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Abstract

It is not clear how economic crises or confliclueince the process of internal migration and
urbanization. This paper uses data from the MAFEBgdadataset to investigate internal
migration trends in to Kinshasa, the capital of Brnocratic Republic of Congo (DRC), by
examining the migration histories of 389 lifetimégnants to the city. The analysis considers
whether most migration was rural-to-urban and¢ere decades of civil conflict and economic
crises in the DRC coincided with higher levelsrefigration to Kinshasa. Although the data
shows an increase in the number of moves duringhkteied periods of conflict towards the end
of the 1990s, this is not found to be an overaldrwhen cohort and age patterns of migration
are accounted for. Additionally, the overwhelmingjamity of migrants to Kinshasa were born in
other cities, not in rural areas as might be exgmegiven DRC’s high rates of rural-to-urban
migration, and most migrants were born in the progs adjacent to Kinshasa. This implies that
patterns of migration to Kinshasa reflect geogrepnoximity and urban-to-urban migration
patterns more than direct efforts to flee the imipac conflict, which in turn suggests that the
end of the conflict in the DRC may not lead to @ases in migration to Kinshasa.



Introduction

This paper aims to add to the understanding ofrnatemigration trends in the Democratic
Republic of Congo (DRC) by examining the migratiostories of 389 lifetime migrants (current
Kinshasa residents born outside of Kinshasa) cagtoy the MAFE-Congo survey carried out in
2007. It capitalizes on the retrospective intermaigration histories collected from all
respondents in Kinshasa to investigate the soamwedeaphic profiles of those respondents
categorized as internal migrants. This study us#ected indicators to produce descriptive
statistics of migrants to Kinshasa and to investigehether recent periods of civil conflict and
economic crises in the DRC had an impact on pattefrin-migration to Kinshasa. While the
results are not necessarily generalizable, dukesiinall sample size and questions about sample
selection, they nonetheless provide a first glimpiséhe profile of these internal migrants to the
DRC’s capital and dominant city. The analysis heik also give examines whether recent
periods of civil conflict and economic crises iretbRC had an impact on patterns of in-

migration to Kinshasa.

To date there is no research which specifically@sies current internal migration patterns, rates
or levels in the DRC. While this study cannot beirfully address these issues directly, it is a
first step in exploring the origins and charactarssof a subset of migrants to Kinshasa from
other parts of the country. Although largely explory and descriptive, it is hoped that
examining the profiles and trajectories of thesgramts will contribute a small part of the

unknown story of DRC'’s internal “voluntary” migrati in the past four decades.

Theories of Migration

There is long history of extensive literature or ttauses of migration. The earliest systematic
theory of migration proposed by Ravenstein in timeteenth-century when he theorized that the
laws of migration could be summarized as: (1) peopbving from densely to sparse populated
areas; (2) people migrating from low to high incoareas; and/or (3) people move by in
fluctuation with the economy/business cycle. Thagproaches become synonymous with the
“push-pull” theory, which postulated that there afternating factors which “push” people to
leave certain areas while “pulling” them to movedibers. Traditional push factors include
population growth, low living standards, lack obaomic opportunities and political repression,
among others. Conversely, pull factors could ineltgh labor demand elsewhere, availability
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and affordability of land, better economic oppoitie#s and political freedoms (Castles and
Miller 1993). Although still commonly referred to igeneral discussions about migration, the
simplistic push-pull theory is not widely believéd adequately explain the nuances behind
decisions to migrate.

More recent theories of internal migration haveulsd on individual decision-making in
relation to migration. The neoclassical theory \semigration as an individual decision for
income maximization based on a cost-benefit calimna(Massey 1993). Sjaastad (1960)
provided the basis of the neoclassical theory ptaanigration in the resource allocation
framework by looking at rural-to-urban migrationtime US to explain how urban migration is
often the best way for a rural migrant to increasges. Individuals are also considered the main
actors in the relative deprivation theory of migrat which largely supports the neoclassical
approach but postulates that individuals who ass kEdvantaged within a community have a
greatest motivation to migrate (Stark 1984). Irs ththool of thought, migration is a means for
those most disadvantaged relative to those arcerd &t the local level to improve their socio-
economic position by migrating to urban areas dermationally. The new economics of
migration theory, on the other hand, challengesidea of the individual decision-maker in the
migration process and sees migration decisions adenby families or larger units, who may
choose to send a member to migrate to maximizeotgp@utcomes for the group (Massey et al.
1993). For international migration, these theodessider beneficial migration as moving from
poorer to richer areas or countries; for interngjration this is nearly always seen as migrating
from rural to urban areas. In both cases, the mayraof an individual and/or family or
community member is made on a calculated decisasedb on expected better opportunities or
outcomes at the place of destination.

Each migration involves a place or origin and platelestination, although an individual can
have a number of such moves in a lifetime and earporarily migrate to one or more areas or
establish permanent residence in a new locatioe. different types of individual moves, or
migrations, are many and varied, perhaps best ctesized by Riddell and Havey's (1972) list
of the overriding types of migration as: “periotjesporadic, seasonal, target, once-in-a-
lifetime, permanent; distance-local, medium ran@gmg distance; forces-forced, induced,
spontaneous; motives-economic, social, psycholbgispatial patterning-distance decay,
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environ-mental spatial patterning, hierarchical e®V In sum, they are numerous and

complicated.

Internal Migration: Rural to Urban migration

This paper focuses on internal migration, that igration entirely within a country’s borders.
Internal migration is generally far more difficati document than is international migration, as
in most cases individuals do not need documents cegister with the national government to
move within a country and these movements are i documented. As a result, statistics and
research on internal migration are generally hard@ome by and often less specific than those

on international migration flows.

A large portion internal migration tends to be kioaurban migration, particularly in an
increasingly urbanizing world. The United Natiorsgimated that in 2009, for the first time in
history, more than half of all people were livimgurban areas. With an annual urban growth rate
of 3.4%, Africa is currently the world’s fastestanizing continent and is projected to remain
that way until 2030 when the continent is estimadtettansition from being predominately urban
to predominately rural (UNHABITAT 2010). Cities havong offered distinct advantages over
rural areas, particularly in terms of infrastruetuand better economic and education
opportunities. The propensity to migrate to urbasaa has long been thought to be inversely
proportional to their distance from the place afior (Riddell and Harvey 1972), although the
increased ease of transportation in many partshef world, particularly air travel, may

increasingly question that assumption.

Two of the most popular spatial frameworks assediatith rural-to-urban migration are 1) one-
step migrations or 2) relocating by stages or “stege” migrations (Riddell and Harvey 1972).
One step migration implies a single geographicaaion from a rural place of origin to an urban
area. Under this theory, migration is largely rumlurban and the transition is done in a direct
move. On the other hand, step-wise migration, agration by stages, envisions a migratory
trajectory in steps, with a migrant’s place of arigs invariably rural, one or more intermediary
moves to larger areas or towns and the final destin with the largest or capital city
(Beauchemin and Bocquier 2004; Conway 1980). Step-theory has only a limited number of

empirical studies to support it (Conway 1980) anostirecent studies in the African setting

4



seem more skeptical than supportive of the idgawise migration trajectories (Caldwell 1969,
Beauchemin and Bocquier 2004). Riddell and Harnd®y2), however, found some evidence of
step-wise migration patterns from the 1963 Siegarle census data, but only in a limited part of
the country and under certain circumstances (namighya great distance to a major urban area
but the presence of a closer, intermediate city)cofMplicating factor surrounding step-wise
migration is the difficulty of its documentationdanalysis, particularly if migrants have more
than two moves over their lifetime (Conway 19801 attempts at mapping an individual's
migration trajectory in Africa in the 1960s wereachicterized by Riddell and Harvey (1972) as a

“confused mass” (pg. 270).

A potential confounder of one step migration witbpswise migration is that if a migrant in fact

has one or more intermediary moves from a ruralepta origin to the urban final destination, if

these are not documented then a step-wise migrageomes de-facto one step migration. In
sum, it appears that perhaps little has changeck sl®74 when Byerlee noted that, despite
research from a number of studies on migrants aigdant characteristics in Africa, there was

still no established theory of rural-urban migratio

Internal Migration and Conflict

The majority of studies that look at the impactohflict or violence on international migration
have found a direct connection between violenceanemigration (Bohra-Mishra and Massey
2011). However, the lion’'s share of the literatwle migration and conflict focuses on
international rather than internal migration. Ferthore, research on crisis migration is
dominated by work on “forced migrants” who have rbderced to flee fighting and refugee
flows'. However, not all migrants during or following @ripd of conflict are forced, and

documenting these types of migrants and migratiesnsten far more difficult than following

forced migration flows (which are often estimatgdgovernments or international agencies).

The research which does exist on internal migrationng times of conflict that is not “forced

migration” is almost exclusively from Latin Americaountries. The absence of evidence from

! The International Organization for Migration (IOMgfines forced migration as “a migratory moverniarwhich
an element of coercion exists, including threatiffecand livelihood, whether arising from natucslman-made
causes (IOM 2004). Forced migrants are classifieglither refugees, when they cross internationaidys, or
internally displaced persons (IDPs) when they raemthin their country of origin.



Africa has been noted in the literature and attefulargely to the lack of appropriate data
(Schoumaker, Vause and Mangalu 2010), particukslit applies to countries most impacted by
war and conflict, including Angola, Somalia, DRC @mg others (Tabutin and Schoumaker
2004). Despite the dearth of information on Afritas reasonable to expect some similarities in
migratory behavior in times of conflict across . As such, an examination of the Latin
American literature will provide the basis (the yrdne so far) of patterns of non-forced

migratory behavior during conflict.

Evidence from Latin America

The Latin American experience show a complex inégrgetween migration and times of
economic/political crises. In most cases it is @xtely difficult, if not impossible, to separate the
impact of concurrent political and economic crigggen that economic crises often accompany
political crises and the difficulty in separatingt@conomic and political factors in times of dual
crises (Stanley 1987). Although economic migraisa fairly consistent phenomenon, times of
severe economic crises have been widely shown f{acide with increased levels of
international migration (Massey and Capoferro 200#epoju 2003, Jokisch and Pribilsky 2002,
Massey 1988). The greater relative influence ofnecaic or political factors may be largely
context dependent. Morrison and May (1994) fountkrierating economic conditions to be a
more important predictor of migration between pnoes in Guatemala than violence while
Stanley (1987) concluded that economic factors viese important than violence or conflict

related factors on Salvadorian migration to theituthe 1980s.

Studies on internal migration in times of conflart heightened violence also show a complex
interaction with migration. Schultz (1971) foundalviolence to be a significant predictor of
urban migration in Colombia but that this effectuidlence on migration was small relative to
other socioeconomic and demographic variables &gedc with migration. Migration in
Guatemala (Morrison 1993) and Colombia (Morrisoml &erez Lafaurie 1994) was strongly
associated with both outbreaks of violence and &worgy economic conditions, but that people
were likely to move only after violence reachededain threshold. Bohra-Mishra and Massey’s
(2011) investigation of international and internaigration in Nepal during the decade of civil
conflict from 1995-2006 showed that violence hadoa-linear effect on migration and that
predictors of migration did not change during pésiof violence.



Severe crises, economic or political, appear teeldifferent impacts on different categories of

migrants and there is some evidence that migrasftlgs may change during periods of intense
political or economic crises. For example, Massay @apoferro (2006) found that the economic
crises in Peru in the 1990s led to a decrease gnami selectivity, with migration becoming less

selective by education level during the crisis.elvikse, Jokishch and Pribilsky (2002) found that
the Ecuadorian migrant profile became more diviediin terms of gender and socio-economic
status during the economic and political crisethef1990s (although the migrants studied were

those immigrating internationally).

Although the literature on internal migration ar@hflict lacks a general theory on migration in
times of severe crises, it does point to an assogidetween violence and migration, as well as
to the interplay of outmigration due to economigrtail and violence. Yet it also lends support
to the primary importance of socio-demographic asdnomic variables for migration, even
during times of civil conflict. We can assume, thérat an investigation of internal migration in
the DRC during the past few decades would shownalasi association between times of

heightened conflict and heightened migration.

The Demaocratic Republic of Congo
Background

The Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) is a vagintny (equivalent in size to Western
Europe) that dominates Central Africa. With an rmeated population of just over 70 million
people, it is Africa’s third most-populous countifne DRC is also among the poorest countries
in the world, ranking last of 187 countries in t8@11 Human Development Index (UNDP
2011). The country has only recently emerged frearly a decade of prolonged conflict, which
lasted roughly from 1996-2004 and was world’s dieatllwar since World War 1l. Though
disputes about the true casualty count remain taeioethe most reliable estimates put it at 5.4
million people (IRC 2009).



Map 1: Democratic Republic of Congo
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There is a dearth of recent demographic data onDIRE, likely due to the difficulties of
conducting research during the years of conflicaddition to the challenging work environment
presented by the DRC even in times of relativeityabAs a result, remarkably little is known
about the current demographic trends or internationigration patterns of the DRC. Even less is
known about internal migration in recent decaddse Tountry’s last census was carried out in
1984 but the data was not made widely availabléhqdigh it is established that severe political
or economic crisis can influence levels, flows awmposition of migrants, there is little
research on to what degree this has happened whthiBRC (Schoumaker, Vause and Mangalu,
2010), particularly considering the size and scopehe conflict and the country’s relative

influence on the entire Central African region.

While true counts remain elusive, there is spemnathat both the civil conflict and economic
turmoil have led to widespread internal migrationtihe past two decades, in addition to the
massive IDP flows parts of the country (Shapiro @athbashe 2001Although this study is not
focused on DRC'’s forced migrants, it seems readertabassume at the outset that the country
may have experienced increased rates of interngdation indirectly caused by the impact or
aftermath of the prolonged war. While many migrahisng times of conflict may not be forced
to flee direct hostilities, they may feel that tHegve no choice but to leave their place of origin
because of concerns for their current or futurd-iveing that would not otherwise have caused
them to consider migrating. Turton’s (2003) applosx the blurred distinction between forced

and unforced migration as a continuum may be mppeagpriate for evaluating migration that is
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an indirect response to violence or economic crieeshe migration which may follow in the
wake of the end of hostilities. While the motivaitsoof individual migrants in this study are not
available, this paper hypothesizes that individuadse more likely to move during or following
severe episodes of insecurity or economic downtAsi.such, takes as its starting point the
theory that many, if not most, of the DRC’s recaternal migrants are closer to forced migrants
than voluntary migrants on the migration continudhey are neither forced migrants nor those

who would likely have migrated in the absence efwfar.

Kinshasa

This study focuses on Kinshasa, the DRC’s capitdl largest city. In the 50 years since the
DRC'’s independence from Belgium, Leopoldville wasnamed Kinshasa and its population is
estimated to have more than quintupled. Accordintpé United Nations, Kinshasa’s population
has doubled in the past 15 years alone, to nearyl®n, and is projected to double again by
2025 and become Africa’s largest urban agglomeratgpassing both Lagos and Cairo
(UNHABITAT 2008). There is, however, substantiakartainty surrounding current and future
estimates of Kinshasa’s population and this le¥elmobiguity is due in large part to uncertainty

of levels of migration to the capital during andldwing the years of conflict.

This war is widely assumed to have increased marab Kinshasa, particularly as Kinshasa
was for the most part spared of any direct fighi{jRgtzel 2008). Furthermore, Kinshasa is not
only the DRC'’s capital and largest city, it is atb@ country’s economic capital, which makes
migration from other parts of the country appealmgoth times of stability as well as upheaval.
Although Shapiro (2004) estimated that the majooityKinshasa’'s growth in the period 1965-
1984 was due to natural growth, recent trendsrirlife decline in the wake of rapid increases in
rates of urban growth suggests that migrants manribote to Kinshasa's continued urban

growth.

Data and Methods

This analysis uses data collected in Kinshasa ffargust-September 2007 by the Migrations
between Africa and Europe (MAFE) project. Althoutite MAFE-Congo project’s primary

focus was to gather information on internationalgmaiion, retrospective information on

migration trajectories was also collected in 998vidual interviews. This information included:
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the individual’s place of birth, timing and locatief each move up to the time of the interview
in Kinshasa, and the individual's employment atyiviistory, as well as socio-demographic
variables (including age, sex, education level,upation, marital status and socio-economic
indicators). This data will allow for an analysiSmigrant characteristics, as well as examining
migrant counts from different provinces and urbarak patterns in migration lifetime migration

among those individuals included in the dataset.

Sampling for the survey was based on that useth®2007 Demographic and Health Survey,
with sample clusters classified according to edtwmaf their prevalence of migration (strong,
medium or weak) and 30 survey clusters were rangoampled from within these three
categories, with the probability proportional t@ithpopulation size. The survey sampling was
particularly difficult given the lack of reliableeosus data, so sampling bias is not an issue that

can be ruled out (Schoumaker, Vause and Mongal)201

Macro-level data used to measure periods of ecan@md political instability are borrowed
from Schoumaker, Vause and Mangalu’s 2010 papechwainalyzed the MAFE-Congo dataset
for international migration tren@isThat study designated the 1990s as “one of thkeda
periods in Congo’s recent economic and politicatdry” (pg. 153). That decade saw declining
economic outcomes during the decade (when GDP proetreased from -6.6% in 1990 to -
14% in 1999), coupled with the outbreak of conffmiowing the Rwandan genocide in 1994.
Data on international migration also suggests tharation from the DRC to Europe was
particularly high during the early part of the déeaFor these reasons, and due to the small
sample size of internal migrants, this paper vwothsider the 1990s as a decade of turmoil during
which migration is theorized to be relatively highther than accounting for specific years of

increased levels of economic or political crisesrfr1970-2007.

The analysis here is largely limited to counts afnations/moves and to descriptive statistics
focused on migrant characteristics. In contra@dboumaker, Vause and Mangalu’s 2010 paper,
which calculated migration rates using all memlzérmterviewed households as the population

at risk of migration, there is no correspondingk rigopulation for retrospective individual

2 Economic conditions were determined using GDP ¢nawate data from the World Development Indicators
(World Bank 2010) and political conditions using thnternal Wars and Failures of Governance, 198872 data
from the Political Instability Task Force (Georgadbn University).
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migration histories. Thus rates of internal migyatcould not correspondingly be calculated and
trends in migration rates could not be analyzegas of this paper as there is no appropriate

comparison group of “non-migrants.”

It is important to note that there are substamttations of missing data on a number of variables
throughout the dataset. Rather than impute misdatg (which seemed inappropriate to do in
most cases, particularly for imputing time-varyiogcupation status), analysis includes only
those individuals for whom data was available speetive variables. In some cases, missing
data restricted the level of analysis. For exampligrations are categorized on an annual basis
only, due to the fact that over one-third of allnties of migration had missing values (and that
assuming that migrations with missing month dateuoed half-way through the interval led to
substantial heaping of moves). Many variables alsotained contradictory information (e.qg.
non-correspondence between two survey questiopsage of birth); the best efforts were made
to resolved such contradictions by re-visiting thama matching as appropriate. Nonetheless, as
a result most of the analyses below contain ongy dhbsets of the original 389 migrants for
which data is not missing.

Variables of interest
Place of birth

Migrants here are defined as individuals born detaf Kinshasa but within the DRC. Those
individuals born in Kinshasa are considered nonramts. Of the 992 individuals surveyed in
Kinshasa in the MAFE-Congo study, 39.2% (n=389)eneorn in other provinces of the DRC.
Migration episodes in this paper are considerdaktthe place of birth as origin and Kinshasa as
the final destination. For the purpose of this gsial and given the lack of information on future
migration intentions, all individuals are considgte be permanent residents of Kinshasa at the

time of the survey.

Age at migration
The MAFE-Congo survey interviewed only individualged 20-60, because it was believed that

individuals younger than twenty were unlikely to dde to make independent decisions about

3 Using DHS data to provide a comparative populatibnon-migrants from other DRC provinces was i
considered but ultimately rejected as the numbenigfants from most provinces (see page 15) werddw to
make appropriate comparisons.
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migration, particularly international migration étfiocus of the MAFE-Congo study). Using this
approach to take personal agency into consideratlten examining the migrant profiles for a
number of variables only individuals aged 15 oreolét the time of their first move were
included. The minimum age was lowered from 20 tobEgause 1) it seems probable that
internal migration decisions could be made at yeuragjes and 2) restricting the analysis of age
at first move for some indicators would too dreatic decrease the sample size. In some cases,
individuals at all ages of migration were examirfied comparative purposes or because there
was no justification for limiting the sample by aafemigration.

City and province of birth

Data was collected on the town/city and provinceigh of respondents. Resident type (urban or
rural) of place of birth was identified for eachgrant, as was the population size at the place of
birth (World Gazeteer 2011). Residence locatioresyat birth were then categorized according
to size using a list of all urban areas and popnawithin the DRC. Places not identified on the
list were classified as rural. As the DRC considerg area with more than 2,000 to be urban, all
other “urban” areas were re-classified accordingize@ in order to take into consideration the

variation of size in urban areas, according tofttlewing categories:

Table 1: Rural and Urban places of birth by popalatategory

Population Category
< 2,000 rural
2,000-10,000 semi-rural
10,000-50,000 semi-urban
50,000 — 150,000 urban
150,000 + major urban

Education
The education variable used was the highest leveéducation attended (not necessarily
completed), categorized in the survey as: no edugaprimary school, secondary school and

higher education. This variable was taken direfttyn the dataset.

Occupation status
Survey respondents were asked to account for Wik or study activities from the age of six
on. In this analysis, the thirteen employment statariables from the survey were combined to

make three new categories: employed (actively wagrkapprenticeship or military service), not
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working (unemployed, without occupation, homemaketjred, long-term illness/disability,
other activities or other) or studying (primary soh secondary school, higher education or

other training).

Birth cohorts

In order to account for age patterns of migratiodividuals who migrated were divided into 10-
year birth cohorts. Thus, birth cohorts are defifd cohorts: those born before 1957 and those
born between 1957-1966, 1967-1976, and 1977-19887(1s the latest recorded year of birth

for a respondent and twenty years before 2007, weMAFE-Congo survey was carried out).

Results
| begin by comparing descriptive statistics of raigs and non-migrants, including education
level, marital status and birth cohort distributetrthe time of the survey.

Table 2: Demographic and socio-economic charattsief migrants and non-migrants

Migration Status

Bornin Migrated to
Characteristics Total Kinshasa Kinshasa p-
value
N (%) n (%) n (%)
Migration status 992 (100%) 603 (60.8%) 389 (39.2%)
Migrant resident type at birth
Rural 45 (11.7%)
semi-rural 19 (4.9%)
semi-urban 79 (20.5%)
Urban 85 (22.1%)
major urban 157 (40.8%)
Education 0.026
no schooling 8 (0.9%) 4(0.7%) 4 (1.1%)
Primary 105 (11.3%) 44 ( 7.8%) 61 (16.7%)
Secondary 657 (71.0%) 437 (77.9%) 220 (60.3%)
superior/university or higher 156 (16.9%) 76 (13.6%) 80 (21.9%)
Marital status (time of survey) 0.000
Married 726 (73.2%) 415 (68.8%) 311 (80.0%)
Cohort 0.000

born before 1957

born 1957-1966

born 1967-1976

born 1977-1987

* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001

23 (4.0%)

92 (15.8%)
217 (37.3%)
250 (43.0%)

73 (19.1%)
92 (24.1%)
118 (31.0%)
99 (25.9%)
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Perhaps the most striking information from thisleéab that of those respondents born outside of
Kinshasa, only 15% were born in areas considered ou semi-rural, while just over 40% were
born in the DRC'’s largest cities and more than 448m cities of 10,000-150,080Although
limited in its generalizability, the place of birtth migrants in this study suggests that migramts t
Kinshasa are not made up primarily of rural-to-uripgigrants but, to the contrary, are primarily
urban-to-urban migrants, with the largest group iognfrom the DRC’s other larges cities. This
pattern could arguably support the theory of stegewnigration —or at least hint at an inter-
generational step-wise migration (Shaw 1975)- framal areas to cities of medium and
subsequently increasingly larger size. What we dibsee in the data is a large proportion of
migrants who hail originally from rural areas, ameét can say that the vast majority of

respondents of this survey who migrated to Kinshesa born in urban, not rural, areas.

We also see that the education level at the timinefsurvey is nearly identical for those who
were born in Kinshasa and those who migrated thdigrants are over-represented in the

younger cohorts and were more likely to be maraiethe time of the survey.

Map 2 and Table 3: Distribution of province of hifor migrants

Province of birth N %
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC
Bas Congo 70 18.0%
A Bandundu 127 32.7%
Equateur 59 15.2%
Province Orientale 14 3.6%
Maniema 8 2.0%
South Kivu 3 0.7%
North Kivu 2 0.5%
Kasai Occidental 30 8.1%
g Kasai Oriental 34 8.8%
"AT*WGAK/'V Katanga 33 8.5%
i Other (unidentified) 8 2.6%
ANGOLA Kubumbashi
0 200 400 km
0 200 400 mi ZAMBIA

* Cities are classified according to their estimgtedulation size in 2011, though both size and rank have been
different at respondents’ times of birth. Howeverthe absence of the 1984 census data, thererigiable and
comprehensive list of Congolese city sizes andgahét could be matched to respondents’ yearsrii. bi
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As Map 2 and Table 3 show, most migrants to Kinaher® from Bandundu, Bas Congo and
Equateur — the three provinces closest to KinstBaadundu and Bas Congo boarder Kinshasa,
while the Congo River (one of the main transpaootatioutes in the DRC) runs through Equateur
province and serves as a major transportation eéobdtween Equateur province and Kinshasa.
The large number of Kinshasa migrants originatirmmf these three provinces may simply
reflect the logistical transportation advantages¢hthree provinces have with regard to traveling

to the capital.

Of note, the two provinces hit hardest by the prgka civil conflict, North and South Kivu, are
birth provinces of only 2 and 3 individuals, regpedly. While this may initially seem to
contradict the idea of conflict as a driver for naigon (forced or voluntary), it is important to
keep in mind that travel to Kinshasa from the edishe DRC is almost prohibitive. With only
2,794 km of paved road in the entire country (CI2), and no road leading from the east to
the west of the country, air travel for all praatipurposes the only way to move from the Kivu
provinces to the west of the country. Given therasthdanguage of the eastern DRC and its
neighboring countries, it is likely that migrantsyynchoose to move within the eastern part of the
country or to neighboring countries, rather thamnating to the linguistically and culturally
different capital out west. The United Nations HiGlommissioner for Refugees (UNHCR)
estimated of the more than 250,000 Congolese refuge neighboring countries in 2007, the
majority were living in countries that border these Uganda, Rwanda, Tanzania and Zambia
(UNHCR 2007). Furthermore, the countries bordetiregDRC’s western provinces —the Central
African Republic, the Republic of Congo and Angadhave also experienced prolonged conflicts
of their own. As a result, it may be that migrafntsn the western provinces are more likely to
move to Kinshasa in times of economic or politicakes, while their counterparts in eastern

provinces may be more likely to migrate to neiglgcountries.
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Table 4: Number of lifetime moves per migrant

Number of
migrations per Total Men Women

individual N % n % n %
1 334 35.1 140 29.2 193 41.0
2 192 20.2 97 20.2 95 20.2
3 165 17.3 87 18.1 78 16.6
4 86 9.0 49 10.2 37 7.9
5 60 6.3 36 7.5 24 5.1
6 42 4.4 26 54 16 34
7 31 3.3 19 4.0 12 2.6
8 22 2.3 14 2.9 8 1.7
9 14 1.5 7 1.5 7 1.5
10 4 0.4 3 0.6 1 0.2
11 2 0.2 2 04 - -

Total migrations 952 100.0 480 100.0 471 100.0

The majority of migrants made less than two mowesnftheir place of birth to Kinshasa.
Women were more likely than men to have moved onige (41% vs. 29%), with only half as

many women as men migrating four or more times.

To investigate the potential relationship of emph@yt status on migration, each migration date
for all individuals was merged with the data onitleenployment status (employed, unemployed
or studying) at the time of the move. Table 5 showes distribution of migrants across these
three categories at each move, as well as the gverge of the migrants at each move. Only
migrations that occurred when individuals were a§bdor older were included, as comparing
individuals who moved as children with their faredi tells us little about any potential

relationship between their employment status argtation at the time.
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Table 5: Employment status at time of migration b migrations occurring after age 15)

Males

% Avg age: % Avg age: % Avg age:

Migration # N
'gration Unemployed unemployed  Studying studying  Employed employed

1 86 28% 21.6 37% 21.6 26% 21.6
2 76 24% 27.1 24% 27.1 33% 27.1
3 77 22% 28.0 12% 28.0 38% 28.0
4 41 22% 29.0 12% 29.0 44% 29.0
5 33 15% 30.6 18% 30.6 39% 30.6
6 25 20% 314 16% 314 40% 314
7 19 11% 325 16% 325 53% 325
8 14 21% 335 14% 335 43% 335
9 7 0% 374 0% 374 57% 374
10 3 0% 39.3 0% 39.3 67% 39.3
11 2 0% 51.0 0% 51.0 50% 51.0
Females
% Avg age: % Avg age: % Avg age:

Migration # N
'gration Unemployed unemployed  Studying  studying  Employed employed

1 103 48% 21.7 13% 21.7 12% 21.7
2 60 30% 24.9 18% 24.9 8% 24.9
3 64 25% 26.8 16% 26.8 19% 26.8
4 31 26% 27.9 16% 27.9 19% 27.9
5 24 25% 30.8 8% 30.8 13% 30.8
6 16 31% 29.6 13% 29.6 6% 29.6
7 12 33% 325 8% 32.5 8% 32.5
8 8 25% 34.1 13% 341 13% 34.1
9 7 29% 39.0 0% 39.0 29% 39.0
10 1 100% 34.0 0% 34.0 0% 34.0
11 0 - - - - - -

At each order of move, a greater proportion of wontean men were unemployed and,
correspondingly, a greater proportion of men warpleyed at each move than were women.
With the exception of those who moved three or fiomes, a greater proportion of men than
women were in school at each move. The fact thatlenmproportions of women were employed
or in school at the time of migration may indicaehigher proportion of marriage-related
migration (for marriage or to join a husband wharated previously) for women. Although the
proportional differences are not always substantiedy do suggest that men and women have

different profiles of educational status duringesrof migration.
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To evaluate cohort effects of migration patterhg, mean age at first migration were compared

across the four cohorts for those whose first ntigmaoccurred after age 15. Dramatic changes

in age at first move or in patterns among countsgfrations would suggest that migrations at

different times were influenced by economic or ficdl shocks rather than more normal age-

patterns of migration. Only first migrations werensidered largely due to the sharp decline in

the sample size after the first move.

Table 6: Mean age at first migration: all ages fomdhose aged 15 and above at first migration

mean age at first migration

mean age at first migration

Birth cohort if aged 15 or older all ages
Total men women Total men Women
Born before 1957 23.9 23.9 24.0 23.2 23.9 22.7
1957-1966 22.9 22.74 23.0 18.8 18.8 18.7
1967-1976 21.9 21.8 21.9 13.2 13.4 13.1
1977-1987 20.3 19.8 20.7 12.2 13.2 11.6

Graph 1 : Age at first migration for those 15, ligtbcohort (both sexes combined)
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Table 6 shows a slight decrease over time in tleza@e age of migration for both men and

women, from nearly 24 years of age at first movetlfi@ oldest cohort to just over 20 for the

youngest (men and women combined), when considenhyg those individuals who were 15
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years or older at the time of their first move. Hwer, the decrease is ages is substantial when
all ages at first migration are considered, droggmom 23 years for the oldest cohort to just
over 12 years for the youngest. While this may méndication of overall increases in migration
since 1967, as a greater proportion of individugdpear to have migrated as children in the
younger cohorts, this could also be an indicatibrecall bias, as those aged 50 and above at the

time of the survey may be less likely to recallimeaccurately recall, childhood migrations.

Table six also shows that age at first migratiosimilar for men and women across the birth
cohorts. In many cases they are nearly identicdh, e largest age difference between men and
women appearing for the youngest cohort when cenisig first migration at all ages. The data
here suggests that there is little age differeintiabetween men and women at the time of their
first move, which in turn suggests similar age-@ai$ of migration for men and women. The
histograms of age at first migration by cohort asiggest that there are similar age patterns of
migration across ages, as the highest count df fiigrations (over age fifteen) in all cohorts

concentrated just before and at age 20, beforeedsitrg with age.

Lastly, the total count of migrations per year wegraphed in order to see if there were any sharp
increases or decreases in the number of migratmodsring the most sever periods of economic
and political crises. Here, the 1990s are the rae@a of interest. Although certain years during
this decade saw heightened levels of conflict orexdyastic economic decline, the difficulty of
disentangling these effects, coupled with the fheat these “shocks” were not felt uniformly
throughout the country, makes it difficult to gesleze this across the population.

Graph 2: Count of migrations by year
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Graph 2 seems to indicate both periods of height@m@eases and decreases in annual counts of
migration among the survey respondents. The 1ag94,9in particular, appear to show sharp
climbs and falls in annual migration counts. Gitkat the war is generally considered to have
started sometime between 1994-1996 and that somiheoffiercest years of fighting and
increased levels of economic insecurity coincidtéhhis period, this graph could be interpreted
to suggest that migration levels were particuladiatile due to both the political and economic

crises of the time.

Graph 3: Migration counts 1970-2007 by birth cohort
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When these moves are evaluated at the cohort lbgelever, the numbers seem less striking.
While there appears to be an increase in the nuofb@oves during the late 1990s among the
younger cohorts, we do not see corresponding sjiikdse two older cohorts. If the migrations
were in fact due primarily to “shocks” of war, weowd expect to see a noticeable increase
across all ages. We do note that the spike in 19@&rticularly high among the two youngest
cohorts, which could suggest that this year samdnease in migrations due to violence or in
response to rapid economic deterioration. Howetlez, fact that this includes less than 60
individual moves makes this purely speculative.hegtit seems that this data hints at but does

not strongly suggest that migrations in the 1996savishock” response migrations.
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Discussion and Conclusion

While acknowledging that the sample size is toolkara not adequately representative, there
are nonetheless a number of interesting findings fthe analysis of the migrant histories of the
389 lifetime migrants to Kinshasa interviewed irD20First, when we examine the geographic
origins of migrants we see that the overwhelmingomtg of these migrants were born in cities,
not in rural areas of the country as one might ekxgé&/en DRC'’s increasingly rapid rates of
urbanization in recent decades (United Nations Rdipm Division 2011) Likewise, the
majority of migrants were born in the three proesalosest to (or most easily accessible in
terms of transportation) Kinshasa, suggesting pladiterns of migration to the city are heavily

influenced by geographic proximity.

Examination of age patterns of migration using ¢swf age at first migration by birth cohort
show similar age patterns of first migration, wilie highest count for all cohorts around age 20
for all cohorts and then declining into the 30se Hpike in migrations in 1998 is seen only for
the two youngest cohorts. We also see similar petten terms of age at first move by gender
across cohorts, with men on average only abouarglder than women.

There are differences in of occupation status el @aove for men and women, although we do
not know if these differences are a reflection iffiedences at the population level for Congolese
men and women or if they reflect differences in prefile of male and female migrants.
However, we also see that migrants had similar &t levels as did long-term Kinshasa
residents at the time of survey. Whether this iaidis that those with higher education levels are
more likely to migrate or whether migrants beconmeneducated after arriving in Kinshasa is
unclear at this point. What is clear is that at tinee of the survey, the education profiles of

migrants and non-migrants were very similar.

When the counts of all migrations by all cohorte graphed over the period of 1970-2007, a
series of spikes in the 1990s, which coincide il most volatile years of economic decline
and conflict, are noticeable. However, an examimatif the counts for the same period by birth
cohort reveals that the same spikes are seen onthé two younger cohorts. Were migrations
in this year heavily influenced by economic or dimhf‘'shocks”, we would expect to see the
same level of variation (but not necessarily theesaounts, as people tend to migrate less s they
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get older) across all cohorts. That we do not ssiggiat higher counts and higher variation in
migration in the late 1990s is not primarily inpesse to the political crises, at least not among

all age groups.

Without more comprehensive data, however, we aralle to draw any statistically significant
conclusions about either the migrant profiles cgirttpropensity to migrate during times of
economic or political turmoil. While the MAFE-Conglataset provides an interesting look at the
profiles of migrants to Kinshasa over the pastyforéars, using the dataset for analysis of
internal migration is largely limited to descripgivstatistics of 389 internal migrants.
Unfortunately, there is little this data set or #malysis can add to the literature on migration in
response to economic or political “shocks”. It ddeswever, provide a first look at the profiles
of some recent migrants to Kinshasa, a group atbith we know very little. Clearly, more
research on internal migration in the DRC is soregded and it is hoped that further research
into this area will provide the data necessary &asure recent internal migration trends and
patterns in the DRC.
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