SIZE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF PRIMARY MIGRANTS
IN EGYPT BEFORE AND AFTER THE MIGRATION PROCESS

*
DR,FAWZI GOMAH TORKI

I.Introduction:

Internal migration 1s one of the basic components of pop-
ulation growth of certain arcas within a country. It affects
population redistribution and hence the socio-economic and
demographic composition of the population i1in particular areas

and the extent to which they experience certaln social and

economic problems.

Therefore, 1t 1s true as Claeson and Egero (1973, p. 56)
stated that "Knowledge about the movement of the population
1s fundamental for the understanding of social change, eco-
nomic development and political organization. It is an impor-
tant element i1n the history of a nation and an essential com-

ponent 1n the planning for its future".

It is well known also and documented in the literature
that migrants are a selective group of persons and not a ran-
dom sample from the total population of a country with respect
to certain characteristics such as age, sex, education, marital
status, etc. (See for example, Shaw, 1975; Simmons et al. 1977;
Adepoiju, 1979).

Such selectivity may or may not put the migrants 1in a
better compefitive position than the non-migrants 1in the urban
labour market or than themselves at the place of origin, 1.e.,
before migration. So, it seems of vital importance to study
the characteristics of migrants as contrasted with those or:

non-migrants and/or the general population.

P e v A o P LTS R

* Central Agency for public Mchilization and Statistics,Cairo,
Egypt.

- e B A St . . . T T i SESs P S - B P B S 1t R e | e, N i A T Pt e L N By i It et et i | SRR - g A e s



-34-

Hence, this paper attempts to examine the size and char-
acteristics of primary migrants in Egypt. It discusses these
characteristics (social, economic and demographic) both before
and after the migration process and according to basic streams
of migration, i.e., urban to urban; rural to urban; urban to
rural and rural to rural, using the most recent available

data i1n this respect.

II. DATA USED IN THE STUDY:

The primary source of data to be used in this study is
the Internal Migration Differentiation Sample Survey in Egypt
(1in brief EMS) conducted by the Central Agency for Publié
Mobilisation and Statistics (CAPMAS) for the first time in
1979. This survey is based on a large sample which covered
all governorates of Egypt except Red Sea, Matrouh and Sinia.
It aims at providing detailed and accurate information on the
soclio-economic and demographic characteristics of the migrants
before and after the migration process (at origin and destina-
tion): factors affecting the decision to migrate, and the en-
vironmental conditions surrounding the migrants at their places
of origin (CAPMAS, 1979; UN, 1982).

The sample size was about 58,000 households which has

been distributed proportionately between urban and rural
. areas using the number of households in each of them as

reported in the 1976 census. It covered about 27,000 house-
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holds in urban areas and 31,000 i1n rural areas. A single
stage systematic sample was adopted 1n rural areas and thus,
30 villages were selected. As for urban areas, 1t was decided
to stratify them into two strata and thus, 95 enumeration
areas were selected systematically in the Capitéls of govern-
orates, constituting the first stratum and, 32 enumeration
areas were also selected systematically in the Capitals of
Markazes, constituting the second stratum (CAPMAS, 1979, p.
2) .

Therefore, the sample is statistically representative for
both migrants to urban arcas and to rural arcas but not so at
the governorate level. This is why our analysis in the present
study is carried out at both rural and urban levels of Egypt
and not at the level of the governorate.

A complete enumeration of the surveyed households covered
by this sample was carried out at the mid-night of December
31, 1978 - January 1, 1979 to obtain a complete framework
about the migrants in these households. Those migrants were
surveyed and data were collected during the period from April
17 to May 6, 1979 (CAPMAS, 1979, p. 1).

To make full use of data collected in the 1979 survey
about the topic of this study, special migration tables have
been planned and Eroduced by the researcher through the National

Computing Center of CAPMAS and through the Population Studies

Center of University of Pennsylvania.

The basic limitation of the 1979 survey, however, 1s that
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no data are yet available about the total population from
which migrants were derived. Such data 1f available, woulad
help in studying the non-migrants and hence, in making a com-
parison between them and the migrants with respect to the
topic of this study. Fortunately, such comparison can be
attempted using data from the 1976 census since the period
elapsed between the census date (1976) and the survey date
(1979) was only about 2.5 years which secms i1insufficient to

effect any majeor change in the characteristics of the popu-

lation, especially under normal conditions.

L 1s necestary here Lo define the primay migrant since

this study 1is confined to primary migrants only. By a primary
migrant 1s meant any person, aged 15 years and over at the
time of the survey (1979), who made the decision to migrate
from one area (city or village) to another for any reason
other than to accohpany his or her family as a dependent. The
difference between the place of last usual residence and the

place of current usual residence is used in this survey to dis-

tinguish the migrants from the non-migrants.

Moreover, by migration stream is meant the body of migrants
having a common area of origin (departure) and a common area
of destination (arrival).

The following sections will discuss the size of primary
migrants streams and their demographic, social and economic

characteristics before and after the migration process.
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III. PRIMARY MIGRANTS STREAMS:

The results of the 1979 survey have shown that out of
about 22,000 primary migrants, 66% have migrated to urban
areas of Egypt and the remaining 34% to rural arcas, as can
be seen from Table (1). Of those migrating to urban arcas
slightly more than one half originated from rural arcas
(rural to urban migration) and the rest from urban arcas
(urban to urban stream). Of those migrating to rural areas
slightly less than one fifth had originated from urban areas
(urban to rural) and the remainder from rural arcas (rural
to rural).

On the whole, rural to urban and urban to urban migration
streams represented the major streams in 1979 (about one third
each of the total primary migrants) followed by rural to rural
(slightly more than one quarter), then urban to rural (about
7%) .

Interestingly, more than four-fifths of primary male mi-
grants have migrated to urban areas whereas more than half of
primary female migrants have migrated to rural areas. AsS

revealed elsewhere, the basic reason for migration among males
1s economic one (fo take up or seek a job) whereas marriage
related reésons are the basic factor affecting migration among
females (see, CAPMAS, 1979). So, it is to be expected that

male migrants to urban areas will be more pronounced than

females since the opportunities for work there are relatively
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Table (1) - Primary Migrants by Sex, In-Migration
Rates and Sex Ratios According to Basic

Migration Streams, Egypt, 1979

BasilcC ! : Femaloes Total S ox In-~

: : _ - . M1g.
Migration N - PR *

Streams NO . 2tes

urban *o urban 7157 32.7 221 5.6

rural to urban 2265 | 33.21 170 5.7

TO urban areas 14422 6>.8 L 11.3?

syl l——— pi=n v

urban to rural 1539 73 33 0.9;
rural to rural 5806 26.0 22 3_4?
To rural areas 7435 34 .2 25 4.3£
Total 21907 | 100.0 | 101 7.3 |

Source: Specilal Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS, Cairo, 1979

(*) In-migration rates are per 100 surveyed population at des-
tination, i.e., urban population in case of rural to urban

and urban to urban primary migrants and rural population
in case of urban to rural and rural to rural ones.

higher than in rural areas. This point will be further dis-
cussed later on.

In addition, Table (1) also shows that about 11% of urban
population (suveyed in 1979) are involved in either urban to

urban or rural to urban migration streams (about 6% each). On

the other hand,

rural (about 3%).
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The results of the 1976 census also show that the great

¢

bulk of migrants have migrated to urban areas (about four-
fifths of all migrants)and that male migrants are more repre-
sentative than‘females in_these areas whereas the revefseiis
true_with respect-to rural areas, as can be seen from Table

(2). -

Table (2) - Migrants by Sex, In-Migration Rates and
Sex Ratios According to Basic Migration

Streams, Eqypt, 1976 (000')

..._..:-_u—h.a—--l-.-- E 3 - . B - i - e . G

- - i, e b e g il R -

 —————

Basic - Males Females | Total . In-

‘Migration - < | miq.

urban to urban | 1447
rural to urban 708 116 6.4

To urban areas | 2155 -- _ 110 | 11.3

urban to rural 163
rural to rural 226

To rural area

Total 2544 101 13.9

(*) Migration Rates are per 100 population at risk of migra-
tion, i.e., rural population in case of rural to urban and

rural to rural migration streams and urban population 1n
case of urban to urban and urban to rural ones. .

Sourcéﬁ Computed from the 1976 census, Vol. 2, The Total Repub-
' lic, Table 14, CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978.



Table (3) - Percentage Distribution of Primary Migrants
By Sex, Duration of Current Residence, and
Basic Migration Streams, Egypt, 1979

Duration of Current urban to | rural to urban to rural to Total
Residence urban urbhan rural rural '

MALES ﬁ

<5 years 16.3
5 = 19&9

10 - 16*2
15 - 15.2
20 + - 32, 4‘
FEMALLES

<5 years 20. 3
> - 18.3

10 - 13.3
15 - 13.2
20 + 34.8 |

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979.

A great caution, however, should be considered when com=-
paring the results of the 1976 census (Table 2) with the results
of the 1979 survey (Table 1), since the former refcrrod to all

tmiqrantu whereas the latter are confined to primary migrants

only as defined earlier.



TD what extent are prlmary migrants in 1979 con31dered
as recent or settlcd mlgrants?_ By recent mlgrant'ls meant
t osepe©plewhom1grated Within the'previous 10 years where-

as settled mlgrants are those persons who mlgrated 10 Or more

x,earsagc. Table (3)shows the percentage dlstrlbutlon of ;
‘primarymigrants‘by sex, duret;on of current residence and
hasic mlgratlon streams. It is clear fromlthe table that I
sllghtlymorethan onethird of.all primarymale migrantsand‘
ébouttwofifthsofallprimary femalemigrantsin 1979 are
‘qualifiedasrecentmigrants. Urbento urban primary male and‘

..... iicmale mlgrants havcrccordod” the highest proportion of recent

;élgrantsemong.them'(abont two fifthsor more) compared‘with
‘other migratiOnstreams.: On the other hand, rurel to.rUrai
prlmerymaleorfemalermlgrants have recorded the iowest pro-
portlonof recentsmlgrants(about onequarterln case of males
andonethird\in-caSeof femaleS); .

i IntereStingly, the results of the‘1976Censnshave shown
-that\aboutonehalfvof;eithermale'offemalemigrants were con-
‘sidered‘as'recent.migrantS-in*this year. Howeser, recent mi--
grants in rural areas were sllghtly higher 1n 1976 than those
1nﬁrbangrga5,ascan berseenfromTable (4) . .Agaln,.the
'deﬁiationsinthis"respect'between'1976 cenSusresults and 1979

earlier.

The extent of migration recency may have some impact on

'fihe acaievement.of”migrants especially for those migrating to
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Table (4) - Percentage Distribution of Migrants By
Sex and Duration of Current Residence
in Rural and Urban Areas, Egypt, 1976

URBAN AREAS

33.5

< 5
5 - 16-6
10 + 49.9
Total % 100.0 100.0 100.0
No. | 2177875 1979628 4157503
- RURAL AREAS
5 - 19.8
10 + 48.8
Total R 100.0 100.0 100.0
NO

393206

568346 961552

Source: Computed from the 1976 census, vol. 2, Table 17 (The
Total Republic), CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978. ?

urban areas. It was noticed that the longer the duration of i
residence in the city the higher is the socio-economic status
of migrants since the knowledge about urban labour market;

training and skills increase with the increase in duration of
residence (See, Zachariah, 1968; Standing, 1978; Sabot, 1982).
~This point, however, will be treated in more detail in another

study.

———r ————rr - -
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IV. DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF PRIMARY MIGRANTS

C emm—— ol e e A T _-q ‘-lllﬂ._._

- The available demographic characteristics of primary
migrants from the 1979 survey are age, sex and marital status
both before and after the migration process. These character-

istics are discussed beldw subsequenﬁly,

Age and Sex-

SR —"- i

To what extent aréprimarymiqrants selective with respect
toaageandsax"andthas,are nota'random sample of the total
“popula£1on1n Egypt9 The reaults of thel979survey clearly
.show that mlgrants to ufban areas afe hlghlymale selectlve
 whéreas=m1graatS to»rural-areas are hlghly female\select;ve.
Butforquptasawhole migration 18 balancédby both sexes.
_Thewsex rat101of prlmary mlgrants to urban'areas was 193 males
per 100 femaleswhereas that of prlmary mlgrants to rural areas
‘wasConly 25 males per 100 females.For the whole country,. the
aexvratlo was lOl males per 100 females in 1979 (See Table (1¥)a
‘Thexhlghes£~seX-ratlovhasbeen recorded“for urban to urban
migiants(zzliand the lowest one for rural to rural migrants

- (22). Theraasan:fd:'Suchvery high sex ratio in case of mi-
'gratiOﬁtowurbangreés ma§beaneCOnomic one (to seek or take
uP'job-and/brchangingthe_place1of“wonk)especially in case
1,§fmales:‘whér3asxthereaSOnfo;sﬁchlowsex ratio in case of

 mi§ratioﬁ"ta'rura1 area§7may_be a social one (mar{iage) espe-

;;a,ﬁaéagéﬂ‘fgfemales_;
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Table (5) - Percentage Distribution of Primary
Migrants by Sex, Age at Migration,
Current Age and Basic Migration Streams,

Egypt, 1979

Age at Migration

_— T —

Current Age

Basic Streams T - - , Numbe
1Lo— 30~ 45+ U= 45+ | Total

urban to M 53:1 35.1 ] 11.8 39.0149.8 | 100.0 49]
urban I 87.0 8.7 4.3 42.1 125.4]1100.0 221
rural to M 13,4 23.0 D 9 40.6 | 44.5 1 100.0 45]
urban F 91.5 5 B 3.0 37.3 1 26.3 |1 100.0 269
urban to M| 48.6 | 37.7 |13.6 31.% 4
rural F| 93.8 5.0 1.2 34.6 114
rural to 33.4 | 16.6 29.7 105
rural 5.0 2.1 25 .6 484
Total 30.0 9.9 38.6 1093
5.9 | 2.7 37.3 | 29.3 | 100.0 | 10%

—ne

(1) About 2% (214) of the male and 4% (476) of the female pri-

mary migrantg were below age 15 at time of migration. These
persons are included with the 15-29 age group here.

Source: CO@puted from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979,

despite the fact that the mag-~

nitude of sex ratios in 197¢ was much lower than that in 1979
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(See Table (2)). The comparison between the two sources of

data 1n this respect, however, is not valid for reasons men-

tioned earlier.

As regards the age composition of primary migrants at
the time of their migration, it 1s noticed that three fifths
of primary male migrants and nine tenths of ﬁrimary female
migrants in 1979 were aged less than 30 years at the time of
their migration, as can be seen from Table (5). Also, about
seven tenths of rural to urban males and slightly more than
half of urban to urban ones were in this age group (15-29
years) at the time of their migration.

If the age group 30-44 ycars 1s added to that of 15-29
years then, the great majority of primary migrants, both males
and females, i1n each migration stream were less than 45 years
at the time of their migration. In addition, 1t 1s clear from
Table (5) that primary female migrants involved 1n each migra-
tion stream were younger at the time of their migration than
male migrants.

Furthermore, rural to urban male migrants seem to be young-
er than urban to urban ones and rural to rural males migrants,
in turn, seem to be younger than urban to rural at the time
of their migration.

The preceding analysis is completely consistent with what
is known and documented in the literature about the predomin-

"ance of youth and young adults among the migrants (See, CDC,

1973; Shaw, .1975; Adepoju, 1979).
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Table (6) - Percentage Distribution of Migrants Aged
15 years and over at the time of Migration

By Sex, Age and Rural-Urban Residence,

Egth, 1976

i A ¢ e - 2 —

Age at Migration

Current

el 3 Sex : gpe
esldehce _15—] 30- | 45+ | Total (100%)

M | 63.71]26.5 9.8 1360599

urban areas P 72.1118.7 9.2 1239681
T | 67.7]22.8] 9.5 2600280

M- | 52.01233.5]14.5 205025

rural areas F 77.2 1 16.0 . 8 3609573
P 4 | 9.6 565978

M 4 110.5 1565624

Total F 1 8.7 1600634

T 71 9.5 3166258

Source: Computed from the 1976 census, vol. 2, The Total Repub-
lic, Table 17, CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978.

This phenomenon can be further supported by the results
of the 1976 census where the majority of migrants aged 15 years
and over 1in this year, both males and females, were young adulﬂi
and youth in the working age groups, as can be seen from Table
(6). Forithem, the median age at migration was about 27 years

for males and 25 vyears for females}

Being young adults and youth to a great extent, migrants

are thus expected to be more economically active than the total
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population and/or the non-migrants (See, Zachariah, 1968;
Brigg, 1973; Standing, 1978). This point, however, will be
treated in more detail in another study.

It should be remembered here that the proportion of pri-
mary male or female migrants in the age group 65 years and
over was almost negligible at the time of their migration
(less than one per cent each). Such proportion with respect

to current age was about 10% in case of male migrants and 5%

in case of females.

B. Marital Status:

The marital status of migrants is not available in any
population census. Fortunately, it 1is available in the 1979

survey for the primary migrants whether at origin or destin-
ation (before and after migration). Table (7) presents 1t
by sex and basic migration streams. It should be remembered
that, by destination it is meant in this study the current
situation as reported in 1979. The figures in Table (7)
clearly show that the proportion of singles among migrants 1in
each migration stream was considerably higher at origin than
at destination (in 1979). This is true for both males and
females. Also, the propértion of single among female migrants
was somewhét higher (44%) than that among males (39%) before
‘migration. The feverse, however, is true after migration.

Interestingly, about one half of either urban to rural
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Table (7) - Percentage Distribution of Primary

Migrants by Sex, Marital Status at Origin and

‘Destination and Basic Migration Streams,

Eqypt, 1979

At origin At destination

- MALES

Basic Streams - |

urban to urban 38.9 1 55.111.6 4929 4.5
rural to urban 41.11{148.8 | 1.3 4570 5.5
urban to rural 37.3 1 54.5 | 6.4 44 () 5.9
rural to rural 26.3]1 65.8 ] 4.0 1051 2.4
—r ] ) - .
Total (1) 38.5153.5 1.9 100.0 4.8

4232 | 5876 | 210 10990 533

= = —llar mnapm Ll el il ol T ——— ek - i pg—

PEMALES

e A s - e E—

2228

1.6

2695 1.7

1149 1.6

4845 0.2

100.0 L0
10917 110

: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,

Cairo, 1979. |



or rural to rural female migrants were singles at the time of
migration. But, after migration only 2% among the former and
only 0.2% among the latter were so classified. This suggests
that the main reason for female migration to rural areas 1is
marriage. To a smallér extent, this also applies to female
migrants involved in rural to urban and urban to urban migrant
streams (See Table 7).

Apart from this,. no significant differences exlsted bhe-
tween one basic migration stream and another with respect to
marital status either before or after migration. This means
that the impact of migration 6n the marital status of primary
migrants seems to be small especially in the case of males.

However, it is to be expected that the marital status of
female migrants will affect their activity rates (their parti-
cipation rates in the labour force) both before and after the
migration process. It is well known and documented in the
literature that single females are more likely to be more
.economically active than married females. Also, the latter
are less active than divorced and widowed females (See for
example, CDC, 1973; Nassif, 1974; Standing, 1978). This
point, however, is out the scope of this study and will be

treated in another study.



V. SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF PRIMARY MIGRANTS:

The only availlable social characteristics to be discussed
here from the results of the 1979 survey ise&ﬁéation,rit has
been observed that'migrants are bettereducatedthan ﬁonémi?
grants and that at least, migrénts are in an intermediate edu-
cational position as compared with the pdpulatioﬁ'at origin
and the population at destination (See forexamﬁle,Lee, 1966;
Kosniski and Prothero, 1974; Connell et al, 1975; Simmons et
al, 1977).

- This strongly holds true in case of primary migrants in
Egypt in 1979, both males and females. The index of migration
33 Ffarentinls defined as the differehce-between the”préportion
of migrahts and the proportion of non-migrants (Of thetotal
population) divided by that of non—miérants (or the total pPOP-
ulation) and multipled by 100 with reSpect'té‘an§ speéific char-
acteristic (UN, 1970,'p. 45), is used here to exémineISuchl
Conclusion. It is clear from Table (8) that primary migrants
an 1973, bbth males and females were at least 1n an inte:mediate
educational position as compared with rural population and urban
population in 1976. No doubt they are better educated £han -
urban populatin starting from intermediate level of education
and over.

It should be mentioned here that the positive values in

"~ Table (8) indicate that migrants are more represented in cer-

tain educational status than the total population whereas, the
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Table (8) - Index of Migration Differentials (*) Between
Primary Migrants in 1979 and Non-migrants
in 1976 According to Educational Status and
Rural-Urban Residence and Sex,
Egypt, 1976 and 1979

| — el — § Ca—— - — - w e el = o0 T on

Urban Total

Educational status ' . " ]' o

Illiterate - 15| + 12
Read and write + 11} - 28
Primary - 52! - 60
Preparatory - 44 | - 54
Intermediate +111 | + 41
University and over +391 | +114

(*) Index of Migration differentials is the difference between
the proportion of migrants and the proportion of non-mi-
grants in certain educational status divided by the propor-
tion of non-migrants in this educational status multiplied
by 100 (See UN, 1970, p. 45).

Source: Computed from the 1976 census, vol. 2 and from Special
Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978 and 1979.

negative values indicate the reverse situation.
Interestingly, the results of the 1976 census about mi-

grants and non-migrants and/or the total population in this

year strongly supported the preceding conclusion (See 1976

census, vols. 1 and 2, Tables 5 and 19).

Comparing now the educaticnal status of primary migrants

at origin with that at destination (in 1979), it 1s clear from

Table (9) that little improvement has been achieved among
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Table (9) - Percentage Distribution of Primary

Migrants by Sex, Educational Status at Origin

and Destination and Basic Migration Streams,

Egypt, 1979
Educational " e r = 4 =z
Status
Illiterate

Read & write
Primary
Preparatory
Intermédiate'

Univ. & over

Total (100%)

Illiterate

Read & write 10.1

Primary 2.4
Preparatory L2
Intermediate 4,3

Univ. & over 0.5

FEMALES

(81.5 | 81.0 |81.5 |80.6
10.7 |10.8 [11.7

2.3 | 2.1 | 2.2

1.0 | 1.3 | 1.3

4.3 | 3.9 | 3.8

0.7 | 0.3 | 0.4

Total (100%) 2228 2695 1149

u = urban, r = rural, o = origin and d = destination

94.4 | 94.1
3.7 4.0
0.71 0.7

0.4 0.4
0.8 0.8

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS,'CAPMAS,

Cairo, 1979,
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migrants to urban areas, both males and females, regardless

of their ofigin. A slight decrease in the proportion illi-
terates among them has been occurred 1in 1979 as compared with
that at origin whereas the proportions of those having univer-
sity level of education and over and of those reading and writ-

ing migrants have slightly increased. This may suggest that
" migrants had completed their education before their last move.

As noted earlier, the basic factor affecting the decision
to migrate émong males especially those migrating to urbaﬁ
areas seems to be economic related reasons and as such, those
migratiqg for educational reasons scem to be relatively much
smaller in their siée.

On the other hand, migration to rural areas seems to have
not accompanied by any noticeable improvements 1in the educé-
tional status of migrants involved especially in case of fe-
males whose basic factor for migration is marriage related
reasons, as noted earlier.

However, it séeﬁs more immortant to examine the educational
status_of active migrants before and after the migration pro-
cess to see the impact of migration on their educational attain-
ment and on their occupational promotion after migration as com-
pared with that before it. Nevertheless, this point is out of

the scope of this study and will be treated in more detail 1in

another study.



VI. ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF PRIMARY MIGRANTS:

This section deals with three characteristics of primary
migrants, i.e., industry; employment status and occupational
status, both before and after the migration process as revealed
by the results of the 1979 survey. It is to be noted here that .
employment status of migrants is not available from any census
in Egypt and is made available for the first time by this sur-

vey. These economic characteristics are discussed separately

below.

A. Industrial Structure:

The results of the 1979 survey clearly show that primary
migrants on the whole have undergone basic changes in their
industrial structure at destination as compared with that at
origin. These changes are more pronounced among migrants to
urban areas than among migrants to rural areas and among males
than among females, as can be seen from Table (10). FPor exam-
ple, 18% of urban to urban male migrants were engaged in agri-
cultural sector before migration but, after migration only 3%
were so classified in 1979. A decrease of 15 percentage points
a8 a result of migration.

The corresponding proportions in case of rural to urban
male migrants were 57% at origin and only 3% at destination,

a decrease of 54 percentage points. As regards male migrants
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Table (10) - Percentage Distribution of Employed Primary
Migrants by Sex, Industry at Origin and Destination

and Basic Migration Streams, Egypt, 1979

u — Im > U g 3 x r -» r

‘ndustry 9, l D I O ‘ P O £ O D

& MALES

griculture and Related 18.1 3.4 157.4 3.3 1 36.8141.1|75.9 | 68.8
fining and Quarrying 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.7 0.2 0.5 -~ 0.1
anufacturing 19.4 | 23.4| 9.7] 26.2|13.3|11.7] 5.1} 6.5
jectric., Gas nd Water 2.0 3.0 0.81 1.5 0.7 1.0 . 105 ke
fuilding and Construction 6.2 8.9 4.31 10.4 7.6 2 il 1.8 2.1
ommerce, Hotels 11.51 13.0 7.1 15.60 7.8 7.5 2.3 3.1
rans. and Commun. _ 8.4 1 10.1 4.6 9.0 7.8 7.0 2.2 2 v 2
nsurance and Bus. Services 1.5] 1.8| 0.5 l-5| | . 1.0 0.2 0.2
S 30.5 | 34.6{13.7| 31.1| 21.9| 26.7 | 10.7 | 15.7
ot Adeqg. Described 1.4 1.0} 1.2{ 0.7| 2.7] 1.0| 1.7 1.2
‘otél (100%) 4249 | 4331 | 3666 4137] 421 401 § 1017 954

FEMALES
\gricultural Sector 2a 1.7 ] 11.4 1.8 3.1
‘ndustrial Sector (1) - 20.21}115.21}110.04 11.4 ) 31.3

jervices Sectaf (2} 76.1 1 82.61{ 77.2 84.5: 65.6

!

"otal (100%) 254 408 70 ZlQI 32
4 = urban, r = rural, O = origin, D = destination
(1) Includes divisions from 2 - 5
(2) Includes divisions from 6 - 9

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979. |
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to rural areas either originating from urban (urban to rural)
or rural (rural to rural) areas, the proportion engaged 1n
agriculture has incresed frdm 37% at origin to 41% at destina;
tion for the former énd decreased from 76% at origin to 69%

at destination for the latter. The increase in the prOpértion
working in agriculture in case of urban to rural male migrants
may be explained by the differences in working life conditions
between rﬁral and urban areas since agricﬁlture 1s the predom-
inant activity in rural areas, but thé decrease 1in such pro-
portion in case of rural to rural male migrants may be due to
other reasons which need further inﬁéstigation in_this respedt.
Perhaps'SOme of this-decrease has resulted from sectoral mobil-
1ty of some of male migrants'from agriculture to services
(especially personal services and commerce).

By and large this analysis holds true in case of primary
females working in agriculture. Those migrating to urban areas,
especially rural to urban migrants, have experienced much e
crease in the proportion working in agriculture at destination
compared with origin whéreas the reverse is true for those mi-
grating to rural areas regardless of their brigin (See Table
10).

On thg other haﬁd, the proportion of those engaged earlier
in manufacturing (at 6rigin) has greatly increased at destina-
tion in case of male migrants and especially for those migrat-

ing to urban areas. The increase, however, was much pronounced

in case of rural to urban male migrants (from about 108 at origld



-57-

to 26% at destination) than in case of urban to urban ones
(from 19% at origin to 23% at destination).

In general, female workers engaged in the industrial sec-
tor (as defined in Table 10) have relatively decreased at des-
tination than at origin for each migration stream except rural
to urban one. It seems that servcies are an easy entry into

labour markets in case of females especially in urban areas.

The proportion working in services cither among male or
female migrants is much greater at destination than at origin.
This is true for each migration strcam except rural to rural
one 1n case of females. However, the inerease was more PYO-
nounced among migrants to urban arcas than amony those migrants
to rural areas and among rural to urban ones than among any
other migration stream.

The preceding analysis also holds true in case of workers
in building and construction division and in commerce, hotels
and restaurants (See Table 10).

One may conclude from these findings that the greatest
qhanges in the industrial structure at destination seem to be
experienced by working migrants involved in rural to urban
migration stream followed by urban to urban one, rural to rural
and urban to rural one. However, it should be mentioned here
that some of .the migfants involved in urban to rural stream
are usually return migrénts who might have failed in getting

"an urban joB.or in adapting themselves with the new life 1in

urban areas or who are retired from the working life and wish
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to spend the rest of their life in their home areas.
A comﬁarison between primary male and female migrants in

1979 with total population aged 15 years and over in 1976 with -
respect to industry has revealed that the former are somewhat
similar to the latter as far as industrial structure of mni-
grants at their origin iS'considered. ~But, 1f the industrial
structure of migrants at destination (in 1979) is to be com-
pared with that of the pcpulation in 1976 then, thefforme; will
be in a relatively better situation than the 1atter-in the sense
that the proportion working in agricultural sector among ‘mi-
grants §s~lower than that among population whereas the reverse
is true in case of industrial and services sectors, as can be
clearly seen from Table (11).

Eﬁen if ruralwurban residence is controlled, still migrants
seem to be in a better industrial composition than the total
population. For example, the proportion of rural male popula-
tion working in agricultural sector in 1976 was about three
quarters and that of females was slightly more than three fifths
of total_male and female poptlation aged 15 years and over in
this year, respectively, whereas that of rural male and female
migrants in 1979 were 61% and 19% respectively. Also, the pro-
portions of urban male and female population engaged in this

sector in 1976 were 11% and 3% respectively as contrasted with

3% and 2% in case of urban male and female migrants in 1979
'(See, Table 11 and the 1976 census, vol. 1, Table 3).

Thus, the preceding analysis clearly shows that internal
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Table (11) - Working Primary Migrants by Sex and
Industry at Origin and Destination
Versus Active Population Aged 15 Years and
over in 1976, Egypt, 1976 and 1979

(percentages)

o T i e O £
raale— = P —— =

Male Mig. | Female Mig. Population
Industrial — o
Structure O D O D
Agricultural Sector 40.6 | 11.2 4.8 4.4
Mining and Quarrying 0.3 0.7 0.3 -
Manufacturing 13.8 1 22.5113.01}11.2
Elect., Gas & Water 1.5 2.0 1.0 0.5
Building & Construction 5.0 8.6 1.5 0.8
Industrical Sector 20.6 | 33.8 ] 15.8 ] 12.5
Commerce, Hotels 12.9 4.8 7.7
Trans. & Commun. 8.7 4.6 3.6
Finance, Insurance 1.5 3.3 2.8
Services 65.2 ] 67.8
Services Sector 77.9 { 81.9
Not Adequately Described 1.5 1.2
Total (100%) 9353 | 9823 | 394 771 8644522_{593861

O = origin and D = destination

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979 for Primary Migrants and from the 1976
census, vol. 1, Table 14, p. 153 (The Total Republic),
CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978 for the total population.



N oL

migration in Egypt leads to basic changes 1in the industrial
structure of migrants involved and, that migrants ét destina-
tion seem to be in a better industrial composition than the
general population, both males and females. Also rural to
urban migrants seem to have achieved the highest changes in

this respect relative to other migration streams.

An attempt is made here to support this conclusion through
studying the past industrial structure of male migrants cross
classified according to their current situation. T'emale mi-
grants arc cxcluded from the analysis because of their small
absolute numbers at origin (Sce Table 10). It is clear from
Table (12) that out of those working in the agricultural.sec-
tor at origin only about 14% were still working in this sector
at destination (in 1979) in case of urban to urban male migrants-@”
Such proportion was only 5% in case of rural to urban stream,
whereas it was 80% in case of urban to rural and 82% in case ofl
rural to rural working male migrants.

As expected, the great majority of those working in agri-
culture before migration to urban areas, regardless of their
origin have experienced a large extent of sectoral mobility at _
destination. About two fifths in case of urban to urban stream
and one half in case of rural to urban were currently engaged
in services sector. Also, about one third of them for the
former and two fifths for the latter were currently engagéd
"1n industrial sector and especially in the manufacturing divi-

sion.
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Table (12) - Past by Current Industry of Primary
Working Male Migrants According to Basic Migration

Streams, Egypt, 1979

—

T—_‘"———_'—_--__-_-“

Past Industry urrent Industry % Total (1)

and Streams -
e 1 2 3 2 NO.

urban l. Agricul. Sector 100.0 767

100.0 | 1217
100.0 ]| 2204

to 2. Indust. Sector

urban 3. Services Sector

100.0 | 2105

rural 1. Agricul. Sector

tQ 2. Indust. Sector 100.0 547
urban 3. Services Sector 100.0 970
urban 1. Agricul. Sector 100.0 155

to 2. Indust. Sector 100.0 92
rural 3. Services Sector 100.0 163
rural 1. Agricul. Sector 772

to 2. Indust. Sector 71
rural 3. Services Sector 157

Note: The total of each stream does not include "Not Adequately
Classified Activities" division.

(1) The difference from 100% represents those who are currently
inactive.

Source: Special Migration Tables, EMS, Cairo, 1979.
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Now, if it is clear from the preceding analysis that about
18% of working male migrants in urban to urban stream and 57% -
of those involved 1in rural to urban one were engaged 1n agri-
culture before their migration, hence it seems that migration
has led to basic changes in their 1industrial structure at des-
tination.

As regards those previously working in i1ndustrial secctor,
the grecat majority of them continued to work in this scector
at destination for each migration strcam. However, about one
tenth of them in case of urban to urban migration and slightly
less than one fifth in case of rural to urban have altered it
to services sector. On the other hand, about one gquarter of
urban to rural male migrants working in industrial sector at
origin were currently working in agriculture and about one

tenth 1n services sector.

The preceding analysis holds true in case of those work-
lng in services sector at origin, where the great majority of
them were still working in this sectof at destination (See
Table 12).

Interestingly, the downward trend to work in the agricul-
tural sector at destination among those working in either in-
dustrial or services sectors at origin was almost negligible
in case of migration to urban areas, but not so in case of mi-
‘gration to rural areas. In other words, upward sectoral
mobility (working in non-agricultural sectors) was highly pro-

nounced 1in case of migration to urban areas especially among
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those originating from rural areas (rural to urban) than in
~ase of migration to rural areas. This is completely consis-
tent with what 1s documented in the literature about this

issue (Zachariah, 1968; Brigg, 1973; Shaw, 1975; Standing,

1978) .

B. Employment Status:

Very noticeable chanées occurred 1n the employment status
of primary migrants in 1979 as compared with that at origin.
This is true for each migration stream and for both males and
females especially for those migrating to urban areas regard-
less of their origin, as can be seen from Table (13).

For example, the proportion of paid employees among active
male migrants originating from urban areas and migrating to
urban areas (urban to urban) has increased from 68% at origin
to.79% at destination (in 1979) - an increase of 11 percentage
points, whereas that among active male migrants involved 1n
rural to urban migration stream has increased from 46% at ori-
gin to 82% at destination - an increase of 36 percentage points.
Conversely, the proportion of employees among active male mi-
grants in urban to rural stream has decreased from 70% at
origin to 56% at destination - a decrease of 14 percentage
points, whereas that among active male migrants in rural to
rural stream has decreased from 52% at origin to 44% at destin-

ation - a decrease of 8 percentage points.
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Table (13) - Percentage Distribution of Active Primary
Migrants by Sex, Employment Status at Origin

and Destination and Basic Migration Streams,

Egypt, 1979

u - u rY = Uu U — r r = X .

Employm-nt ' ’ "~ I — 1 D - :
Status O D O D O D__
MALES o

Own Account work. 10.4 1 13.0 | 12.5}|12.6 [12.2 19.8 ]| 23.7 22.ﬂ
Employers 3.6 6.9 2.3 4.6 8.7120.8]10.61] 33.1
Employees 67.61 79.3 ] 46.1 | 82.1 ) 70.3 |1 56.21] 51.7 | 43.5
Unpaid Family work. 8.8 0.4 ] 23.9 5 B B 2.5111.8 0.6
Unemployed 9.6 0.4 | 15.1 0.4 3.2 0.7 2.2 0.1
Total (100%) 4702 | 4350 | 4319 | 4156 | 435 1040 | 958

FEMALES |

Own Account work. 18.0
Employers 11.2
Employees 46.1
Unpaid Family work. 21.3
Unemployed 3.4

Total (100%)

89

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,

Cairo, 1979.
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Also, the proportion of employees among active female
migrants to urban areas has considerably increased at destin-
ation over that at origin. The increase was, however, much
pronounced 1n case of rural to urban stream than 1in case of
urban to urban one, like what 1s noticed 1n case of males.

The reason for this 1s that unemployment rates among educated
persons were much higher at origin for the former stream than
for the latter, as will be seen later on. Those educated
persons are more likely to work for pay or profit at destin-
ation and thus, to be classifiéd as paid employecs.

On the other hand, the percentage of employces among ac-
tive female migrants in rural to rural stream has decreased at
destination (in 1979) whereas that among urban to rural ones
has increased brobably because the former are less educated
than the latter.

A significant decrease in the unemployment rates has been
noticed at destination for each migration stream and for both

males and females. The most notiCeable decrease 1n this re-
spect is recorded for active male migrants 1n rural to urban
stream where the rate of unemployment has decreased from 15%
.at origin to only 0.4% at destination. Corresponding decrease
in case of urban to urban active male migrants was from 10%
at origin tb only 0.4% at destination. Also, the decrease 1in

the unemployment rates at destination 1s clearly noticeable

for male migrants to rural areas as well as for active female

migrants involved in each migration stream.
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On the bther hand, the proportions of unpaid family work-
ers among migrants in each migration stream have significantly
decreased at destination as compared with origin, as far as
active males are concerned. However, the decrease 1s much mere
pronounced among active male migrants to urban areas and espe-
cially rural to urban ones thaﬁ among active male migrants te
rural areas. This holds true i1n case of active female migranti
to urban areas but not in case of those migrating to rural
areas.

In addition, thc higher proportion of own accounl workers
and unpaid family workers at destinatioﬁ among active migrants
to rural areas than among those migrating to urban areas, both
males and females; may due to differentials in employment oppor*
tunities between urban and rural areas, as noted earlier.

A comparison between primary active migrants in 1979 and
active population aged 15 years and over in 1976 with respect
to employment status is presented in Table (14). It is clear
from this table that the former are in a relatively better sta-
tus than the latter in the sense that employees are more pro-
nounced among migrants than among population whereas, the
reverse is true in case of unemployed, and own account workers.
For example, paid employees represented about three quarters
of active male migrants at destination as contrasted with 65%
in case of male population in 1976. The corresponding propor-
"tions in case of active females were 82% for migrants in 1979

and 76% for population in 1976. This is because agriculture
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Table (14) - Active Primary Migrants by Sex and
Employment Status at Origin and
Destination in 1979 vevrsus Active Population
Aged 15 years and over 1in 1976, Egypt,

1976 and 1979

(percentages)
Male Mig. | Female Mig. Population

Employment Status 0 n 0
Own Account Workers 12.7 1 14.0 3.0
Employers 4.0 9.0 0.3
Employees 7.3 176.0 ] 62.4
Unpaid Family Workers (1) 15.2 0.5
Unemployed 10.9 0.4

8834426

695912

Total (100%) 10496 | 9865

O =.origin and D = destination

(1) The non-existence of unpaid family workers in case of pop-
ulation aged 15 years and over in 1976 census is highly
gquestionable and needs further investigation.

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979 for Primary Migrants and from the 1976

census, vol. 1, Table 8 (The Total Republic), CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1978 for the total population.

. was the predominant economic activity among population in 1976
where own account workers and employers seem to be more pro-
nounced than in case of non-agricultural activities.

Also, the unemployment rate among active male migrants

in 1979 (about 0.4%) was significantly lower than that among
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active male population in 1976 (about 3.4%). The corresPQnitl
ing rates in case of active female migrants and active femaL§
population were 3% and 16% respectively. Since migrants couid
be expected to be relatively more prepared or determined to
work 1in various 1informal sectors, low status and low income
activities under certain circumstances, their unemployment
rates tend to be lower than that of the active population
(see also, Herrick, 1965; Shaw, 1975).

In addition, the proportion of own account workers among
active male migrants in 1979 was much lower (14%) than that -
among active male population in 1976 (about 22%). Such pro-
portions, however, are about the same in case of females.

Thus, the preceding analysis shows that migration leads
to basic changes in the employment status of migrants involved
and to a considerable decrease in their unemployment rates
especlially in case of those migrating to urban areas. Also,
migrants are noticed to be in a relatively better employment
status than the general population.

This, can be further supported by studying the past em-

ployment status of migrants cross classified by their current
status. For reasons already mentioned earlier only active
male migrants are considered here. It is clear from Table (15)
that about three fifths of own account worker§ at origin con-
tinued to be so classified at destination, whereas about one

fourth of them became employees and 7% became employers in case

of urban to urban migrants. Interestingly, in case of rural



Table (15)

s Qe

- Past by Current Employment Status of Primary

Male Migrants According to Basic Migration Streams, Egypt, 1979

Current Emp. Status % otal
Past Emp. Status

and Streams 1 . 3 4 5 l (100%)

1. Urban to urban |

1. Own Account work. 61l.1 6.5 | 23.1 - 0.2 9.6 490
2. Employers 2.51 67.9}] 17.0 - — - 12.6 169

3. Employees 4.8 2.7 80.2| 0.1} 0.1}12.1]| 3178
4. Unpaid family work. 15.6 7.51 63.6 3.0 0.5 9.8 412
5. Unemployed 6.7 3.1 1 83.8 0.2 0.7 5.4 4573
6. Inactive (¥*) 6.5 3.5 62.7 0.5 1.51 25.4 227

2. Rural to urban
I. Own Account work. 38.0| 4.6| 44.9| o0.4| 0.6]11.5| 539
2. Employers 5.9] 50.5| 25.7 i - 17.8 101
3. Employees 8.0 2.5 80.0 0.1 0.2 .31 1992
4. Unpaid family work. 10.5 4.4\ 75.0 0.6 0.3 .31 1034
5. Unemployed 3.8 2.01 89.7 0.5 0.5 . 653
6. Inactive (%) 7.6 2.41 74.9 0.4 2.81 12.0 251
3. Urban to rural

l. Own Account work. 3.8 53
2. Employers 7.9 38
3. Employees 9.3 306
4. Unpaid family work. 12.5 24
5. Unemployed 14
6. Inactive (*) 40.0 5
1. Own Account work. . 0 246
| 2, Employers .3 110
3. Employees . 6 538
' 4. Unpaid family work. . 6 123
' 5. Unemployed . . D 23
.k .5 11

@5. Tnactive (*)



-T70O-

Table (15):

(*) Includes Students, income recipients, unable to work, old
age and retired persons.

Source: Special Migration Tables, EMS, Cairo, 1979.

to urban ones, only two fifths of the stated status continued
to be so classified at destination, whereas 45% became employ-

ees and 5% became employers. Hence, the degree of relative

mobility 1n this respect seems to be higher among the latter

than among the former.

A similar conclusion could be reached in case of unpaid
family workers and unemployed. The great majority of migrants
so classified at origin, became employees at destination either
in case of urban to urban or rural to urban male migrants.
However, the percentage of employees at destination was much
higher among the latter than among the former.

On the other hand, the great majority of own account work-«
ers at origin continued to be so classified at destination for
both urban to rural and rural to rural male migrants, whereas
slightly more than three quarters of the unemployed at origin.
became employees at destination for both streams. A consider-
able proportion of unpaid family workers at origin became either
employers, own account workers or employees at destination for

. these two streams (See Table 15).

A final i1mportant point to be clarified here, is that the



proportion of inactive migrants (students, income recipients,
unable to work, etc.) at origin has considerably decreased at
destination especially in case of migration to urban areas.
The greatest decrease 1n this respect has been recorded for
rural to urban male migrants where only about one tenth of 1in-
active males at origin are so classified at destination. Such
proportion was one fourth for urban to urban stream.

Also, the 1inactive male migrants at destination represent-
ed about two fifths of those so classified at origin 1n case
of urban to rural migration and slightly more than one half 1in
case of rural to rural ones. Nowever, the absolute numbers of

these 1nactive migrants were very small in both cases.

C. Occupational Status:

The occupational structure of the labour force presents
‘an inventory of the skilled exercised by the workers of a par-
ticular nation and hence, helps the planners in assessing de-
velopment needs in educational system, vocational training and
rehabilitation programmes, and other means of equiliberating
labour supply and demand in the different occupational categor-
les. It is often used as an indicator of the socio-economic.
status of a population and-can be used alone or in combination
with other data in studying social mobility, fertility and mor-
“tality differentials, patterns of consumers' expenditures and

other sociological, demographic and economic questions too
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numerous to list (See UN, 1968 and 1979).

To what extent did migration affect the occupational sta-
tus and thus, the socio-economic status of primary migrants
in 1979? To answer this question Table (16) 1s prepared to
examine the occupational status of primary migrants involved
in basic migration streams before and after the migration pro-
cess, i.e., at origin and destination. This table clearly shows
that the occupational status of employed male migrants has undesm
gone basic changes at destination (in 1979) compared with that
at origin for each migration strecam cespecially in case of mi-
gration to urban areas and more specifically for rural to ur-
ban migration stream. The proportions of workers classified
as professionals and related workers; administrative and relat-
ed workers; clerical workers; sales workers and services workers
among employed male migrants have significantly 1increased at
destination as compared with those at origin for all migration
streams. However, the increase in such proportions are more
pronounced among male migrants to urban areas than among male
migrants to rural areas and among rural to urban migration

stream in particular. Also, the increase in case of services,
sales, and clerical workers was much higher than in case of pro-
fessionals and related workers or than in case of administrative
and related workers.

On the other hand, a significant decrease 1n the propor-
"+ions of workers classified as farmers and related workers

among employed male migrants have occurred at destination rel-
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Table (16) - Percentage Distribution of Employed Primary
"Migrants by Sex, Occupational Status at Origin
and Destination and Basic Migration Streams,

Egypt, 1979

| u — u r —u ua -~z . I r - r

'.Occupatlonal Status | o B o " 5 N o "
"MALES

ProfeSsionals and Related 10.4 7.5 9.6 4.0 '5.6
i
Administ. and Related 2.6 0.2 0.8 0.3 0.6
Clerical workers 12.4 | 7.9| 8.2 2.4 3.8
Sales workers 12.0 5.3 5.5 2.2 2.4
Services workers 19.9 ] 15.1 }16.0 6.7 9,2
Farmers and Related 2.6 134.9 ] 38.01]174.2 | 65.8
Craftsmen and Labour=rs 40.1 |1 29.1 | 21.9 110.2 | 12.6
Total (100%) 4122 418 400 | 1014 952
' FEMALES '

\ ' |
White-collar workers (1) 47.4 | 40.6
-Servide§ workers 7.9 7sl
Blue-collar workers (2) 44,7 | 52.3

Total (100%) 32 84

u = urban, r = rural, O = origin and D = destination

(1) Includes major groups from 1 - 4 |
(2) Includes major groups 6 and 7 (where 7 in turn 1includes
7, 8 and 9 major groups in the ISCO)

Source: Computed from Special Migration Tables, EMS, CAPMAS,
Cairo, 1979.
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ative to those at origin for all migration streams except ur-
ban to rural one. Again, the decrease is considerable in case
of rural to urban male migrants (about 54 percentage points)
and urban to urban ones (about 14 percentage points). This
seems in great consistency with what is mentioned earlier in
case of industrial structure of those migrants.

An increase in the proportions of craftsmen and labourers
among employed male migrants are also noticed at destination
for all streams except urban to rural one. Reasons for the
deviaiton of urban to rural stream from other strcams are al-
ready mentioned earlier.

Although the occupational structure of urban to urban
male migrants seems to be relatively better than that of rural
to urban ones at both origin and destination - in the sense
that white-collar occupations are more representative among
the former than among the latter whereas the reverse 1s true
in case of blue-collar occupations - it seems that rural to
urban male migrants have achieved more steps towards upward
occupational mobility at destination relative to their situa-
tion at origin than urban to urban ones. This point will be
studied in more detail in another study.

As regards employed female migrants the situation 1is some-
what different due to their small absolute numbers and espe-
cially in case of migration to rural areas regardless of its

‘origin (See Table 16). The proportions of white-collar occu-

pations among them have decreased at destination than at origin
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for all streams except urban to urban one. Also, the propor-
tions of employed females classified as services workers have
increased in case of migration to urban areas but not so in
case of migration to rural areas regardless of their origin.
On the other hand, the provortions of blue-collar work-
ers among employed female migrants have decreased at destin-
ation in case of migration to urban areas and increased in

case of migration to rural areas whether originating from ur-

ban or rural areas.

Although some of these results may secm reasonable in

case of employed female migrants, given the differentials in
employment opportunities between urban and rural areas, one

cannot reach to any general conclusion in this respect Adue

to the very small absolute numbers of employed female migrants
at origin and especially in case of rural migration, as noted
above.

A comparison between employed primary migrants in 1979
and employed non-migrants and total population aged .15 years
and over in 1976 with respect to occupational status is ex-
pressed in ﬁerms of migration differentials between them and
is presented in Table (17). Interestingly, the index of mi-
gration differentials, as defined earlier, has clearly shown
that primary migrants, both males and females, were in a rela-
tively better occupational status in 1979 than either non-
'migrants or ﬁotal population in 1976, both males and females,

in the previous sense. In other words, employed male and
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Table (17) - Differentials{l) Between Employed Primary
Migrants in 1979 and Employed Non-migrants
and Population aged 15 years and over
in 1976 by Sex and Occupational Status,
Egypt, 1976 and 1979

| - Between Mig. Between Mig.
- and Non-migqg. and Pop.
Occupational Status

mili—" TCTE— T el el e e e, el T

Professionals and Related

Administrative and Related

Clerical Workers

Sales Workers

White-collar Workers

Services Workers

Farmers and Related

Craftsmen and Labourers

Blue-collar Workers

(1) The index of migration differentials is defined earlier
under Table (8).

Source: Computed from Table (11) for primary migrants anc_l f rom
the 1976 census, vols. 1 and 2, The Total Republic,
CAPMAS, Cairo, 1978 for non-migrants and total popula-
tion.
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female migrants in 1979 were more representative in each major

occupational group than both male and female non-migrants or

total population except in farmers and related workers group

where the latter were more representative than the former.

This analysis highly supports the preceding conclusions
that primary migrants at destination were in a relatively bet-
ter industrial composition and employment status than the gen-
eral population in 1976. As such, one may generally conclude
- that internal migration in Egypt especially that directed to
_urban areas has led to a relative improvement in the socio-
ecohbmic status of primary migrants involved. More specific-
ally, rural to urban primary migrants seem to have achieved
the highest relative improvement in this regard compared with
other migration streams. This conclusion is supported by many
other empirical studies (See for example, Brigg, 1973; Simmons
et al, 1977; Sabot, 1982).

Again, this conclusion can be further supported by study-
ing the occupational mobility of primary migrants, i.e., com-
paring the occupational status of the same persons at two dif-
ferent dates (before and after the migration process). Only
male migrants are discussed here for reasons already mentioned
earlier. Table (18) is prepared for this purpose, 1.e., to
show past by current occupational status of primary male mi-
grants. For sake of simplicity only three broad occupational

"groups are shown in this table, i.e., white-collar workers;

services workers and blue-collar workers (See remark under Table
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Table (18) - Past by Current Occupational Status
of Employed Primary Male Migrants According
to Basic Migration Streams,

Egypt, 1979

- W =i — sl T S T -—

Past Occup. Status
and Streams

l1. White-collar work.

2. Services work.

3. Blue-collar work.

l. White-collar work.
2. Services work.

3. Blue-collar work.

Rt R R e et ™ T i LA PR ot A~

1. White-collar work.

2. Services work.

3. Blue-collar work.

1. White-collar work.
2. Services work.

3. Blue-collar work.

(1) The difference from 100% represents those who are currently
without occupation mostly because of retirement.

Source: Special Migration Tables, EMS, Cairo, 1979.
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. It 1s clear from Table (18) that the predominant majority
of whité-collar workers at origin had continued to be so clas-
sified at destination (in 1979). For example, about four-
fifths of those previously classified in white-collar workers
groups at origin, continued to be so classified at destina-
tion for urban to urban male migrants. The corresponding pro-
prortion in case of rural to urban migration was about three
gquarters. Also, about 4% of those previously engaged 1in white-
collar workers at origin had transferred into blue-collar work-
ers group and another 3% 1into scrvices workers group, as far
as urban to urban male migrants are concernced. The corres-
ponding proportions in case of rural to urban migrants were
9% and 5% repectively.

On the other hand, those previously engaged in blue-collar
occupations had undergone some basic improvements in their occu-
pational status in 1979 especially in case of migration to ur-
ban areas regardless of its origin. Only about two thirds in
case of urban to urban migrants who were previously classified
as blue-collar workers, and about one half in case of rural to

urban ones had continued to be so classified at destination.
The rest in each case had transferred into higher status occu-
pations .either into services or white-collar ones (See Table
18).

Interestingly, blue-collar workers represented nearly halt

of total working male migrants involved in urban to urban stream
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at origin, and about three gquarters of rural to urban migrantyg
Hence, the upward mobility for this group of migrants seems

to be much higher for the latter (38%) than for the former |
(23%). This also holds true for migrants to rural areas but,
with a very small degree of upward occupational mobility, i.e,,
about 12% in case of urban to rural migrants who were classi-
fied as blue-collar workers at origin and only 7% in case of
rural to rural males.

Of those previously working in services occupations at
origin, one tenth had moved to white-collar group at destina-
tion 1in case of rural to urban migrants; 6% in casce of urban
to urban and about 4% in case of rural to rural migrants. Also,
14% of those previously working in services group at origin
had transferred into blue-collar workers in case of rural to
urban migration; 9% in case of urban to urban; and 12% in case
of rural to rural migrants. Nevertheless, services workers
group represented only 6% of rural to urban male workers at
origin; 12% of urban to urban and 7% of rural to rural working
male migrants at origin.

Thus, judging from these upward and downward movements as
well as the relative size of each occupational group in the
total occupational groups of migrants concerned, it seems that
upward occupational mobility among working male migrants was
relatively greater than downward mobility, especially for mi-
grants to urban areas. Even so, the upward occupational mo-

bility, on the whole, was much more pronounced among rural to
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urban than among urban to urban employed male migrants. This
is consistent with what i1s noticed earlier in case of industrial
structure and employment status of primary male migrants. It

1is also consistent with what 1s documented in the literature

in this respect, as noted earlier.

Perhaps a better judgment about the impact of migration
on the occupational promotion of migrants involved may be through
studying past by current occupational status of migrants employed
at both dates (before and after migration process) as well as
the current occupational status of those migrants who are cur-
rently employed (in 1979) but no so at oriain (before migration).
These points, however, needs further investigation and will be

treated 1n more detail in another study.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS:

This study about the size and characteristics of primary
migrants in Egypt has revealed some basic interesting points as
follows:

1. Primary m;le migrants to urban areas of Egypt represented
the great majority of all primary male migrants (more than four-
fifths) whereas primary female migrants to rural areas repre-
sented more than one half of all primary female migrants in

'1979. All together, primary migrants were about 7% of the total

surveyed pépulation in this vyear.
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2. Urban to urban primary migrants were about the same in
their size as rural to urban ones (about one third each of tly
total primary miagrants) in 1979.

3. Not less than one third of primary migrants in 1979 were
recent migrants as compared with about one half of migrants
in 1976. The remainder in both cases are settled migrants.
4. The predominance of young adults and youth among primary
migrants at the time of migration. Also, primary migrants

were more representative i1n the working age groups than the

total population in 1976.

5. Single and marricd primary miqgrant s were about the same
before migration but, after migration the great majority of
them were married. Migration seems to have a small or no im=-
pact on the marital status of migrants involved.

6. Primary migrants in 1979 seemed to be in an intermediate
position between rural and urban populations in 1976 with re-
spect to educational status 1n general. But, starting from
intermediate level of education and over migrants were better
educated than population both in rural and urban areas. Also,
migration seems to have led to some improvement in the educa-
tional status of primary migrants at destination compared with
that at origin especially in case of urban migrants regardless
of their origin.
7. Primary migrants were mostly engaged in agricultural sec-

tor and services before migration but, after it they were more

representative in non-agricultural activities and not so in
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agricultural activity especially for those migrating to urban
areas and more specifically for rural to urban migrants. Also,
primary migrants in 1979 seemed to be in a relatively better
industria% structure than the general population in 1976.

8. Own account workers, unpaid family workers and employers
were more pronounced among primary migrants before migration
than after i1t whereas the reverse 1s true in case of paid em-
ployees. Also, the unemplovment rates among primary migrants
have decreased to a very large extent due to their migration
and the likelihood that they may accept certain kind of work
for less pay and profit under certaln circumstances. TPurther-
more, primary migrants at destination (in 1979) seemed to be
in a relatively better status than the general population 1in
1976 and especially in case of those migrating to urban areas
regardless of their origin.

9. Internal migration has led to basic changes in the occu-
pational status of primary migrants. White-collar occupations
were more representative among primary migrants at destination
than at origin whereas, the reverse is true in case of blue-
collar ones, especially for migrants to urban areas. Also,
primary migrants in 1979 were in a relatively better occupa-
tional status than both the general population and non-migrants

in 1976.

10. In any case, rural to urban primary migrants seem to have

"achieved the. highest changes and thus, the highest relative
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improvement in their socio-economic status at destination
relative to origin as compared with other migration streams.
This point, however, needs further investigation and will be

the topic of another detailed study.
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