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Abstract

This paper focusses on rural-rural migration in six selected communi-
ties of Oyo State. The identification of migration streams, the sequences
and composition of migrahts, their farming activities, and the relation-
ship between the migrants and the landowners are analysed. The
analysis confirms Ravenstein's hypothesis that most migrations occur
over short distances and that economic considerations constitute the
single most irnportant reason why people migrate. The study of the
migration paths indicated that less than half of our respondents were at
the zero stage of migration. Correlation analysis showed significant
positive assooiation between the ages ofthe migrants and their duration
of stay in the survey area.

The study showed that the flow of population from one rural area to
another was beset by a number of problems such as the insecurity of
tenure ofthe migrants and the relation between the landowners and the
migrant farmers. The paper advocates the formulation and implementa-
tion of policies, such as the Land Use Decree, which could ensure that
rnigrants have security of tenure and are provided with necessary
financial and technical support which will enable them to cultivate larger
holders and adopt modern practices.

Introduction

Even though there is an ever-growing literature on internal migration
i" Nfitiu i& of the studies (6lusanva, 1976, Agboola, 1976, Beqy'
Tgiq-,'iii Uao, t975) have focussed bn. rural-rural migration. Until
.I""ritfl, *ori of tt 

" 
itudiet have centred on rural-urban migration and

itr i*p1it"lionr lor development. The need for rural planning in the

"or"i& "uff 
s for more empfiasis on the study of the rural-rural migrants.

iit;;;i;6;i*r uiro.o.ring attention on this neglected aspect of intern'al

;i;;il i, i.iigoiu. In.-this paper,.the identification of migration
ii.Eu*., the seiuences and composition of migrants, their farming
;;1i;iii;;, as well as, ihe relationshii between the migrants and the land-

owners are analysed.- 
ifr"-Autu ur"a io this study were collected during a s_urvey that was

"u..i"a 
out beiween iotv und Septembel, 1975 in six villages in Ibadan

Oiii.i"t oi Ovo State. The villagei included.Akinyele,-Alabata, Erunmu,

O;Ja;:i, Aji" ,"a CU"aun. TYhe rationale behind the choice of these

"iifrg"r 
i" tfrut tt 

"y 
rlpiesent the majot agr:c-ultural producing are,as of

ifr"$[t.i"t. A,lthoughihe total populitionbf the migrants in the villages

i"f""t"a *as unknoin yet the iniormation provided !y t!" DiVisional

Acri;[";;aOm."r *ur u"ry hetpful in the selection of both our sample-

of"respondents as well as the"villages of study. .In all, a random sample of

"r" ['r"ai"a u"a eight migrantJwere interviewed in the six villages.

i;;';;;ili;;p-;i i5?"m Akinvele village, 20 from Alabata' 28

lm



from Erunmu, 20 from Oyedejii 10 from Ajia and 15 from Gbedun
village. The selection of the sample was limited to migrants who were
non-indigenes of the former Western State of Nigeria. This was done
principlally in order tofocus attention on inter-state rural-rural migration
in the area of study*

il. Theoretical issues

Some of the major theoretical issues which hbd engaged the attention
of many students of migration centre on the patterns, streams and
motives for migrating. The role of distance and intervening opportuni-
ties have received considerable attention in the literature on migration.
Ravenstein (1885) in his "Laws of Migration" postulates that most
migrations occur over a short distance and that migrants enumerated in
a given centre of absorption will grow less as the distance from the centre
increases. He also comments that each main carrent of migration
produces a compensating counter-current.

- fh" generalisation made by Ravenstein has been confirmed by empiri-
cal work that were carried out in many parts of the world. Piominent
among these are the work of Zipf (1946) and Stouffer (1940). Zipf has
tried to explain urban-urban migration by the principle of ieast irort.
According t9 him, the number of migrants from one city to another is
a function of the distance separating the cities, since the 

-erort 
required

to cover greater distancis would inclease *ittr itr oiitan"e.- rris torinura,
which took into consideration the'population of both the source region
and the destination of the migtants, has been tested in a numbei of
studies and it upholds the law of Ravenstein.

Stouffer's contribution featured the cancept of intervening opportuni-
ties. He was of the opinion that physical distance was not in itserf an
important factor as compared with the number of opportunities available
to the migrants. According to him, the number of migrants going a given
distance is directly proportional to the number of opportunitiel at that
distance and inversely profortional to the' number of intervening
opportunities.

As for.the motivation for migration, the "push" and "pull" model has
been formulated and elaborated upon of-ril types of movements.
According to Lee (1969), the reason for migration can be analysed in
terms of some factors that "push" or "pull" a potential migrant. The
"push" factor stresses the deteriorating locio-ecbnomic cond-itions in an
area which force peop[e to move out of the place. The "pull" factor on the
other hand emphasizes the attraction offered by the opportunities and
prosperity in a place. Levy and Wadyck (1974)-rceard-frigration as an
investment decision. The postulate that the probibility tfr'at an indivi-
dual will migrate from a specific origin to a specific destination is a
function of characteristics which refleit the aveiage costs and benefiti
of the origin and destination regions and the distance between them.

t TIB fEU il*bt of tfus saud! u6 condrctsd belote the loner Weslen Saate w slu into thrae slates
ofOyo, Oguac$Otfu.
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Expressed in more practical terms, this theory emphasizes that the
individual will only move if the expected benefits of migration exceed the
cost of moving. Some of the empirical work which had been carried out
on the subject indicate that the cost of moving includes transportation
costs, costs of job search, the income the migrant could have earned
if he did not niove, opportunities at alternative destination and psychic
costs like reluctance to leave familiar surroundings.

The above brief exploration into the theoretical basis gives us some
insight into the motivations for and the uature of migration. It also
provides a framework for the analysis of our data. In the section that
follows the patter of migration in our survey area is analysed.

III. Analysis of results

Migration stream

The identification of migration streams to the area of study ts
attempted on state basis. Table 1 shows the distribution of migrants
by state of origin. Over 43 percent of the migrants originated ftom
Bendel State, 18.5 percent came from Kwara State, 12.0' percent
came from Anambra State, while 10.2 percent originated from Imo
State.

One striking observation that could bemade from the analysis relates
to the relationship between distance and the level of migration. From
the table, our analysis confirms Ravensteih's hypothesis that most
migrationS occur ovei short distances. Sixty two percent of the migrants
that were interviewed in the course of this study originated from Bendel
and Kwara States. Of the seven Statesfrom whl*r migrants carne, these

TABLE I:,STATES OF ORIGIN OF MIGRANT
FARMERS IN SIX SELECTED VILI.AGES OF
IBADAN DISTRICT

Numberof Percentage
migrants of total

Bendel
Kwara
Cross River
Imo
Anambra
Kano
Kaduna

100.0

Source: Field Suney

47
20

t2
ll
t5
3

43.5
18.5

I l.l
r0.'2
12.0
2.8
1.9

108

r62



two sta*es are the nearest to the area of study and they also shared
commod borders with the forrner Western State. It is also important to
note the decline in the proportion of migrants with increasing distance
from destinations. Thus migrantg from both Kano and Kaduna States
accounted for less than 5 per cent of the total migants.

Motivation for migration

According to Ravenstein (1885), the desire inherent in most men tonbettet" themdelves in material respects constitutes the most import-
ant reason why people migrate. Our study confirms the fact that
economic considerations constitute the single most important reason
why people migrate. About 66 percent of lhe 108 migrints that were
interviewed in the course of this''study migrated for reasons which can
be considered to be economic. Of these, 42.6 percent left home
purposely in search of farm land which they coutd put to both
cash crop and food crop production while ?3.2 per cent rnigrated because
of the desire to obtain capital for trade (see Table tr). Other reasons
why people migrate include sociological and psychological factors.
About 4 percent of our respondents lett home in ordet to rneet towhs-
men While 3;7 qercent migrated in order to avoid enemies.

Migration sequenoe and duration of stay

A stuoy of the migration paths o-f the reslrcadents will give an idea
of the stages of their migration as well as the number of destinations in
which they have settled before their arrival at the area of study'
{gs61ding to Table III,.38.9 percent of &e migrapt farmers came directly
to the piace of interview and hnve lived inao other place since. Almost
51 perient had been to one dpstination apart frorn fhe one in which they
weie interviewed while 0.9 to 9.3 percent hadteen to two to three other
destinations previously. The fact that over 50 petcent of the migrants
have been to one of mofe places oJher than the place in which they were
interviewed is an indication of the qualif of intervening opportunities
in the various destinations. usually, a migrant will continue to move
until he reachesthe destination which presents tfug maximum opportuni-
ties. When such a location is reached the migrant tends to be mote
settled.

The analysis of our data indicates that Alabata Y. illage had the highest
proportionbf migrants who were in the zero- stage of-migration (60!,er
ieni;.* This was followed by Akinyele vrllase (52.7 gercgnt). The
proportion of migrants who were at the zero stlge- of -migation in-Er,in-u, 

Oyedeji, Ajia and Gbedun wete 39.3, 35-0, 10.0 -and 26.7
per cent-respectively. The only migant who was at the third stage of
migration was recorded in Gbedun village.

An analysis of the duration of stay of the migrants shows that over
54 percent ofthem had stayed in the villages of study for betrveen 6 to 15
years while 2.7 gtercent had stayed for more than 20 years in the survey

.,,-lhe zero stage of migntid re@s that thc village oJ stutly is tle ?eslotdeat's ffst stoo altn kavkg

hom. The first.stage oJ migeion mecB that belore comhw 
11 

ttu oitlbge 
"f ::y::'!: :::!y:: Y

Tffi"::;i;;l;';;,7n-7,iii", thus the tirage of stady is.the wotdiomin after tcaving home. For

*i irtoik oo oages of migratim see Atlcloiull971l'
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TABI.E 4: DURATION OF STAY OF A SAMPLE OF MIGRANT FARMERS IN IBADAN DISTRICT

Period ofStay Alinyele Alabata
N=15 N=20

Percentagc of Relrndents

Erumu Oyedeji. Ajia
N=28 N=20 N=10

Gbedun Allvillages
N=15. N=r08

Iwa bomhere

,l -5 yeas
6-l0yem
ll-15 yaE
16-20ym
Over 20 yem

30.0 110.0

60.0 46.6
r0.0 6.7
- 6.7

13.3 10.0
4{1.0 410.0

46.7 35.0
: 5.0
- 5.0
- 5.0

to.7
3s.7
46-4

7.2

5.u
15.0

65.0
5.0

5.0
5.0

7.4
35.3
49.1

5.6

1.9

Sourca.'Field Suwey

Comelatioa analysis was applied to test the relationship between the
length of pedod of stay and the ages of the respondents. The coefficients'
of determination was calculated to be 0.4526 and it was found to be signi-
ficaat at 1 percent sigaificaat level (see Table V). The result of the
analysis in&cates that there is significant positive association between
the ages of the migrants and the leneth of period of stay in the study
area.

This result can be explained by two main factors. Firstly, after a
certain age, especially late twenties or eady thirties, the rate of move-
ment of a migrailt peaks. In other words, the migrant becomes less
willing to move about. (Adepoju, 1975, Essang and Mabawonku,
1974t. Secondly,.the longer a stranger stays in a cornmunity, the other
things being equal, the more he gets used to that community and the
.greater the chances of his developing the williagness to stay in that
community especially if his demand for profrtable opportunities are
satisfied.

TABLE.5: @RRELATION MATRIXOF SOMEVARIABII OF

A SAMPIJOF MTGRANTFARMERSIN IBADAN DISIRICT

Age
Iagthof

stay Fmsrzc

Age

Length of
stay

Fmsize

Irrcme

1.0(n0
(.00r)

'0.4526

(.0or)
o.2192
(-006)
0.2104
(.002)

l.(xno
(.001)
0.1891
(.025)
o.4249
(.00r)

1.0000
(.00r)
0.1704 1.fin0
(.03e) (.001)

Fjgwes in
aelficietts-

bruhers indicate the letel oJ sigifuarce o! the

t{E



Farming activities of the migrants

Farming is the major occupation of the migrants that were intetviewed
inifr" "oui* 

of this-study. Probably due to the risks and uncertainties
;I i;;irr, all of them aiso enga-ged in some other supportiv-e occupa-

il;;iii."htt; r;4ils, handiclafl, tailoring and carpentrv' some food

and cash 
^crops were-raised by the migrants. The cash crops were

-r-rl "o"ou 
and kolanut. Onihe average, 1"8 and 0.4 acres of cocoa

,nd:'ibrrnut were raised respectively during the 1974 production year.

The food crops that were produced by the migrants included yam, maize,

"usiuuu, "ociya*, 
beans, plantain, orange and vegetatles. The average

acreage per respondeni that was devoted to food crop production

il;ffi4",ii" 1.2 icres in1974. Some poultrv, sheep, goats and pigs-were

,ii" r"ii6a Uy the respondents. One important observation on the farm-
i.g *ti"iti"". of the migrants relates- to their specialization in the
p.iau.iio, of different foo-d crops.- For ilstance, it was noted that most
;i th" migrants from Anambri, Imo, Cross River and Bendel States

rp""i"fii"l, ine proauction of yam,_cassar/a and cocoyam while most of
tfi;" i.-"* Kwaia, Kpno and Kaduna States engaged mainiy in the
pioau"tio" of maize and beans. This pattern reflects the predominant
iood crops in the migrants' various states of origin'

The income geneiated from the sale of cash crops, amounted, on the
*"rrg" to XjtS fo cocoa and l{150 for kolanut per respondent in.1974.
i"61"-Vf .ontains information on the average income realised on food
Irsps Uf the migrant farmers during the 1914 production_season. The
trig-nestincome was realised from maize (N17.2 per respondent) followed
by-til (N13.9 per respondent).. The least income was realised from
."."vr* iXO.1 pEr respondent). An average income of N3.9 w-as realised
fr;* th; iale oilivestock during the product_ion season under discussion'

T.\ tlLF. 6:,\\'ERlGE lNCONt E RE.\I-ISED F RO\l
FOOI) CROPS B\' ,.\ SA\IPLEOF NII(;R,\NTS I\
IRADAN DISTRICT IN I97{

Tr 1x' of Crop

.-\r eraEt' Itrconrt per

Respondenl( f, )

Yam
\l aize

Cashara
Curl am
Reans

Plarrtain
()rangcs

\i'getahlt's

t 3.9
t7.2
3.9
0.1

3.{
1.6
2.2

S,rxrcer Field Surve\
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The main items of expenditure of the migrant farmers are labour costs,
cost offertilizer, livestock feeds and tree replanting. \n 1974, an average
of 1i28.2 per respondent was recorded for these 'expenditure items.
Of these, labour charges accounted for about 20 per cent of the total
expenditure.

Correlation analysis was applied to test the relationship between the
gross farm income of the respondents and (a) the size of the farm that
they operate and (b) their length of'stay in the study area. The correla-
tion coefficient between income and farm size was found to be 0.1704
while the one between income and length of stay was calculated to be
A.4249. Whereas the former coefficient was found not to be significant
at l0 percent level, the latter, on the other hand, was found to be signifi-
cant at I percent signit-icant point.

'l'he above analysis shows that there is positive association betu,een
gross farm income and (a) the size of the farm and (b) the length of
stayof the migrants in the study area. These results are consistent with
apriori expectation in the sense that one rvould expect a farmer that
operates efficiently a large farm to realise higher income compared to his
colleague that operates a relatively smaller farm. The farmer with a
larger farm has a greater chance of enterprise combination than another
with a reiatively smaller farm.

Also, one would expect that the longer the length of stay of a'migrant
in a community, the more he becomes known within that community.
Other things being equal the greater the chances of his acquiring produc-
tive resources, especially farmland and hence the greater the oossibility
of his generating more income from farming.

The hypothesis whether the longer the migrant stays in a community
the greater the chances of his acquiring more farmland was tested by
correlating the size offarm operated by the respondents and the duration
of their stay in the study area. . The coefficient was calculated to be
0.1891 and it was found to be significant at 25 percent significance level.
The conclusion that can be drawn from this analysis is that even though
the coefficient was found not to be highly significant, nonetheless, its
positive sign is consistent with apriori expectations.

Landlord'migrant relationshiP-

The relationship between the migrants and the landowners in our area
ofstudy was, to a large extent, influenced by the type oftenure arrange-
ments entered into by the two parties. In the course of our investigation
two major types of tenure arrangement were found to be common
among the respondents. These were land acquisition through lease
from landowning families aird share cropping. Over 69 percent of the
respondents were found to have farmland leased to them and rvere pay-
ing'rent either in cash or kind or both while about 3l percent entered
into sharecropping arrangements.

The sharecropping arrangements were in most cases unfavourable to
the migrants especially with regards to the sharing of the farm proceeds.
About 9 percent of our respondents were required to give one-third of
farm proceeds to their landlords, tr2 percent were expected to give out
half of such proceeds while 80 percent reported that they were required

I(r,



to give out two thirds of trre harvest to their landlords. About 33 percent
of the 108 migrants claimed that they -"ae r--aii;;fi;angementswith their landlords.,.of these, 37 peicent reported that they werelimited to the cuttivation of food 

"iop, on th; Ia;a i-tii tr,"v *"r"allocated. Sixty three percent ci"i*"-O tt 
"f ,tfrg;;;*in no wayrestricted as regards the type of crop they could .uii". o; ih" termina_tion of the -tenancy agreement, 2.g percent of those that had formaltenancv claimed that the-arrangement could be ter;in;i;dli u"v pu.tof the terms rvas violated without the landlord,;-;;i;;-;;;roval while

5. 6 percent cl ai me d that they *"." .p""ifi 
"ullvJo-ru'ia 

J"r*ir"om, erectin g
a_ny building on the land. About g per^cent of tde migranis explained thatthev stood a risk of losing their renuresmp if the i;-fi;ii";;i;d to themw'as not properly managed_._However, all of them ctaimea itrai tt 

"v 
.ioodgood chances of having additional land from thef i;;al;r;Jir'tne exist-ing. holdin-g-s were properly managed.

}b-ou-t 30 percent.of the migrants claimed that they were reQuired tosell their produce directly to their landtordi *hil;-td ;";;; reportedthat thev-were not obliged to sell to arrv specifi- peis5n.-rriort of themigrant fa,rmers (65 peicent) claimed that under ni, 
"ir"rr"ii"nce mustthev transfer the use of farmrand ailocated to th;;io-;;;;;;;" exceptthe landlord.

As regards the adjustment in rent or ,,Ishakole,,, 12 percent of therespondents claimed that the re_ntthey paia varied-r6uror'urrv ,rith vielawhile .about 2 percent reported that 
-except 

in 
"us"i 

oi-;;;";" loss incrop vield like drought, thev were req_uired io trrnln un;";;;;; of r0-15tubers of vam per crop season. Some of tht ;ic;ai)B percent)reported that their terrancy agreements contained piouirion, whichrequired them to clear the farmi of their landlords 
"tiir"'il"iir"ing oieach crop season.

VI. Summary and conclusion

. This paper has been concerned with the study of rural-rural migrationin six villages of Ibadal District in ovo stati. " pu"tftururltt"nti6n r,uibeen paid to the identification of migiation streams, th;-;;ii"ation formigration, the migration sequence, tfie farmint u"tiuiti"r or tt 
" 

*ig.u"ii
and the relationship between the migrants ind the landowners. Theanalysis confirms Ravestein,s hypotfiesis th;t fist.;i;;;tir";' 

"";;;over short distances and that eionomic consideratio"i--"or"iitute thesingle most important rea_son _whv people migrate. rtr" ,i"av oi a[;migration paths indicate that lesj than tratf df ou, .iip*a.flts wereut th." zero stage of migration. Further analysis i"dic?iitgoiti"u"i
positive association between the ages of the migtants u"a tn"i,?r.-utior,
of gtfy in the survey area. It was discovered th;t farm-ing ;;;ih#;j;
activitv o{ 1hg migrants. The main cash crops that thefpioduced were
cocoa and kola, while yam, maize, cassava, cocoyam, 

-b"ans, 
plantain,

oranges_and vegetables were the main food cropi raised. ti ituov oithe landlord-migrant.relationship indicates tt af ieasetriO -a i,rr"rr":
c.ropping were the main types of tenure arrangements amonl fr-" ,"rporr-dents and that in most cases the sharecrJppi"g arrange-ment, *"reunfavourable to the migrants especiafly with iegirai 6-?h;';iling oifarm proceeds.

IG



.This study has indicated that the flow of population from one rural
area to another is beset by a number of problemi. one of these centres
on the insecurity of tenure of the migranls and the relation between the
landowners and the migrant farmers. our analysis has shown that,in most cases. the tenure arrangements were 

-unfavourable 
to the

migrants.
In.spite of these sh-ortcomings, however, rural-rural migration has a

number of positive effects on the stimulation of economic development.
The supply of labour particularly, in areas which are noted for incr^easing
shortage of rural labour is a case in point. Also, the landlords realisE
considerable income from the rents paid by the migrants.

The resourcefulness and energy of migrants areionsiderable and must
be utilised to increase agricultural production. This could be done by
formulating policies such as the recently promulgated Land [rse Decree-,
which could ensure that migrants hive security of tenuie and areprovided w'ith necessary financial and technicai support which will
enable them to cultivate larger holdings and adopt moa6.ir-pru"ii""..
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