificant ro le in affecting the att itude of househo lds on the migrati on 

of youth to RSA. 

Similarly, the majority (over 71 %) of sampled non-migrants found having a high 

intention of moving to RSA in the coming ten yea rs and only 22% of them reported to have 

no interest to move at al l. Attending schoo l constituted the to be the main reaso n (nearly 
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50%) for not movin g to RSA, fo ll owed by money shortage (3 1.4%) as we ll as co nsidering the 

trip is d iffi cult (8%). 

The study a lso revea led that a large pro port ion (62%) of the smuggled m igrants le ft 

the ir homela nd within four co nsecuti ve years-between 1996 and 1999 E.C. Contrary to this, 

most return mi grants ca me bac k home between 1999 and 2002 E.C. Wo rk an d li ving in 

home land was menti oned by the maj ori ty of the returnees (7 1 %) as the main reason o f return, 

fo ll owed by meeting the ir famil ies ( 12.4%) and they vary signifi ca nt ly by sex and residence. 

The vast maj ority (88%) of these return ees fo und to advise other people to go RSA as they 

di d, and onl y 12% of them adv ice no one to go RSA. Sixty two percent of the return mi gran ts 

repo rted to have no plan/ interest to go back to RSA so metim e and 29% of them have not 

dec ided yet. 

As to the effects of the irregula r movement of youth to RSA, the study had new 

fi ndings. More than hal f (58%) of th e sa mpl ed migrants reported that they had no j ob before 

their departure to RSA but now thi s is only 7.3%. The overwhe lming majority of return 

mi grants (93%) found to be employed durin g the survey. Trading appeared to be a main 

occ upati on type both before movement and now, but its percentage share showed increment 

(5 4.3% to 89%), ind icatin g that as people return home, they are highly engaged in trad ing 

than other j obs. It is also fo und that return migrants earn more now than before movement: 

no one is reported to ea rn above 10,000 Birr per month before move, however, the majori ty 

of returnees (67%) now earn above 10,000 Birr per month . The mea n monthly inco me was 

before move and now, respecti ve ly, are Birr 103 1 and Birr 34,589. 

Remittance send ing frequency and amount has been assessed in this study and 

acco rdingly over 6 1% of the smugg led mi grants regularly send money to the ir re lati ves at 

home. The ave rage amount of remitta nce sent by these migrants was found to be Birr 2,500 

but with a varied frequency frol11 every month to more than a yea r, and the majori ty of them 

send once in six month. The vast majori ty (87%) of return migrants re ported that the ir present 

living standard is muc h better than that before mov ing to RSA. A ll of the deported returnees 

fo und to say that thei r present li fe is worse tha n the prev ious one. 

The highest pro portion of returnees had built an asset now (87%) than before they left 

to South Africa (18%). Those which are noted to have no asset at a ll now are found to be 
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deported re turnees. Over e ighty-one percent of the return mi grants have recruited employees 

under th em. 

Return mi grants have showed li tt le or no improvemen t in their ed ucation status before 

move and now. The type of job they are doing there in RSA is not convenient to attend 

schools is c ited by most of them as the mai n reason followed by ha vin g no interest to 

education at all. 

Another main finding of the present study is that almost all of the sampled non­

mi grants prefer to go to South Afri ca than attending sc hool s at home land, and they be lieve 

that ed ucation is not their destiny, but mi gration RSA, as one of them noted this situation as 

" ... for us below God is only So uth Africa" . This had also effects on the quali ty of ed ucatio n 

in the study areas, where the two zones, especia lly Kembata-Tembaro zone, had the highest 

schoo l dropouts among the various zones and special woredas found in the SNN P region. 

Marital status and dependency burden are the other demographic variables that 

showed substantial changes among the return migrants before move and now. Among the 

return m igrants, the percentage of marri ed ones was only 33% before the ir move to RSA , 

however, now this figure has increased to 63%, implying that they get to marriage now than 

before the ir mi gration. Similarly, they became to be household heads now (58%) than before 

(33%). 

The highest propo rtion of the smuggled migrants sa id that the ir journeys were harsh 

with unexpected negative conseq uences. Thirty eight percent of them reported that they were 

beaten or phys ica lly robbed at least once and thirty percent of them spoke of death during the 

journey. Most of them (45%) noted that they did not reached RSA on time, and it usually 

takes weeks or even months/years to reach RSA. Those that re ported to reach on time are 

ma inly those that used ai r plane as their major transport. A substantia l percentage of 

smugg led migrants were transported inside a c losed conta iner, which are easy for official s to 

turn a blind eye; howeve r, it was much disastrous as reported by the maj ority of returnees. 

Sim ilar to the prob lems encountered du rin g journey, most smuggled migrants (87%) 

reported of robbery and theft by ga ngs in RSA. They have ex peri enced violations of human 

rights and also barred from using the full range of services available to c itizens and mi grants 

with regu lar status, during their stay in South Afri ca. 
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Irregular migration is often described as constituting a threat to state sovereignty and 

countri es follow a fundamental way to reasse rt full sovere ignty to stop it. The formation of an 

in de pendent gove rnment organ dea ling with irregu lar migration by Tanzani a is a good 

indicat ion of the politica l impact of the irregul ar movement of youth on countri es from 

southern Eth iop ia and of course from Somalia. 

To sum up, th e youth , not only in Ke mbata-Tembaro and Had iya areas, but also in 

other part of Ethiopia, are increasingly see ing the virtues (or otherwise) of the rest of the 

world as exposed to film/TV and the internet, in addition to recogni zing the earn ing potenti al 

in a culture of remittance that has deve loped in recent yea rs. With today's ease of 

communicati on and the infrequent returning migrants that aspi ring in the source communities 

at homeland , it is li ke ly that the dynamic of leav ing Ethi op ia to find work and opportu nity 

wi ll persist, what ever potenti al violence they many face through journey and/or in RSA. As 

it continues to offer good surv ival opportunities as we ll as the best hope to get out of Africa 

and to the West, RSA wi ll continue to attract thousands of Ethiopians. Smuggling these 

Eth iopians to RSA wi ll likewise continue as long as the demand is high. 

7.2 Policy Recommendations 

In dealing with irregu lar movement of people the major challenge for policy makers and 

nat ional governments is how to address the problem that from the points of view of the 

migrant, the smuggling network , famili es of migrants as we ll as the profi teering offi cials. 

Therefore, the fo llowing recommendations are forwarded as a policy options for government 

offi cials and other concerned bodies to minimize the problems smugg led migrants suffering 

as well as to max imize the adva ntages that could be obtained from it: 

I. There should be better data, both qualitati ve and quantitati ve on the number of people 

be ing smuggled , th ei r mot ivat ions, where they end up and how they are smugg led. 

Understand ing their vulnerabili ty and the sca le of the problem will ass ist in 

prevention as we ll as protection. 

2. The Ethiopian govern ment shoul d have lega l review to establi sh where harmony and 

disharm ony occur in relation to address ing the problem of smuggling and irregular 
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migrants. The Ethiopian government also should sign the United Nations Smuggling 

Protoco l, which will give a lega l base in dealing with irregul ar migration and the 

smuggling systems. 

3. A Significant proportion of the smuggled migrants do not return home, and hence 

there could be shortage of labo r in areas of departure since the majori ty of them are 

economica lly product ive adult men. The Eth io pian government, through its Embassy 

in RSA, should promote these migrants to return home with the money they had and 

to wo rk and invest. Special incenti ves should be given for these migrants, such as 

allowing them to get land free or with small fees. 

4. The econom ic advantage of those succeeded smuggled migrants IS hi gher in 

remittance sending and creating employment opportunities at homeland. Hence, the 

Ethiopian government should · have some legal foundation that supports form al 

transfer of Private Employmen t Agencies, just like that work in transferri ng Ethiopian 

women to the Middles East countries, which faci litate legal emigration of youth from 

Eth iopia to RSA. Having restrictive policies by themselves may not stop the 

smuggling business and th e problems the smuggled migrants are suffering, rather it 

further expands to have more irregul ar migration and smuggling. 

s. The vast maj ori ty of non-migrants as we ll as famili es support strongly the irregu lar 

migration of yo uth to RSA, and there is no doubt that the comi ng children will foll ow 

the same track. These non-m igrants also strongly assoc iate their dest iny with 

migration to RSA. It is also expected that such irregul ar movement of yo uth will 

expand to other surrounding areas. There should information campaigns to promote 

public awareness of the dangers of being smuggled, human ri ghts and who to contact 

if their personal sa fety is compromised, etc. different med ias such as radios, 

newspapers, schools and religious institutions. 

6. The problem under study is exclusively observed III the SNNP regIOn. Hence, the 

region's Bureau of Labor and Soc ial Affa irs, Pol ice Comm ission, Burea u of Youth 

and Sports all should have communication, cooperati on and informati on-sharing 

concerning the movement and monitoring of smuggling and the smuggled migrants. 

They shou ld also cooperate and share practi ces with the fede ral government ai med at 

harmoni zi ng the ir co llective governmenta l polic ies and laws in relation to smugglers 

and smuggled migrants. 
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7. Schoo l dropouts are fo und to be hi gh in the study areas, which is partly assoc iated 

with the irregular migration of youths to RSA. Both the regional and respecti ve zonal 

education departments shoul d wo rk hard as how to min imize schoo l dropouts. Unless 

otherwise, more stud ents will chose to terminate schoo li ng intended to migrate to 

South Africa. 

8. Poverty and unemployment together are c ited by substantial perce ntages (28.9%) of 

the smu ggled migrants as ma in ca use fo r mi gration and a ll efforts to reduce poverty 

and create emp loyment opportu nities to the youth shou ld be expected to have an 

impact on the fl ow of migrants seeking a new li fe in RSA and beyond . Both the loca l 

and regio na l/national gove rnm ent shou ld give emphas is fo r youth through poverty 

reduction and employment creation. The youth should be promoted to work and live 

in their homeland , such as prov iding them cred its, o rgani zing them in micro 

enterprises, etc. This will hel p in red uc ing the ro le of push factors. 

9. As a pull ing country, RSA should ex plore whether it can deve lop a policy of allowing 

quotas of migrants to lega lly enter RSA to work in some capac ity as a mechanism to 

contro l its borders and register its migrant inhabitants if the current fl ow of irregular 

migrants represents a genuine fi lling of employment vacancies unmet by loca l 

workers. This goes with recommendation 3 above, s ince it requires offic ial brokers' 

ot1i ce in RSA to fac ilitate the legal move between the two countries. 

10. Smuggled mi grants shou ld not be liab le to cri mi nal prosecution and they should not 

suffer vio latio ns and abuses of va ri ous kind . They should not be co nvicted and 

sentenced to im prisonment as common crimina ls. Irregul ar mi grants fi lling j ails 

creates an unbearable burden fo r host governments. T he Ethiopian governm ent should 

work hard with countries where these impri soned mi grants are there, to return in an 

orderly mann er with due regard fo r the sa fety and digni ty of the smu ggled to their 

home land. 
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Appendix I 

Questionnaire for Household Head 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire A (to be answered by Household HEAD) 

Hello! 

The main purpose of this questionna ire is to generate information on the socio-economic and 

demographic causes and conseq uences of the irregular migration of young adults from 

southern Ethiop ia, espec ially from Kembata-Temba ro and Hadiya as we ll as surrou nding 

areas, to the Republic of South Africa. The data and information gathered through this 

questionnai re is confidentia l and will onl y be used for research purpuse. You have the right to 

answer some of the questions or quite the interv iew at any time if you want. The in formation 

you give is vital fo r the realization of the research, and hence I appreciate your coo peration in 

advance. 

I. Questionnaire Num ber AOOO 
2. Household Address Zone: I Woreda: I Kebele: 

Gott: I Household Nu mber: 
3. Total Number of Adults Aged 15 and above in the Household . . . , . . . , , . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3. 1 Already Migrated Ad ults ". ,., . ...... , .... . . . 

3.2 Return Migrants ..... , ............... 

3.3 Non-Migrants . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . ..... . 

4. Outcome of the 0 Completed o Partially o Refused 
Questionnaire Co mpleted 

5. Name of Data Co llector 
6. Date of Collecti on 
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1. Household Record Form (for household members aged 15 to 54 years) 

5.' Name of HH Relation A,e Sex Marital Migration Et.hnici Religicn Place of Childhood Dun,tion Education If Employm If E:mp loyed 
Members to Head Status Status 'Y Residence of Sta t us li terate , .00 

ot the HH ( i n Continuo Highest Status 014 
"' relation 

lIt!aicrenc Grade 
to Regie Zone Woreda e in Completed Occupat Averag e 

migrat ion 
" fTown Cuteen!: i on Monthl y 

to RSA) Pl<1oce 
Oll Type Income 

001 002 003 0 0 ' OOS 00. 013 (in 
000 007 012 airr) 

010 
l~Single l " Hadiy l "'Agri . 
?"Cucren t , I-Protest. 2~Trade 

O- Head ly 2- Kernb. 3-Govt . 
I - Spouse I Married ] " Temb. 2- 0rthojo 4- Prvt. 
2" Son 3"Separat ~"Jl.mha . u S-Other .u 
3- Daughte " e " 5 .. Wolai 3-r.atholl ~. .- " o > , -. 4 ~Divorce " . " 

_ 0 

4- Rel<1tiv ., E d " " " 6" Oro:llo 4 " I~lam ~-
~ . . ~" • E ~ 
. ~ S-Widowed ... .... .. 7-Gurag 5 .. 1raditi " • E e -. 01:l,: ... • • " w 

S·Other N 6"'Cohabjt rl ~ 0' . " " ~ 
,; '" .... • • • e \., To 8 .. ::;ilti 6"0ther " 'N 
" 0 • ·rl • ::: ... t:: e - " o • 0 "' "Z 9-Tigre ., 
• • • lO"Othe • • .~ .. , ,.., - N , 

1. 
. 

2 . 

3 . 

4 . 

5 . 
. - 1--6. 

7 . 

8 . 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15 . 

16 . 

17. 

18. 
- -
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2. Additional Questions to the Household Head 

S.N. QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 
20 1 How many people continuously in thi s house? . . . . . . .. . ... . ..... ........ " .. " 

202 Do yo u get inform ation from va ri ous sources? nl. Yes 
02. No 

203 If your answer is YES for question 202, what Frequency of Use 
is yo ur in fo rmation source? I.Always 2. Sometimes 3. Never <> 

~ 

'" I. Radio 0 0 0 ~ Vl ~ 
0.<>.0 

2. Te lev ison n n [ ] 
. - U") . _ 

.::: c: Vl 

::l 0 "' 3. Te lephone n n n ~ 0. 0 
"' 0. 

4. Newspapers 0 0 0 " 0:: 
5. Others (specify) [ ] [ ] [ ] 

204 What is yo ur opinion on the irregu lar JL I. Support strongly 
migration of ad ults down to South A rrica? n 2.Support partially 

n 3.0ppose partially 
n 4.0ppose strongly 
o 5.Unknown 
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Appendix II: 

Questionnaire B: For Out Migrant Members of Household 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire B (For OUT MIGRANT household members to 

be answered by their families in the household) 

Hello! 

This questionnaire IS intended to generate information on the socio-economic and 

demographic causes and consequences of the irregular migration of young adu lts from 

so uthern Ethiopia, especially from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya as we ll as surrounding 

areas, to the Republic of South Africa. The data and informat ion gathered through this 

questionnaire is confident ial and will only be used for research purpose. You have the right to 

answer some of the questio ns or qu ite the interview at any time if you want. The information 

you gi ve is vital for the rea lization of the research, and hence I apprec iate your cooperation in 

advance. 

I. Questionnaire N umber BOOO 
2. Name of the Out Migrant 

2.1 Zone. ....... ...... . .... .... ... . . . .. 

2.2 Woreda/Town .... . ... ...... .. ...... 
3. Household Address 2.3 Kebele ................ . ... . .... " .. . 

2.4 Gott. . ". " .... '" ..... . .. ......... . 
2.5 Household N umber ...... " .. " ... 
II I.Ful ly Completed 

4. Outcome of the Questionna ire 1I2.Partially Completed 
II 3. Refused 

5. Name of Data Collector 
6. Date of Collection 
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1. Characteristics of the Out Migrant Household Member 

S.No. OUESTIONS CHOICES REMARKS 

10 1 Howald is this person before migration? 
102 Sex of the migrant L J l.Male 

L J 2.Female 
103 Where is the childhood residence of this migrant? . . . . . . .. . ................. . .. . .... . 

104 Is this chi ld hood residence of the migrant an urban or c=:J l.Urban 
rural area? r l 2. Rural 

l OS When thisperson did leave his/her homeland to RSA? .... ... ..... .. Ethiopian Calendar 
106 What was the edllcation status of this migrant before r l l.llliterate 

move? r l 2.Literate 
107 If he/she was I iterate befo re move, what was the 

highest education level he/she completed? . .. . ................ 
r-l I.Currentlv single 

108 What was the marital status of thi s migrant before ~ 2.Currentl y married 
move? n 3.Di vorcediW idowed 

r 1 4.Cohabited 
r l5.Unknown 

109 What is his/her birth order? .... . ... . . . . . . .. ...... 

110 What is the employment statlls of this migrant before ~ I.Unemployed 
his/her movement? r===i-2.Employed 

r J I. Agriculture 
III If the answer for Quest ion number I i 0 is 2 (if the r-l 2.Trading 

migrant is employed before move), what is his/her [ ] 3.Governmet work 
occupation type before move? c=:J 4.0ther private iobs 

c=:J 5.0ther (specify) . ....... .. 

112 If the answer for Question number 110 is 2, what was 
the average month lv income he/she earn before move? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ........ . .. 

11 3 Was this migrant a household head before hi s/her 
migration? c=:J l.Yes 

c=:J 2.No 
114 Did this person have asset; here before his/her move? -nl.Yes 

~ 2.No 

L-...J I .House 
~ --c:::::J 2.Fannland " " 115 If the answer fo r Question number 114 is YES, what c=:J 3.Automobiles 

- ~ -
0.".0 

:=? ~ 'Vi are the types of assets th is person had before move? c=:J 4.Li vestocks => 0 ~ 
:;: 0. 0 

c=:J 5.B usiness Houses ~ 0. 

" r 1 6.0thers (specify). 
~ 

. . , . . . . . 
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2. Causes of Migration 

S.No OUESTIONS CHOICES REMARK 

c::::J I .Unemloyment 
rr=="l2. Poverty 

E _ 
o c IL J 3.Better oPPol1un ities in RSA '" t! 

20 1 What was the main cause for thi s person to leave c::::J 4.Meet relati ves in RSA 1) 8. 
.::! != 

his/her homeland and migrate to South Africa? c::::J 5.No oooortuni ties here o .= .c_ 
u ~ 

Ir l 6. Drought & hazards :::E 
rr===l7.Family pressure - 0 

I r== 8. Peer oressure ~~ 
c 0 

I[ 9.Shortage of farmland ~ E 

Ie 10.Other (soecifv) .......... . . 
202 Did thi s person have enough information about RSA I" I.Ves 

before his/her movement? IC ] -2.Not as such 
Ir 3.Not at all 
Ir I .Friends at RSA • 

203 If the answer for Question 202 is I or 2, from where I" 2. Returnees from RSA j~l 
he/she got information about RSA? IL J 3.Family/community ,~~ 

::;! ~ f:! 
I[ ] 4.Massmedias • 

3. Travelling, Finance & Smuggling Situations 

S.NO QUESTIONS CHOICES REMARK 

II .Friend • 
301 Who fac ilitated the movement for thi s migrant? 1,,2.Smuggl er -E.~~ 

] -3.Family ~ 8. & 
::2 ~ e 

c::::J 4.0ther (specify) . ..... . . ...... . " 
302 Did thi s migrant had documents necessary for c::::J I . Ves he/she had 

travelling, such as legal passport & vali d visa? c::::J 2.LeQal passport but no valid visa 
1 3 .No legal passport & no valid visa 

303 If the answer for Question number 302 is 2 0 1' 3, did l'h - I.Ves, from smugglers 
he/she got forged of them from somewhere? 1 2.Ves, from other persons 

IL-J 3.Not at all 
:::J I.His/her own money 
~ 2.Hc/she borrowed/selling items 

e 
~:.!:! 

304 Who fin anced the movement of this person? rr==l3.Families from their own ~~~ 
, 0 • 

lil 4.Families by borrow/selling items ::2 ~ &. 
e 

1r==l 5.0ther (specify) .............. 
305 How much mOney did he/she paid for the smugglers? .... .......... ........ Ethiopian Birr 
306 What is the overall cost of the movement? ............... .. .... . Ethiopian Birr 

Main Transport Used 
..... .-
~ 

I. ear 2. Plane 3.Foot 4.Boat " 
307 What are the main routes/places taken and transport rr==l "F'l " r I 

.~ 
~ 

'" used by thi s migrant in travelling fro m hi s/her IF=! " r=l " " " homeland down to RSA? ] [ ] [ ] [ J ~~ 
x 0 

1r--'1 ~ II r I 1LQ 
" " I" " r I r I -5 " 

I r I r I c=J s 
1c::::J c::::J l J l J " > 

0 

c::::J c::::J c::::J c::::J 2: 
c::::J c::::J c::::J c::::J 
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4. Consequences & Associated Problems of the Migration 

S.No QUESTIONS CHOICES REMARK 

c=J I .By paying for border controllers ~~I\,O ~ 

401 How did helshe usuall y cross nationa l boundaries? l 2.By hiding from border controllers ~ &.:;; ~ 
:::I <II <II <II 

1i3. We cross wi th out any problem 
~ ~ '-' &. 

During the journey, did helshe got basic needs li ke " I. Yes, helshe got enough 
402 food & health facilities? ,,2.Not as such 

~3.Never 

Did he/she facelwitness physical, human or ] I. Yes, helshe has faced 
403 psychological violations during j ourney? "2.No, but helshe saw on others 

--.J 3.Never 
,,1 .Sex ual vio lence 

~ 
404 I f the answer fo r Question number 403 is I or 2, wh ich ,,2. Physical abuse • • • 

of the following violat ion he/she faced/saw? J 3.Human right vio lation ~ ~~ , 8. " 
J4.Robbery :; " 8. 

" L-1 5.Death 
J I.Yes, he/she is now in RSA 

405 Did helshe successfully reach South Africa? c=J 2.No, helshe is on the way 
c=J 3. Unknown 

406 I f the answer for Question number 405 is I, what is the 
overall time taken from homeland to reach RSA? .......... ,,, ..... . . . .. .. . 

407 If the answer for Question number 405 is I, was helshe J I.Yes, helshe reached on time 
reached RSA as hi slher expectation? l2.Somehow as expected 

] 3.No, vcr)' late from expected 
408 Did helshe facedlsaw problems li ke mentioned in ll. Yes, helshe has faced 

Question 404 in staying RSA? ~ 2. No, but he/she saw on others 
c=J3 . Never 

.J I.Sexual violence 

" 409 If the answer for Question 40H is I or 2, wh ich of the l 2.Physical abuse • • • 
fo llowing violation helshe faced /saw? .J 3.Human right violation ]- ~~ 

:::I 8. ~ 
c=J4.Robbery :; " ~ 

e 
1i5. Death 
----, I.Yes, helshe got immediately 

4 10 A fter being in RSA , did he/she got jobs as expected? J2.Yes, but not as expected 
l3 .No jobs found at all 
ll.Clothibeltlmattress trade 

411 If the answer for Question 410 is I or 2, what is hislher --l 2. Bi g trading businesses 
main occupation in South Africa? J 3.Govornemt empl oyee 

c=J 4.0ther (specify) ........ .. .. .. . 
41 2 I f employed in RSA now, what is his/her average Specify the 

monthly income? ............. Rand/Eth iopian Birr money type 

c=J I.Yes, sends regul arly 
413 Does helshe send money to relati ves at homeland? l2.Sends, but not regularly 

,,3.Never send money 
4 14 I ft he answer fo r Question 413 is I or 2, what is hislher ,,1.Monthly 

frequen cy of sending money? J 2.0nce in two month 
c=J 3.Between 3 to 6 month 
,,4.0nce in a year 

J 5.Morethan a year 
415 Ifhelshe sends money, what is the average money sent 

at one time? ............. RandiEthiopian Birr 
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Appendix III : 

Questionnaire C: for RETURN MIGRANTS of the Household 

Addis Ababa Univers ity 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire C (For RETURN MIGRANTS of the household) 

Hell o! 

This questionna ire is intended to ge nerate informatio n on the soc io-eco nomic and 

demographic causes and consequences of the irregular m igration of yo ung ad ults fro m 

southern Eth iopia, espec ially from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya as we ll as surrounding 

areas, to the Repub lic of South Africa. The data and information gathered through this 

questionnaire is confident ial and wi ll only be used for research purpose. You have the right to 

answer some of the questions or quite the interv iew at any time if you want. The information 

you give is vital for the rea li zation of the researc h, and hence I appreciate your coope ration in 

adva nce. 

l. Questionnaire N umber COOO 
2. Name of the Return Migrant 

2. 1 Zone .. .... . . . ... .. . ... ... ... . . ...... 

2.2 Wo reda/Town ........... . ........... 
3. Household Address 2.3 Kebe le . .. ..... . ... .. ........... . ... • 

2.4 Gott . .. . . ... . .. . . ... ... . . ..... ... . ... 
2.S Household Number. ....... . ... ... 
II l.Fu lly Completed 

4. Outcome of the Questionnaire r==i 2. Partiallv Completed 
II 3. Refused 

s. Name of Data Collector 
6. Date of Collecti on 

100 



1. Characteristics of the Return Migrant 

S.N QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

101 How old are you now? .. .. ... .......... . "years 
102 Sex of the migrant l ,J I.Mal e 

L ..J 2.Female 
103 What is your birth order? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
104 Where is your childhood residence? ...................... . ............ 

105 Is this childhood residence of the migrant an urban CJ i. Urban 
or rural area? r l2. Rural 

106 When did you leave your homeland to RSA? """" ....... Ethiopian Calendar 
BEFORE MOVE NOW 

107 What was your educat ion status before move and/or 1.1I1iterate r l 1. llIiterate 
now? L-J 2.Literate L-J 2. Literate 

108 If you are literate, what was/ is the highest education 
level comp leted before .neVor now? ....... .... ..... . . ... .... . . ..... 

r-- I .Currently single l.Currcntly single 

109 What was/is your marital status before move and/or r== 2.Currcmly married r== 2.Currently married 

now? ?== 3.DivorcedfWidowed ?== 3.DivorcedIW idowed 
4.Cohabitcd 4.Cohabited 

1 _5.Unk nown 5.Unknown 

110 What was/is your employment status befo !'e r===j LUnemployed 'I LUnemployed 
movement and/or now? II 2.Employed II 2.Employed 

I.Agriculture J I .Agriculture 
III If the answer for Question number 11 0 is 2 (if r- 2.Trad ing r- 2.Trading 

employed), what is your occupation type before ) .Governmel work ),Governmet work 

move and/or now? 4.0thcr rivate 'obs 4 .0 ther private 'obs 
5.0 ther 'specify) .. . 5.0 ther :speci fy) .. . 

112 I fthe answer for Question number 110 is 2, what 
was/is the average monthly income you earn before ........ .... ......... .... . ........... , ..... 
move and/or now? 

113 Are you a hOllsehold head before your move aneVor 1.Yes J LYes 
now? 2.No J 2.No 

114 Did you have assets here before your move and/or 1. Yes LYes 
now? 2.No 2.No 

I.House r----, I .House . 
c::=J2.Farmland t=:J 2.Farmland 

~ 

" " R:o 
115 If the answer for Question numbe!' 114 is YES, 113.Automobiles r----l 3.A utomobiles ~ · tii 

what are the types of assets you had before mo ve r- 4.Li vestocks - 4.Livestocks ~ 8. 
~ " 

and/or now? 5.Busi ness Houses 5.Business Houses 
=: :;:; , 

6.0thers (specify) 6. Others (specift) 
:;; 
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S.N 

20 1 

202 

203 

S.NO 

301 

302 

303 

304 

305 
306 

307 

2. Causes of Migration 

OUESTIONS CHOICES 
[=:J l. Unemloyment 
I r-J 2. Poverty 
IL J 3.Better ooool1unities in RSA 

Among the listed, what was the main cause for you to [=:J 4.Meet relatives in RSA 
leave your homeland and migrate to South Africa? [=:J S.No opportuniti es here 

l 6.Drought & hazards 
I r-l 7.Family pressure 
1,---, S.Peer pressure 

] 9.S hortage of farm land 
[=:J I O.Other (soecify) ............ 

Did you have enough infonnation about RSA before 1 r-l l.Yes 
his/her movement? I L-J 2.Not as such 

] 3.Not at all 
] I.Friends at RSA 

If the answer fo r Question 202 is I or 2, from where did 1 r-l 2.Returnees from RSA 
you got thi s information? 11-) 3.Family/community 

J 4.Massmedias 

3. Travelling, Finance & Smuggling Situations 

OUESTIONS CHOICES 
r .Friend 

Who facilitated your movement? ,------- .Smuggler 
L .Family 
[=:J.Other (specify) . ........ . .... . 

Did you had documents necessary for travelling, such H[""""'I:::.Y"e"s"I'-'h"a"'d_--,-__ --:c-:-:-_--1 
as legal passport & valid visa? [=:J.Lcgal passDort but no valid visa 

c-J.No legal passport & no valid visa 
If the answer for Question number 302 is 2 or 3, did 
you got forged of them from somewhere? 

Who financed your movement? 

How much money did you paid for the smugglers? 
What is the overall cost of your movement? 

What are the main routes/places taken and transport 
used in travell ing from your homeland down to 
RSA? 
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] l.Yes, from smugglers 
l 2.Yes, from other oersons 

IL-J 3.Not at all 
J I. With my own money 

C=:J 2.1 borrowed/selling items 

III 3 .My families from their own 
Irl4.Myfamiiies by borrow/selling items 
1,---, S.Other (specify) ............. . 

...... . . . . .......... .. Ethiooian Birr 

....... ...... . . . ...... Ethiooian Birr 

Main Transport Used 
I.Car 2.Plane 3.Foot 4.Boat 

Ir-l [J r===l r l 
lrL -'L r==i ,---, 
JlJ[] [] 

JlJ[] [] 

REMARK 

c _ 

o c 

'" tI 
O'J 8-
.~ E o ._ .c _ 

" :q 
~~ 
= 0 
~ -
'" 

;;; 
c 0 

~ E 

" -E. ~ .:§ 
:= 8. ~ , . ~ 
2 ~ ~ • 

REMARK 



4. Consequences & Associated Problems of the Movement 

S.N OUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

c=J I.By paying ror border controllers ~ \::!~~ 

40 1 How did you usually cross nationa l boundaries? rr===l2.By hiding rrom border controll ers :2&.a"~ 
::J '" ... '" 

1 11 3. We cross with out any problem 
::::E ~ OJ 8. 

During the journey, did yo u get basic needs like food r-l I . Yes, we get enough 
402 & health facilities? I f==l2.Not as such 

It=, 3.Never 
Did you face/witness physical, human or psychological I.Yes, I have faced 

403 violations during your journey? I r-l2.No, but I saw on others 
IL-J 3.Never 
1r-lI.Sexual violence 

404 I f the answer for Question number 403 is I or 2, which r-l2.Phys ical abuse 
e . . " 

of the following violation you faced/saw? ] 3.Hum an right violation E-~;§ 
.::: I: '" , 8. " 

4. Robbery :E " 8. 

L..J5.Death 
e 

I. Yes, I have reached 
405 Have you successfully reached South Afri ca? CJ 2.No, I spent several times in other count. 

I 3. I never reached, I wass deported 
406 If the answer for Question number 405 is I or 2, what 

is the overall time taken from homeland to reach RSA ? .. ... . ... .. . . . .... ........ . 

407 If the answer for Question number 405 is I, did you c=J I. Yes, I reached on time 
reached RSA as your expectation? rr===l2.Somehow as expected 

3.No, very late from expected 

408 Did you faced/saw problems li ke mentioned in I. Yes, I have faced 
Question 404 in staying RSA? r~ 2. No, but I saw on others 

13. Never 
I L-J I.Sexual violence 

409 If the answer for Question 408 is I or 2, which orthe 1r==l2.PllYsical abuse 
e " . . 

following violation did you faced/saw" -.l 3.Human right vio lation 
."§. ~ .:§ 

"3 8. ~ c=J 4.Robbery :E " ~ 
e 

1r-l5 .Death 
1r-lI.Yes, I have got immediately 

410 After being in RSA, have you got jobs as expected? 2.Yes, but not as expected 
3.No iobs found at all 
I.Cloth/belt/mattress trade 

411 If the answer for Question 410 is I or 2, what was your 2.Big trading businesses 
main occupation in South Africa? 3.Govornemt employee 

c=J 4.0thel:cspecifv) ........ . . . ... 
412 If employed in RSA now, what is you r average '" ~ monthly income? .. .. ......... Rand/Ethiopian Birr '[ -5 g ~ 

~ E-

I.Yes, I send regularl y 
413 Di d you send money to re lat ives at homeland when 1'--'2.1 send, but not regularly 

you are in South Africa? It=, 3.Never 
I.Monthlv 

4 14 I f the answer for Question 41 3 is I or 2, what was your 1,--, 2.0nce in two month 
frequency of sending money? 1 3. Bet ween 3 to 6 month 

I r-l4.0nce in a vear 
5.Morethan a year 

415 I f you send money, what was the a verage money you 
send to home at one time? ............... Rand/Ethiopian Birr 
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S.N OUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

416 Where did vou usuallv stav/live in South Africa? . . ... . ....... ...................... . . . 

418 When did you came back home? ......... .... . .. . . . .. Ethiopian Calendar 
419 What is the main reason for coming back home? I 1.1 want to work & li ve here 

~ 2.1 couldn't find opportunities as expected 

I 3. 1 was deported 
==]4 .1 want to meet my families 
---, 5.0ther. ........ . ....... . .......... 

J 1.lt is much better now than before 
420 How is yo ur li ving standard before move and now? J 2.Theres is no big difference 

1 3.lt is better before than now 
421 A fter coming home, do you have investments and ll.Yes I have 

business enterprises? '----J 2.No, I don't have 
422 I f you r answer for Question 421 is YES , what is the 

money vallie of your total assets now? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .......... 
423 I f your answer for Question 42 1 is YES, do you have ] I. Yes 

employees working under you? ==]2. No 
424 I f your answer for Question 423 is YES, how Illany 

employees are working under you? ................... ..... .. 
425 If yo ur answer for Question 42 1 is YES, do you work I 1.1 work alone, it mv own investment 

alone or in share-company for with others? 1 2.lt is of share-company form 
I---j 3.Both- alone and in share 

426 Do yo u adv ise your fr iends to go South Africa like you I....-J I.Yes, I stronglv advise 
did? F"l2.No, I advise no one to go there 

J I.Better ooportunit ies in RSA 
427 If your answer for question 426 is YES, why do you J 2.Tho movement is easy& comfortable 

~ 
u • u 

advi se people to go? ] 3. It is hard to work & live here ~~~ 
1 4. People give pride for diasporas 

:= &. ~ 
:; " ~ 

" I 5.0ther ... .... ................ . 
.~ I.No ODDol1unities tltere as expected u 

428 If your answer for question 426 is NO, why do you 2.The movement is very hard & risky -E.~;§ 
:2 [ B 

advise no one to go there? 3. It is poss ible to work & live here ' ~ ~ ~ e 
r---t 4. Other ......... . .............. • 

429 In your opinion, what should the society & the f-- I.Stop bv taking strict measures 
Eth iopian government do on the irregu lar mi gration of 2.Enco urage more youth to go there 
youth to Sout h Afr ica? 3. 1 don' t want to sav any th ing 

430 Do you have a planl interest to go back to RSA? I I.Yes, I have an interest to go 
P 2.No, I don't have an interest 

l3.Undecided/J don ' t know now 
431 If your answer for Question 430 is YES, when do you ll. This vear 

want to go back to RSA? h 2.Next year 
I 3.A fter several vears 
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Appendix IV: 

Questionnaire D : For Non-Migrants 

Addis Ababa University 

School of Graduate Studies 

Institute of Population Studies 

Questionnaire D (For NON-MIGRANT household members) 

Hello! 

This quest ionnai re IS intended to generate information on the socio-economic and 

demographi c causes and consequences of the irregular mi grati on of yo ung adults from 

southern Eth iopia, especially from Kembata-Tembaro and Hadiya and surrounding areas, to 

the Republic of South Africa. T he data and information gathered through this questionnai re is 

confidential and will only be used for research purpose. You have the right to answer some of 

the questions or qu ite the interview at any time if you want. The informat ion you give is vital 

for the rea lizati on of the research, and hence I appreciate your cooperation in advance. 

I. Questionnaire Number 0000 
2. Name of the Non-M igrant 

2. 1 Zone. . ... ... .... .. ...... .. ..... . . .. 

2.2 Woreda/Town ...... .... .. ........... 
3. Household Address 2.3 Kebele .. . ... ...... .. . .... . , ... ...... 

2.4 Gott .... . ...... . ........ ..... . ... ... 

2.5 Household Number. .... ... ...... . 
..lI. I.Fully Completed 

4. Outcome of the Questionnaire n 2. Partially Completed 
II 3. Refused 

5. Name of Data Collector 
6. Date of Collection 
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1. Characteristics of the Non-Migrant Household Member 

S.No. OUESTIONS CHOICES REMARKS 

10 1 Howald are vou? 
102 You Sex? L TI.Male 

l J 2.Fema le 
103 Where is vour childhood residence? .... .............. ... .. . . .. ..... . 
104 Is this your chi ldhood residence an urban or rural Cl l.Urban 

area? r l 2. Rural 
l OS What your educahon status? r l 1.llIiterate 

,----, 2.Literate 
106 If you are literate, what is the highest education level 

completed? ....... . ......... , ... 

r I I .Currently single 
107 What is your marital status? J----L 2.Currently married 

r==i 3.Divorced/Widowed 
[ ] 4.Cohabited 
,----, 5.Unknown 

108 What isyour birth order? ...................... 
109 What is your employment status? ,----, I . Unemployed 

,----, 2.Emploved 

L ~ I. Agriculture 
110 If the answer for Question number 109 is 2 (if the you ,----, 2.Trading 

are employed), what is your occupation type? [ ] 3 .Governmet work 
Cl 4.0ther private jobs 
Cl 5.0ther (specify) ....... .... 

III If the answer for Question number 109 is 2, what is 
your average month ly income? ........... . .. . ,. , .......... .. .. 

112 Are you a household head? °nl.Yes 
l J 2.No 

113 Do you have assets here? Cll.Yes 

r l2.No 
r l I.House .., 
~ 2.Farmland @ .., .., 

114 I f your answer for Question number I 13 is YES, what l J 3.Automobiles - ~-0...,.0 
.- V) .-

are type of assets you have? l J 4.Livestocks 
.=: t: VI 

" 0 ~ 
:;;: 0. 0 

Cl 5.Business Houses ~ 0. .., 
Cl6.0thers (specify) . ... 

~ 

.. . .. 
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2. Reasons for Not Moving and Intention to Move of Non-Migrants 

S.N QUESTIONS CHOICES REM. 

201 What is the reason behind for you to not to go South 
Africa and remain at homeland? J.Yes 2.No 

I.Money shortage [ ] l \'J 
~ 

" 2.Fam ily do not allow/burden L-..J L-J O ..!! 
0..0 

3.Lack ofcnough information about the move [ J J ~ .-" ~ 
4.The journey is hard & risky r l ] 

~ :g 
..!! 0. 

5.1 am in School L-J II 
0." 

~ 

6.1 have no interest to go RSA at all '" L J J => 
2 7. Other. .. ........................... L J J 

202 What is your intention to go South Africa? IiI.Very high 
~2.High 

L J 3.1 don't need as such 
c=J 4.Low 

r l 5.1 don't have any interest 
203 If your answer for Question 202 is I or 2, when do you L-J I.Thi s year 

want to go South Africa? c=J 2.Nexy year 
[ ] 3.Within the coming 5 years 

; ~ 4.Wilhin the coming 10 years 
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Appendix V: 

Unstructured Inte rv iew Questi ons and FGD Guide 

A. Interview Questions for Return Migrants 

Date of inte rview: Age: 

Intervi ewed by: Sex 

Locat ion: Date of mi gration: 

Name (optional): 

I. Is mi gration from your homeland a common occurrence? 

2. Was there pressure to migrate and/or send remi ttances? 

3. Was RSA your intended destination? Or a tran sit to e lsewhere? 

4. Why d id you choose RSA ? 

5. Were jobs or services promised to yo u by the fac ilitator or not? 

6. Did the fac ilitator or another agent agree to arrange necessary travel documents? 

7. What are the actua l routes taken from homeland to reach RSA? 

8. I-I ow long you r journey did took to reach RSA ? 

9. Ex plain the borders crossed and how thi s was ac hi eved. 

10. Exp lain who else was travelli ng in the group. [number, sex, age, destinati on, 

nationality, etc.] 

II . Did you trave l always together or we re you separate at times? Who led the grou p? 

12. Were you required to make additiona l payments during the course of the journey? 

13. Did you arr ive at your destinati on in the manner expected? 

14. Were you given complete freedo m or were you handed over to another party or in 

some other controlled by the fac ilitator or another party after arrival? 

15 . Do you think that a ll sm ugg led migrants want to return back home? Or they never 

wa nt to return? 

16. Any other comments or informati on? 

B. Interview Question for Non-Migrants 

Date of interview: Name (optional): I 
Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 

I. What is yo u opinion towards the irregu lar migration of ad ults to RSA ? 

2. Do yo u think that such migration is adva ntageous? Exp lain. 

3. Do you prefer to study, work and live here or migrate to RSA? Why? 

4. What shou ld the soc iety and the Ethi opian government do concerning the irregular 

movement of youth from your area down to RSA? 

.. , 
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C. Interview Questions for FamilieslHouseholds 

Date of interview: Name (optiona l): 

Interv iewed by: Age: 

Locati on: Sex: 

I . What is yo ur opi nion towa rd s the irregular migrati on of youth s to RSA ? 

2. Do you think that this migrati on advantageous to you? Ex plain . 

3. Are there problems associated with th is migratio n? Ex pla in. 

4. What should the soc iety and the Eth iopian government do concerning thi s mi gration? 

5. Any other co mment or information? 

D. Interview Questions for Smugglers 

Date of interview: Marital Status: 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 

Education: Name (optional): 

I . What is your opinion about the irregular move ment of yo uth from Eth iopia to RSA? 

Do you think that it is beneficia l? 

2. Exp lain the general smuggling acti vities from Ethiop ia to RSA , including information 

about the means, tran sportati on and final exp lo itation of ill ega l migrants in RSA. 

3. How you get in touch/connect with the migra nts? 

4. How you operate the smugg lin g network? Any problems encountered in your 

smuggling process? 

5. What is your specific role in the smuggl ing activity? Chief smugg ler o r an agent? 

6. How many smuggled m igrant do you transfer? Per week? Per month(s)? 

7. Any other info rmation o r comment? 

E. Interview Questions for Police Officials 

Date of interview: Marital Status: 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 

Education: Name (optional): 

I . What is yo ur op inion o n the irregu lar migra tion of ad ults from the southern parts of 

Eth iopia down to RSA? 

2. Do you have any thing done to stop/control the situat ion? If yes, explain . 
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3. What are the main problems you faced in contro lling the smuggling activities? 

4. Do you work, in contro lling smuggling, in cooperation with neighbor countries police 

officia ls, border controllers as well as SNNP region police departments? If yes, 

explain . 

5. What is your plan for the future on the smuggling process? 

6. Any co mments or info rmation? 

F. Interview Questions for Government Officials (both local and national) 

Date of interv iew: Marital Status: 

Interviewed by: Age: 

Location: Sex: 
. 

Education: Name (optional): 

I. How much do you know about the irregu lar 111 igration of youth from southern 

Ethiop ia down to RSA? 

2. What is your opi nion, as a government offic ial responsibl e for the social well being of 

the people, towards such mi gration? How do you look the smuggling activities? 

3. Do you think that such mi gration is benefic ial? If yes, how? 

4. Have you done something on the issue at hand? If yes, explain . 

5. What should be done in the future? Do you have any plans to deal on such mi gration? 

6. Any comments or in fo rmation? 

G. FGD Guides 

Date of Discuss ion: Age range: 

Mediator: Sex ratio: 

Location: Education Status (range) 

Number of Discussants: Employment Status (ra'!ge) 

I. What is the intensity of the irregular migration from southern Ethi opia down to RSA? 

2. Any advantages and/or disadvantages of this migration? 

3. Shou ld th e society and the government stop migration down to RSA by taking serious 

measures or not? 

4. Should famili es promote or not their chi ldren to mi grate to RSA? 

5. Is it possible to stop/contro l the irregular movement of youths to RSA? How? 

6. Views on the smuggling activities ... 

7. Comments on the over mi gration and smuggling process. 
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