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RURAL-TO-URBAN LABOUR MIGRATION : A TABULATION OF
THE RESPONSES TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE USED IN THE
MIGRATION SURVEY

By Henry Remple
John Harris and
Michael Todaro,

In December of 1968 some 1,100 men who had moved %o one
of Kenya's eight largest urban centers after January 1, 1964
and were still resident there were interviewed as a part of
a study of rural-urban labour migration. A copy of the
questionnaire used in the survey plus further documentation
of the sampling procedure utilized are included in a previous
paper, "Rural-to-Urban Labour Migration; An Interim Report"
Nairobi: Institute for Development Studies, Staff Paper No.
39, August, 1969.

The primary purpose of the survey was to obtain income
and employment information on rural-urban migrants to enable
testing of several hypotheses on rural-urban migration and
urban unemployment. Research on this aspect of the study is
continuing at present. In addition to the questions needed
to collect the income and employment data, the questionnaire
included questions with reference to the personal character-
istics of the individual migrants, their motivations for
migration, the nature of the information flows available
to the migrants, their use cof certain émenities and their
opinions on several issues related to migration and urban
unemployment. The purpose of this paper is to make available
to the many people interested in this study the nature of
the responses to these latter questions. This section does
not contain extensive analysis of the responses, but rather,
makes the data available to others while we continue to carry
out our analysis.

The format of this paper is basically similar throughout
the paper. The central aspect is the numerous tables which
present the frequency count of the various responses to each
question. All of these tables include a cross-tabulation

between twe or three variables, the most common being the

cross-tabulation between the eight urban centers in which
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the migrants were interviewed and the various responses to any

one question. In most of the tables the eight columns represent
the eight urban centers. <In such a table, by reading down the
first column, the reader can determine the frequency count for
each response of the question as given by the migrants currently
resident in Nairobi. Similarly, by reading across the page in
any one row the reader can determine the number in each urban
center who have chosen a particular response to a question. For

a number of the tables, percentages of the column totals have

been calculated. These percentages appear enclosed in parentheses
immediately beneath the frequency count number in each cell of

the table. 1In the few cases where the percentages are calculated
on the basis of row totals this is indicated beneath the table.
For many of the tables a third dimension, called a level, has

been tabulated. The two most common levels are age and education.
In these cases the first table in a set provides a cross-tabulation
for the total sample. The next two tables provide a separate

cross-tabulation for each of two age groups, 15 to 22 years and

2% to 60 years, within the sample. The following two tables
provide a similar sub-set of cross-tabulations for the two levels
of educational attainment within the sample. These two groups
are the men who have completed a maximum of primary education
versus the men who have completed more than primary education.
By comparing these five tables it is possible to gain some
indication whether age and education are significant determinants
of the way the men answered the wvarious questions.

In addition, for a number of the sets of tables, we have
provided the associated chi-square values. These associated
statistics are provided in a table form in which the first
column lists the relevant degrees of freedom, the second column
contains the chi-square computed from the frequency counts while
the third column indicates the probability that a chi-square of
the size given in the second column could have arisenr due to
chance or due to sampling variations. For example, a probability
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value of .05 indicates there are five chances out of one-hundred that the
difference between the observed frequency counts and the expected frequency
counts could have arisen due to chance. (An illustration of how to use the
chi-square values in interpreting the results in the tables is given in
Appendix A,) A minimum condition for validity in a chi-square test is to
have at least five observations in each cell. To achieve this result it
was necessary to group together some of the columns and rows. In all of
the tables the urban centers were grouped to include Kisumu, Nakuru and
Lldoret in one group and Thika, Nanyuki and Nyeri in another group.
Therefore, a test relating to columns is a comparison between Nairobi versus
Mombasa versus the three urban centers in Western Kenya versus the three
urban centers in €entral Kenya. The nature of the grouping of rews used
for any one test is indicated on the table of associated statistics.

1. The Personal Characteristics of the Migrants.

In this first section of the paper we present the available information
on the type of migrant included in our sample. In table 1.0 we indicate
the distribution of the province of birth for the migrants in each of the
eight urban centers. It is to be noted here that "urban center" includes
the eight urban centers. Thus, for example, a person born in Nyeri town
will be included in the category '"urban center" and not in "Central"
Province., ©Since there were some 30 migrants who were born in Uganda or
Tanzania some of the tables have a category "Uganda Tanzania" even though
these are not a province in Kenya. One immediate observation from Table
1.0 is that most migration tends to be towards the major urban center of
a particular province. However, it is interesting to note that although
30 percent of Nairobi migrants come from Nyanza and Western Provinces,
there were no sampled migrants from Central Province in Kisumu,

Table 2 is a set of tables with reference to the age distribution of
the migrants. In table 2.2 and 2.3 the sample is broken down into the
two educational levels to indicate the age distribution within an
educational level in each of the eight urban centers. Similarly, tables
2.5 and 2.6 indicate the age distribution within each educational level
for each of the provincial birthplaces. In all cases, it is evident that

the 20-24 age bracket is disproportionately large compared to the others.
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When it is also realized that well over 65% of all migrants are under 24
years of age, the incipient school leaver problem in Kenya is strongly
underlined,

In table 3,0 the distribution of the marital status ef the migrants
in each of the eight urban centers is indicated. For the married men two
categories are given to separate the men who have a wife living in the
urban center from the men whose wives are resident outside of the urban
center. We note that 60 percent of all married men have wives resident
outside the urban areas while over half of all migrants were single.

The remaining tables in this section present the levels of educational
attainment of the migrants. Table 4 is a set of tables indicating the
distribution of the highest number of years of formal schooling completed
by the migrants., In tables 4.2 and 4.3 this distribution of educational
attainment is broken down into the number in each urban center within
each age level while in tables 4.5 and 4,6 the same information is
provided for each province of birth within each age level., This infor-
mation is supplemented by table 5.0 which indicates the proportion of
the men who have completed primary education and who have passed KPE.as
well, Table 7 includes the part of the sample which has completed more
than primary education and indicates the distribution of the type of
secondary school attended by the migrants in each urban center within
each age level. An attempt was made to determine the proportion of
these migrants who had completed KJSE. This was rather unsuccessful
in that many interviewers failed to check the appropriate answer for
this question. We coded all of these non-responses as '"not passed KJSE"
but we are not certain about the validity of this decision and we attach
very limited significance to the breakdown between "passed KJSE" and
"'not passed KJSE", The validity of the totals for each of the three
types of secondary schools is not affected by the KJSE problem. Finally,
in table 7 we indicate the distribution of the degrees and certificates
ebtained by the migrants., This information is broken dowm into the

eight urban centers within each of the age and the education levels.
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In summarizing this information on the personal characteristics of
the migrants we note first that table 1.0 rclating "province of birth"
and "urban center" is presented as migration flows. This is true in a
general sense but it need not follow that the migrant was resident in
his province of birth just prior to the migration under consideration
in this study. To keep this possible distinction in mind is especially
relevant in section 3 of this paper when we consider why a person left
his previous home to migrate to an urban center.

In the tables dealing with the variable age we note from the chi-
square value for table 2.4 that there is no basis for rejecting the
hypothesis that age and province of birth are independent of each other.
From table 2.1 we note some evidefice for a possible relationship between
age and the urban center in which the migrants are resident nnw although
this evidence is very weak since the probability of realizing a chi=-
square of this magnitude on the basis of chance or sampling variations
is as high as one out of ten. Ta the extent there is any relationship
it would appear Kisumu, Nanyuki and Nyeri have a disproportionate
number of older men (ages 23 to 60 years) while Thika has a dispropor-
tionate number of younger men (ages 15 to 22 years). Age here is
defined as the age of the migrant in the year he migrated to the urban
center. With reference to Kisumu, Nanyuki and Nyeri we note as well
that they draw their migrants predominantely from.the immediaterpro¥ince
in which these urban centers are Ioca"cedn “Furthermore table 3.0
indicates significant variation in the marital status of the migrants
between the eight urban center. The major deviations are a high
proportion of the men in Mombasa who are single, a low proportion of
the men in Mombasa whose wives are also resident in Mombasa, a low
proportion of the men in Nanyuki who are single, a high proportion of
the men in Nanyuki whose wives are resident in Nanyuki, a high
proportion of the men in Kisumu whose wives are resident in Kisumu, a
low proportion of the men in Nyeri whose wives are resident in Nyeri
and a high proportion of the men in Nyeri whose wives arc resident

outside of Nyeri.
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With reference to education the two education groups, no formal
education to completed primary education versus having completed some
secondary education, appear to be related in some manner to both the
province of birth and the urban center of current residence., A
disproportionately high number of men from Nyanza and Central Province
have some secondary education while Eastern and Coast Province provide
a low proportion of men with some secondary education. On the receiving

end Nairobi and Nyeri have a disportinate number of men with some
secondary education while Mombasa and Nanyuki are disproportionately
low in this category. The significant deviation with reference to the
primary education group is Mombasa which receives a disportionately
high number of men in this category. From table 7 we note that Nairobi
receives an above average proportion of men who have obtained at least
one eertificate or degree. For the men whe have completed primary
education there is signifieant variation between urban eenters on the
proportion of the men who have passed KPE, Nairobi, Kisumu, Thika,
Nanyuki and Nyeri have an above average number of completions while
Mombasa, Nakuru and Eldoret rank below average.
2 Some Personal Characteristics of the Fathers of the Migrants,

Toward the end of our guestionnaire several gquestions were included
with reference to the Migrant's father., We include here some information
on the father's education, the nature of his employment and the amount
of land he possesses. Table 8.8 provides a cross-tabulation between
formal schooling completed by the migrant and formal schooling completed
by the migrant's father. The row "other", which contains more than
80 per cent of the observations, is somewhat difficult to interpret.

In terms of the way the question was worded and coded "other" could
mean the father had no formal schooling, the migrant did not know how
much formal schooling his father had completed, or the father is not
living and so this question is not relevant, Table 9 is a set,
indicating the. distribution of the nature of the father's employment
for the. migrants in each urban center within each age and education
level. The two employment categories are "has a business of his own'"
and "employed for wages". The category "other'" would include the
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migrants who have no father (approximately half of the "other" total)
plus the fathers who are farmers or unemployed. Table 10 is also a set
cf tables which relates land qwnership of the father to land ownership
by the migrant. In table 10.2 we indicate the extent of the over-lapping
between the two categories, where the migrant indicated he had a shamba
which was in fact his father's shamba at the time of the interview. In
this table the row "the question is not applicable' includes the cases
where the migrant has no land, the migrant's father has no land or the
migrant does. not have a father. Table 11,0 indicates the distribution
of land ownership by the migrant within each urban center while table
12,0 provides the same information for the migrant's father., Fer table
11.0 it is necessary to keep in mind that for the 254 who ovn 1 to 5
acres some 15 per cent of these shambas are still held by the father
while some 40 per cent of the 117 shambas greater than five acres are
still being held by the father.,

In summary, some 39 per cent indicate their father is not living.,
Most of. the fathers appear not to have formal education and there is
some indication of a relationship between the father's cducation and the
likelihood of his son having at least some secondary ecducation,
Approximately 17 per cent of the fathers are employed for wages or have
2 business of their own. If a migrant is young he seems more likely to
have a father who is employed or self-employed. In contrast, a larger
percentage of the men who have some secondary education have an
employed or self-employed father than is the casc for the men with less
education. Some 50 per cent of the fathers have land. In contrast,
two-thirds of the migrants do not have land and 31 per cent do not
appear to have any prospect of inheriting land. The variation in land
ownership by the migrants between urban centers is statistically
significant. Most of the variation is ccntered on Kisumu where a
relatively low proportion of the men have no land which mezans a
disproportionately high number have 1 to 5 acres or 6 acres or more,
Other deviations are Mombasa which is above average in the 1 to 5 acre
category while Nyeri is above &verage in the no land category and

Nairobi is below averag< in the 6 acres or mors categorye. A similar
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pattern exists for the fathers of the migrants plus Nairobi is above
average in "no land"ys Thika is below average on "1 to 5 acres” and
Eldoret is above average on "6 acres er more'.

e The Migration Process.

In this section we indicate the nature of the employment of the
migrants prior to their migration, the reasons why they left their
previous home, the reasons why they chose to move to a particular urban
center, the sources of information about the urban center, and the
methods used by the respondents to obtain their first job in ‘the urban
center. In table 13 we relate thc nature of employment prior to
migration and the province of birth. Again, it is necessary to Keep in
mind that the employment prior to migration need not Have éccurred 'in
the province of birth. The concentration of observations in a few cells
in table 13,5 made it difficult to calculate chi-squarc values for the
education levels., In table 14 we present the migration flows of the men
involved in cach employment category.

In tablcs 15 to 18 the distributions relevant to question 6 are
presented. The question asks the respondent why he decided to leave his
previous home. To facilitate the recording of answers a list of possible
answers was included in the questionnaire but these were not-read to the
respondent. The "other'" category was used to include the responses which
did not correspond with any of the answers listed. The key for the row

numbers in the tables is:

0 = no response

1 = T could not find work where I was living before

2 = Land was not available so I had to-go out to find work
3 = I was transferred by my employer -

4 = TI could not get into school in my home area

5 = I could not get my child into school there

6 = Schools were of very low standard there

7 = Phere were no dancing places, cinemas, etc., there

8 = Others

In question 7 the rcspondent was asked why he chose the particular

teuter to which he migrated. As in question 6 a checklist- of
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possible answers was included but these were not read to the responednt.

The key for the row number for tables 19 to 21 is:

©

1

7
8

no responsec

that was the place where I had the best chance of finding
work.

there are goed schools here
there are opportunities here to get into school

wanted the opportunities for social life (dancing, cinemas,
etc.,) available here.

I was transferred here by my employer
I have relatives (friends) here
Others, except option 8

It was the place closest to home.

In question 8 the respondent was presented with a set of possible

sources of information about the urban center to which he migrated and

he was asked to rank in order the threce most important sources of

information about job possibilities, income, and living conditions in

the urban center, The relevant distributions are included in tables

22 to 25.

Since the dominant sources of information were family members

and friends we present in table 25 the distribution of second and third

choice responses for the respondents who indicated family members or

friends in

0

7
8

their first choice. The key for these tables is:

no response
newspapers

radio

The Labour Exchange
family members
friends

School teacher
Career Counsellor

Cthers

In table 26 the responses to question 19 are tabulated. In this

question the respondent was ascked how he went about finding his first

job in the urban center., The options included in the questionnaire

were not presented to the respondent.
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The row number key is:

blank

1

2

oy N

oo

i

a friend or family member helped me get a job

I answered an advertisement in the newspaper
Through the Labour Exchange

I heard of jobs through the radio

I heard from others of a job opening so I applied
Other .

He came to start a business

No response

He is unemployed.
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’*“*“*“"*I:OW“MIGRATION“*Fqug“-

Provarecial | o URBALL CENTER - - - ¢ .’ E _
Birthplace
of ’
Migrants | Naircbi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
Urban
Center 12 5 6 0 4 1 0 28
(3.2) (2.0)  (4.6) - (1.9) (4.9) (2.0) (2.7)
Tyanza 56 37 85 15 10 22 2 4 231
(15.0) (14.6) (65.9) (22.7) (19.2) (27.2) (4.1) (4.7) | (21.2)
Western 55 39 34 15 26 5 2 1 174
(14.8)_ (15.4)._(26.4)_(22.7) (50.0) (6.2) (4.1)_ (1.2) | (16.3)
Rift 12 0 3 13 4 0 5 2 " 39
velley 1 (3.2) - (2.3) (19.7) (7.7) - (10.2) (2.4) | (3.6)
Central 161 23 0 18 5 34 30 74 345
(43.2)  (9.0) - (27.3) (9.6) (42.0) (61.2) (88.1) | (31.7)
Fastern 63 66 1 2 0 15 9 3 159
(16.9) (26.0) - (.8) :(3.1) - (18.5) (18.4) (3.6) | (14.6)
Goast 4 70 0 0 2 0 0 0 76
(1.6) (27.5) (3-9). (7.0)
Uganda and
Tanzania 10 14 0 3 4 1 0 0 32
I (2.7)  (5.5) - (4.5) (7.7 (1.2 - - (2.9)
i
!
i
Totals | 573 254 129 56 52 81 49 84 1088
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241 The age distribution of the migrants within each urban center.

URBAN CENTER

Age \ Nairebi Membasa Kisumu Nekuru Elderet Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
15 te 19| 87 65 33 18 14 21 6 257
20 t0 24| 163 - 94 - e 3T 25 .20 .. 16— .. 38 .|..438
25 te 29 55 52 24 8 7 10 11 18 185~
30 to 34| 29 17 15 9 3 3 2 13 86
35 to 39| 21 11 8 4 3 1 5 | 1 54
40 to 49 13 9 8 3 4 0 - 6 - 4 47
50 te €0, 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 5
Totals = 371 248 125 67 . 52 g1 46 82 | 1072
hi-sguare: .

Columns - eight urban centers

Rows - two . age categories, 15 to 22 and 23 to 260 years
Degrees of freedom - 7

Chi-sguare - — 13,555

Probability - .10
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2.2“‘"The*age4distr1bution"within cach urban-center of the-men who have

completed primary educatiori or less,

URBAN CENTER

Age Naircbi MNMombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thike Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
15 te 19 61 53 26 16 10 14 5 10 195
20 to 24 78 71 26 19 16 25 14 14 - 263
25 to 29 40 46 17 7 -4 9 10 16 149
30 te 34 - 28 15 14 T / 2 '*““'é“ 6 73
35 to 39  20- 11 8 4 3 5 Sl 53
40 to 49 12 8 7 1 4 0 6 4 42
50 to €0 3 0 0 0 1 - 1 0 0] 5
Totals 242 205 98 54 41 . 52 42 51 735

2.3  The age digjpibudion within each urben center of the men whe have

completed more - than primery education.

URBAN CENTER

Age Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Fanyuki Nyeri Totals
15 to 19 26 12. 7 2 4 7 1 3 62
20 to 24 85 23 11 6 4 20 2 24 175
254029 15 6 7 1. .3 1.2 3
30 to 34 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 0 6
35.f; 39 R 1 0 0 0 0 0 C 0 1
40 to 49 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 5
50 to 60 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0

Totals 129 43 27 13 11 29 4 29 285
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2. 4. The age distribution of the migrants within each province of birth,

© " "Province of 'Rirth

— A e as

Nyanza Western V;Tlh:v Ceiitral Eastern Coast "8 """ Totals

Age Centar Tanz.

15 to 19 50 41 2 75 41 24 9 256
20 to 24 10 94 73 14 153 55 26 12 .437
25 to 29 6 39 27 9 56 33 12 3 135
30 to 34 1 16 18 7 23 19 5 4 wo
35 to 39 0 13 8 o 18 10 3 i 53
40 to 49 > 10 9 0 14 = 5 1 47
50 to 60 0 1 1 1 2 0

Totals 28 225 177 28 344 156 75 30 ° 1049

e s v > >+ S o S S s - = S = T e o M A e o ot M v e A e e e S e e M T = = imm mm v T = = = e AR v S = —— — e ———— — " — ——— — o ——
T L N S L S I T L o o S T o S S S S S o S - o o L o L I oS I o oS o o S ST T oo o I oo ==—

Chi-square:
Columns - & columns in the iable,
Rows - two age groups, 15 to 22 years and 23 to 50 years.
Degrees of freedom - .. 7. .
Chi-sgquare - 3. 305,

I robability - . 90
b

2.5, The age distribution within each province of birth of the men who have

completed primary education or less,

Frovince of Birth

Age g:i?:l- Nyanza Western Vglilf;:y Ceantral Eastern Coast U%zzczl:a Totals
15 to 19 5 34 31 7 590 37 23 7 194
0 to 24 5 59 45 & 683 45 21 11 262
to 29 ) 28 23 5 44 28 11 3 149
30 to.34 1 15 17 2 g 5 g e
35 to 39 0 13 7 16 10 3 1 52
40 to 49 o 6 & 0 14 5 5 1 42
50 to 60 0 1 1 1 2 0 5
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2.6 The age distribution within each province of birth of the men who
have completed more than primary education.
Province of Birth
Urban Rift ™ Uganda ~
Age Center Nyanza Western Valiey Central Easiern Coast Tanz. Totals
15 to 19 3 16 i0 1 25 4 . 1 z t2
20 to 24 R 35 287 5 + L5 12 5 1 175
25 to 2% o 11 4 ° 12 5 1 0 25
20 to 34 3] 2 1 0 2 1 D 1 o
25 to 39 D 0 1 3 o 4] 5 0 1
49 to 49 0 4 1 ) ] u 0 3 ¥
5o to 60 ) 9 ks 0 0 3 0 0
Totals C 69 AR 13 124 20 7 4 257
3.8 DBreakdown of the sample by marital status.
I“arital status '
1
Urban Married and wife Married and wife
Center Sinele resident in urban resident outside Total
g ceater - of urban center orals
Nairobi 194 77 100 371
Mombasa 149 31 71 251
Kisumu 53 4G s 34 127
Nakuru 40 11 16 67
Eldoret 26 12, 16 52
Thika 49 13 19 81
Nanyuki 12 17 20 49
Nyeri 45 5 32 "2
Totzals 568 205 308 1981
Chi-square

Columns - three, as in the table.

Rows =--eight,-as.in the table.... ..

Degrees of freedom -~ 14,

Chi-square - 50,887
Probakility - . 001
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4.1 Level of educational attaimment of the migrants
Urban Center
Education Nairobi Mombasa Xisumu Nalkuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
No formal - 40 39 15 11 16 4 5 6 136
schooling | (10.8)  (15.5) {(11.6) (7.55 (30.8) (5.0} (10.0) (7.6)|(12.7)
Standard 1 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 o | 5
(+3) (-8) (1.5) (-5}
2 11 9 3 0 0 2 27
( 3-9) (3.6)  (2.3) (1.9) (2.0) (2.5 (2.5)
3 10 13 11 , 2 3 4 45
() (5.2) (8.5 (1.6) (1.9) (2.5) (6.0) (5.1 (4.2)
4 23 22 12 T 4 2 4 82
(7.5) (s.8) (9.3) (1.1  (5.8) (5.0) (4.0) ¢5.1)| {7.6)
5 22 19 10 4 3 2 63
(5-9) (.5)  (7.8) (6.3) (1.9) (3.7 (4.0) (2.5 (5.9)
6 16 21 8 3 9 2 65
(43)  (8.4) (6.2) (1.6) ((9.6) ((3.7) (18.0) (2.5)] (6.0)
7 61 42 13 20 3 1219 179
(16.4)  (16.7)  (10.1) (31.7) (5.8) (11.3) (24.0) (24.0) (16.6)
8 56 44 28 10 11 27 11 13 | 200
(15.1}y  {17.5) (21 (15.9) (21.2) (33.8) (22.0y (16.5)((18.6)
Form 1 11 9 6 4 11 3 1 46
(3.0  (3.6) (4.68) (1.6) (7.7} (13.8) (6.0) (1.3)] (4.3)
2 23 14 8 , 8 0 4 61
(6.2)  (5.6) (6.2) (3.2} (3.8} (10.0) (5.1 (5.7)
3 7 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 13
(1.9)  (1.6) (2:5) (1.2)
4 76 o 12 “M1-. .6 B e T 2 19 138
(20.5)  (4.8) (8.5 (9.5 (9.6) (B.T) ¢4-0) (24.0)(12.8]}
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
(1.3 1)
6 9 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 14
(2-4) (.4)  (1.6) (2.5 (1.3)
Totals 371 251 129 63 52 80 . 50 79 {1075

Chi - square:

Columns - eight urban centers
Rows - two education groups, Primary versus
secondary education

Degrees of freedom ~ 7

Chi - square
Probability

- 45,306
- ,001
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2,2 TLevel of educational attainment of the migrants who arc ages 15

to 22 years.

Urban Center

Education Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru.ﬁidoret Thika Nanyuki_"ﬁgggz Totals
No formal 5 8 5 4 7 o 0 o %%
schooling (2.5) (5.0) (8.3) (11.1) (23.4) (3.7) (5.9) (5.9)
Standard 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
(0.5)  (0.7) (0.4)
; 2 5 "3 0 0 0 11
; (2.5)  (2.2)  (1.7) (3.3) (3.0) | (2.0)
3 502 5 0 oF 0 14
(1.0)  (3.7) (8.3) (1.9)  (5.9) (2.5)
4 13 5 2 2 o} 27
(6.5)  (3.7) (3.3) (5.6) (6.7) (3.8) (2.9) (4.8)
5 4 6 4 2 20
(2.0)  (4.5) (6.7) (5.6) (3.3) (1.9) (5.9) (2.9) (3.5)
6 3 8 0 4 2 0 26
(4.0) (5.0) (5.0) (13.3)  (3.8) (5.9) (2.6)
7 38 32 17 3 7 9 119
(19.1) (23.9) (11.7) (47.2) (10.0) (11.3) (41.1) (26.5) | (21.1)
8. 35 %2 17 5 ‘ 16 5 119
' (17.6) (23.9) (28.3) (13.8) (20.0) (30.2) (29.4) (8.9) | (»1.1)
Form 1 9 8 3 9 1 35
(2.5) (5.0) (5.0) (2.8) (10.0) (17.0) (5.9) (2.9) (6.2)
2 19 12 6 7 0" 48
’ (9.6) (9.0) (10.0) (2.8) (6.7) (13.2) © (2.9) (8.5)
3 4 4 0 0 0 0 10
(2.0)  (3.0) (3.3) - - (1.8)
4 53 9 6 4 12 91
(26.7) (6.7) (10.0) (11.1) (3.3) (9.4) (5.9) (35.3) | (16.2)
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ’
(2.9) (0.2)
6 0 0 0 0 - 7
(1.5)  (0.7)  (1.7) (5.9) (1.2)
Totals 199 134 60 36 30 . 5% 17 . 34 56%
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Tevel of educational attaimment of the migrants who are ages

23 o 60-years.

URBAI CENTER

RPaneation Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Naluru Fldoret Thilza Nanyuki Nyeri ! Totals
No formal
study 35 29 9 7 9 2 5 3 99
(21) (26) (14) (26) (42) (7 (17) (7) (20.0)
Standard 1 0 - 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 3
(1) (3) (.6)
2 6 6 2 0 0 0 1 1 16
(3) (5) (3) (3) (2) (3.2)
3 7 7 6 1 1 1 2 4 29
(4) (6) (9). (5) (5 (4) (7) (9) (549)
4 15 17 8 5 1. 2 2 3 53
(9) (15 (12)  (18) (%) (7 (7) (n | (0.7
5 18 11 6 2 0 2 1 1 2
(10)  (10) (9) (7 (7) (3) (2) | (2a3)
6 7 12 5 1 1 1 8 2 37
()  (11) (8) (4) (5) (4) (29) (%) (7.5)
7 22 10 5 3 0 3 4 10 57
(13) (9) (&)  (11) (1) (14 (23) | (11.9)
3 21 12 11 5 5 11 4 10 79
(12) (11) (17), (18) (22) (42) (14) (23) | (16.0)
Torm ' 1 2 1 3 0 1 2 1 0 10
(1) (1) (5) (5) (7) (3) (2.0)
2 4 2 - 0 1 0 3 13
(2) (2) (3) (4) (4) (7) (2.7)
3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(1) . (447)
4 23 3 5 ) 4 2 1 7 47
(17 (3) (8) (7) (1) (M (3) (16) | (9+5)
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
(3) (1) (1.4)
Totals 169 111 é5 27 22 27 29 VI LT



- 19 -

4.4, The distributionrof educational attainment of the migrants by
Province of Birth, o
Province of Birth
Educaticn]gzi‘?:r Nvanza Western Vilfcfy Central Eastern Coast U,rgifia Totals
No.formal
education 4 18 24 7 30 34 il 7 138
Standard 1 0 1 1 0 Rt 3 o 0 5
2 0 2 4 o - 7 9 z ” 27
° 1 S 3 9 9 8 44
4 1 17 1 1 22 16 10 4 32
5 2 15 1 0 15 11 2 4 62
b 9 3 i7 16 7 3 55
7 5 33 25 & 68 21 16 3 179
& 5 58 34 7 25 16 3 200
Form 1 0 14 ( 2 20 2 1 0 46
2 Z 17 15 1 15 4 Z 2 61
3 ¥ 2 2 0 7 0 2 0 13
4 ) 25 17 6 6& 12 2 z 138
E 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 1
6 o 3 1 1 7 2 0 14
Yotals 29 2¢4 174 29 339 159 76 32 1872

Chi-square:
Columns - urban center and eacn of six provinces,
The column Tiganda/Tanzania has been omitted.
Rows - two education groups, primary versus secondary.
Tegrees of freedom - 7.
Chi-square ~ 45,138

Trobability - . 801
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4,5, The distribution of educational attainment within each province

of birth of the men who are ages 15 to 22 years,

Province of Birth

Education g:};?:r Nyanza Western éiif]‘.tey Central Eastern Coast UTg:;Iia Totals
No formal
education 1 2 it} 0 7 5 3 4 3
Standard 1 0 0 0 -0 0 2 0 0 Z
2 D i 2 ‘0 1 5 ¢ 2 il
3 0 3 3 1 2 4 1 0 14
4 1 3 4 0 ) 6 3 2 27
‘ 5 1 4 4 0 2 7 1 1 20
6 0 4 4 1 7 3 5 < 256
7 4 16 16 6 42 19. 12 3 120
2 1 37 24 3 26 1 10 2 119
Form 1 0 10 5 1 17 1 1 0 .35
2 2 13 12 1 12 4 2 2 48
3 0 1 0 5 Q 2 0 10
4 4 15 10 5 50 5 1 1 91
5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
5 0 1 c 4 1 -0 0 7
Totals 14 114 95 -8 183 79 41 19 563
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4.6 The distribution of educational attainment within each province of

birth of the men who are ages 23 to 60 years.

_Ezovince of___Birth

Educsztion g:zi?:r Nyanza Western VRa'il'fltey Central Eastern Coast tTjgzzfla Totzals
No formal
education 3 13 16 7 22 27 G 3 99
Standard1l 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 3
2 0 2 0 6 4 2 1 16
3 0 5 5 2 7 5 4 0 28
4 e 12 13 1 14 4 7 2 53
5 1 12 S 0 13 3 1 3 41
5 3 5 3 2 10 13 1 0 37
7 1 14 9 2 25 2 4 0 57
() 4 21 10 3 .24 10 6 1 79
Form 1 0 4 - "2 . 2 1 0 0 10
2 9 4 3 0 6 0 0 o | 13
3 e 0 0 2 0 0 0 3
| 4 2 10 7 1 1S 7 1 1 47
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 1 3 1 0 0
Totzals 14 105 79 20 152 7C 34 11 493

B b e i et s e el e e d
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-~ KPE performance of he migrants who . have
‘completed primary . education

Urban Center
KPE performance | Nairobi  Mombasa Kisumu Wekuru Eldoret Thika Nanyulki Nyeri | Total
Have not
completed
KPE
Standard 7 24 29 3 8 3 6 7 4 3
Standard - 3 10 13 4 6 4 o3 1 2 4
Totals 34 42 12 14 7 9 -8 6 132
(29.3) (48.8) < (30.0) (46.7) (50.0) (25.0) ((34.8) (19.4)(35.1)
Have
passed
XPE
Standard 7 36 13 4 12 0 3 5 14 87
Standard 8 46 31 24 4 7 .24 10 11 157
Totals 82 44 28 16 7 27 15 25 244‘
(70.7) ¢51.2)  £70.0) £53.3) (50.0) (75.0) £65.2) (80.6)|{64.9)
Totals 116 86 40 30 14 36 23 31 376

Chi - square:

Columns - eight, as in table

Rows - two totals,; have not completed
KPE and HAVE passed KPE

Degrees of freedom - 7

Chi - square — 22,477
Probability -,01
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6.1 ....The type .of. segcondary school attended..
URBAN CENTER
Type of
Secondary
School |WNairobi Mombasa KXisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri lotals
Gevernment "~ T
aided -
Passed KJSE 14 1 6 1 0 3 5 30
(11.2) (2.3) (22.2) (12.5) - (10.0) (17.8) | (10.8)
Not. passed
KJISE 68 17 7 5 5 7 1 11 12T
(54.4) - (38.6) ©  (25.9) (62.5) (45.4) (23.3) (16.7) (39.3) | (43.3)
Harambee
- Passed 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 5
KJISE 3,2) (3.6) | (1.8)
- not passed
KJSE | 9 4 4 2 3 5 1 4
(7.2) (9.1) (14.9) (25.0) (27.3)  (16.6) (16.7) (14.3) ((11.5)
Private
- passed 3 2 3 13
KJSE
JOE (2.4)  (4.5)  (11.1) (13.3) (3.6) | (4.7)
- net passed
KJISE - 27 20 Z 0 3 11 4 6 8
(21.6)  (45.5) (25 9) (27.3) (36.6) (66.6)  (21.4) [(27.9)
Tetals 125 44 30 6 28 279
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642 The type of secondary school:attended by the migrants who are ages

15 to 22 years.

URBAN CENTER

..Type of
Secondary

Sehool | Neirobi Mombasa Kisumu Fakuru FEFldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
. 4

Government
aided - 10 0 - 4 1. 0 3 o . 4 22

Passed KJISE (11.2) (25.0) (20.0) (12.5) (22.2) | (11.1)

- not passed

KISE 47 14 3 3 1 4 1 6 79
(52.8) (37.8) (18.7) (60.0) (66.7) (1647) (33.3) © (33.3) | (39.9)

Harambee -
passed 3 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 3

KJSE . (5.4) (1.5)

- not passed

KISE I 4 4 1 3 4.1 4 29
(9.0)  (10.8) (25.0) (20.0) (50.0) (16.7) (33.3) (22.2) | (14.6)

Private -
passed 3 2 2 0 0 . 3 0. 1 11
KJSE . '
(3.4)  (5.4) (12.5) (12.5) (5.6) | (5.6)
- not passed '
KJSE .18 17 3 0 . 10 1 3 54
(20.2) (46.0)  (18.8) (33.3) (41.6) (33.3)  (16.7) |(27.3)

Totals 89 37 16 5 6 24 3 18 198
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6.3 The type of secondary school attended by the migrants who are
ages 23 o 60 years.
URBAN CENTER
Type of
Secondary
_..School |[Nairebi Mombasa Kisumu HNakuru Eldoret Thika ~Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
Government
aided - 4 1 2 0 0 ¢ o 1 8
Passed KJSE (11.3) (14.2) (18.2) _ _ - - (10.0) | (10.0)
- not passed
KJSE 21 3 4 2 4 3 o 5 42
(58.3) (42.9) (36.4) (66.7) . (80.0) (50.0) . - (50.0)
Harambee
- passed 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
KJSE (2.8) (10.0) | (2.5)
- not passed
KJSE 1 C o i 0 1 0 0 3
(2.8) 3343) (16.7) (3.7)
Private -
passed ! o
KISE 0 o] 1 0 0 1 0 e
(9.0) (16.7) (2.5)
- not passed _ _
KJSE 9 3 4 23
(25.0) (42.9) (36.4) (20.0)  (16.6) (100.0) (30.0) | (28.8)
Tetals 36 T 11 10 80
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7.1 Additional training completed by the migrants,

URBAI CENTER
Degrees and,
Certifi- i
cates
cbtained  !Wairsbi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Eldoret Thika  Nanyuki Nyeri otals

P4 teasher
training 1 O

P3 :teacher
training 2

Trade Test

Certificate 3 10 30
P2 Teacher

training 4 .4

GCE, O Level 5] T1 16 116
Pl Teacher

training 6 § 0

GCE, A Tevel 7 1 11

3 Teacher
training 8

University
Degree 9

None 0 206 2352 110 52 47 65 46 52 810.
No response T4 11 T 106
R
Totals 374 2
4 129 67 52 81 50 1091



7.2 Additional training completed by the migrants who are ages
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15 to 22 years,

Urban Center

iR —_——= - —— P e =T e—a=T

rd
0 vt
o o =] = ‘qd) N
Degrees and 'g —‘é g 5 M g a "
Certificates g o @ = ° A = S
. .t..obtained .| 2z . = ¢ Z %) = Z Z Totals
P4 Teacher
Training 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢
‘P3 Teacher
; Training 2 0 2 0 0 ) 0 0 0 2
Trade Test
Certificate 3 5 1 3 1 0 4 0 3 17
P2 Teacher
i Training 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
GCE, O
Level 5 50 6 2 3 1 5 1 9 77
P1 Teacher
Training 6 0 0 0 0 n 0 0 0 0
GCE, A
Level 7 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 o
- S Teacher
Training & 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
' University ~.
Degree 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
None 9 111 118 52 29 29 42 15 17 413
No response 31 6 2 4 0 1 1 5 50
Totals 200 134 &0 37 32 53 17 36 567
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who are ages 23 to 60 years

Uﬁban Center

Ngirobi HMombasa Kisunu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanuki Hyeri

28

Total

P4teacher training 1 0 0 o) 1 0 0. 0 "0 1
P_teacher training .2 1 0 1, 0 .0 2. 0 0 4
Trade . test Ceizii; 3 5 o - 3 5 0 0 0 3 13
Pzteacher trai#ing 4 3 0 2, 0 1 0 0 Qs OV 5
G.C.E. O Levelé 5 21 1 1 1 4 3§ 1T .71 39
P, teacher traiming 6 0o 0 o 0 0 o;f 0o -0 2
G.C.E. A Level 7 5 0 O ¢ ; O 0 0 0 5
S teacher training "8 .0 0 03 0 - 0 0 0. 0 0
University Degree O 1 0 : 1 -0 -0 o O 0.0 0 2
None 0 93 108 55 23 18 23 27 33 380

o response 42 5 o 3 0o o 1 3 |65
Totals 171 114 65 30 22 28 29 46 1505
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T4 Additional training completed by the migrants

who have completed primary education or less.

Degrees and Urban Center
Certificates obtained | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri |Totals
P4teacher training 1 0 o) 0 1 0 0 0. G 1
P:teacher training 2 1 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 6
Trade test Ce§22£; 3 8 0 5 3 0 0 0 5 0%
Pzteacher training 4 1 0 A 0 0. 0 0 0 2
G.C.E. O Level 5 0 0 0 0 0 -2 0 0] 2
P1‘teacher training 6 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 0 0
G.C.E. A Level T o 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0] 0
S teacher training 8 0 0 0 0 o o o0 0 0
University Degree 9 0] 0 o 6) 0 0 0 0 o)
None 0 169 203 93 43 41 45 43 42 1679
No response 66 6 2 7 0 1 2 5 89
Totals 245 211 102 54 41 52 45 52 802
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7.5 Additional training completed by the migrants
who have completed more than primary education

Degrees and Urban Center
Certificates obtained | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyerij Totals
P . teacher training 1 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0
P3 teacher training 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
trade test cerﬁif— 0 0 1 7
icate
P2 teacher training 4 0 0 0 -0
G.C.E., O Level 5 71 -5 15 114
P1 teacher training 6 0 0 0 0
G.C.E. A Level 7 7 0 0 0 0 2 11
S Teacher training 8 0 0 0 0~ 0
University Degree 9 1 0 e 0 0]
None 0 37 29 17 20 10 1131
No response 8 0 "0 17
Totals 129 43 27 13 11 29 32 1289




8.0 Cross-tabulation of the education of the migrants

and the education of their fathers.
Education of the Migrant
Education o
of *the e@uca» Standard Forms I
fathers: tion i1 2 3 4 5 6 71 9~10 ll—l4i Totals
- _' ]
Standard 1 O 00 0 1 0 1 1 7
R S S — .__.»_“_i ~18
-3 1 © 0 2 4 0 311 8 11 40
4 0] o o 1 1 2 221 13 31 71
5 1 6 0 0 0 0 o0 7 2 6 16
6 1 o 0 1 1 1 121 10 19 55
e 0 o..1 0.1 0.0 5 3 10
81 1 O 01 0 0 4 2 8 17
i s
Form 1, 0 0 0 00 0 0 O 0 0 0
2. 0. Q O o0 0 0 0 1 - .1
3 0 6 0 0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 ] 0]
4 0 0O 0 0 0 0O 0 O 1 2 3
5 0 O 0 0 O 0O 0O O 0 0 o]
6 0 O 0 0O 0O O 0 1 o] 0] 1
Other 1130 5 26 40 73 57 58 302 66 93 350
Totals 136 182 | 1091

5 27 45 82 63 65 379!"107
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9.1 The nature of the employment of the fathers of the migrants.

URBAN CENTER

Employ-

ment - Nairobl Mombasa Kisumu HNakuru'~Eldoret ~Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
Has a

business of

his own -1 T I s 2 Y 5 3 f 8
Empleyed

Tor wages 45 . .24 4 9. 3 14 4 8 111
Other 200 219 113 54 42 : 62 4% 69 502
Tetals 374 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 1091

9.2 The nature of employment of the fathers of the migrants who are ages
15 te 22 years,
URBAN CENTER

Empley-

ment - Nairobi Membasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Hanyuki Nyeri Totals
Has a

business of

his- own 20 9 6 3 6 2 2 5 53
- Employed

Trr wages 35 22 3 7 2 11 3 6 89
Qther 145 103 51 27 122 40 12 25 425
Totals 200 134 60 37 30 53 17 36 567
9.3 The nature of employment of the fathers of the migrants who are ages
23 to 60 yesrs.
UREBAN CENTER

Employ-

ment Nairebi Mombasa Kisumu Hakuru Eldoret Thike  Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
Hag a

business of

his own S 2 6 1 1 3 1 2 25
Tmployed

for wages 10 2 1 2 1 3 1 2 22
Other 152 110 58 27 20 22 27 42 458
Totals 171 114 65 30 22 28 29 46 505
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9.4 The nature of the employment of the fathers of the migrants who have

completed primary education or less.

URBAN CENTER

Employ-

ment---- - Nairobi - Mombasa  -Kisumui- Naluru --Elderet ---Phika ---Hanyuki - Nyerd.. -Totals
Has a

business

of his own 12 7 6 3 5 5 2 3 43
Employed

for wages 17 18 2 9 1 5 4 2 58
Other 216 186 94 42 35 42 39 47 701
Totals 245 211 102 54 41 52 45 52 802

completed more than primary education.

JURBAN CENTER

9.5 The nature of employment of the fathers of the migrants who have

Enploy—
ment Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
Has a
business
of his own 17 4 6 1 2 0 1 4 55
Employed _
for wages 28 6 2 0 2 9 0 6 53
Other 84 33 19. 1z 7 20 4 22 z201
Totals 129 43 27 13 11 29 5 32 289

10.1 The amount of land owned by the migrant and by his father.

Migrant
Migrant!s Father Owns no Owns 1 to Owns more
Tand 5 acres than 6 acres Totals

Has no father 244 122 62 428
Owns no land 97 . T 0 104
Owns 1 to 5 acres 185 . 80 8 273
Owns more than 6 acres 194 45 47 286
Totals 720 254 117 1091



- 34 -

10.2 Is your shamba the same shemba as your father!s shamba?
Migrant
Owns no Owns 1 %o Ovns more
Response land 5 acres than 6 acres Totals
The question 1s not
applicable 720 129 61 910
Yes, father owns 1
to 5 acres 0 37 2 3G
Yes, father owns
more than 6 acres 0 17 25 42
No, father owns
1 to 5 acres 0 43 6 49
No, father owns more .
than 6 acres 0 28 23 51
Totals 720 QB4 . 117 1091

11.0 The amount ofaland owned by the migrants in each urban center,
URBAN _ CENTER .

Acres Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru BEldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyerdi Totals

0 oA T 1s1 T T4l a9 T T 36 “pr T ag Y g 790
(74.3)  (59.4) (31.8) (73.1) (69.2) (70.4) (76.0) (83.3) (66.0)

1to5 72 79 51 11 12 16 7 6 254
(19.3)  (31.1) (39.5) (16.4) (23.1) (19.7) (14.0) (7.2) (23.3)

6 or more 24 24 37 7 4 8 5 8 117
(6.4) —-(945) - {28.7) - (10.5)-- (7.7) - (9.9) --€10+0}—={9.5)- (10.7)

Totals 374 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 1091

Chi-square:

Columns - eight urban centers

Rows - three as given above

Degrees of freedom - 14

Probability

- 001
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12.0 The amount of Rural land owned by the fathers of the migrants

IN each urban center:

Acres Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Tot-
coakres A obL ! asa Alsiau hagulrll LIGOLet 4 Hyyss 2 als

No father
or a fat- 198 118 49 < 30 40. 36 39 532

her with (52.9) (46.4) (38.0) (44.8) (42 3) (49.4) (72.0) (46.4)(48.8
no land

1-5 92 70 38 18 9 18 . 2 26 273
(24.6) (27. 6) (29. 5) (26.9) (17.3) (22.2) (4 0) (31.0)(25.0;

6 or more B84 66 42 19 - 19 286
(22.5) (26.0) (32.5) (28.3) (4o 4) (28. 4) (24 o) (22.6)(26,2

- Totals | 374 254 129 - 67 52 81 50 84 1091

Chi-square:

Columns - as above, except Nanyuki and Nyeri were
combined into one column.

Bows - as above

Degrees of freedom - 12
Chi-square - 22.671

Probability - .05
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NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT PRIOR TO MIGRATION

NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT

Provincial
Birthplace In Employed Self- Farming Employed Unemployed | Totals
of School for wages Employed Parttime

Migrant

Urban Center 12 6 1 4 3 5 29
Nyanza 113 35 11 38 8 26 231
Western | 7k 33 b 37 5 2k 177
Rift

Valley 21 6 3 1 2 6 39
Central 187 50 12 33 11 51 zh4
Eastern 63 7 Lh 7 14 158
Coast 38 11 SR S A 5 6
Uganda

and 7 10 Iy 6 . 1 32
Tanzania

:
Totals 515 174 45 180 39 - 133 , 108
!
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13.2 NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT PRIOR TO MIGRATION FOR
THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGES 15 TO 22 YEARS
" NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT
Provincial S
Birthplace In Employed ~Self-  Farming - Employed Unemployed [Totals
of School for. Wages: Employcd Partine Coye

Migrant :

Urban.Center| ....10. .. - .0 .0 0 2 1k
Nyanza 8L 11 2. 7 1 9 1154
Western 60 7 2 13 1 13 | 96
Rift- - oo

Valley 16 0 1 0 0 1 18
Contral. - . | 1Lk 13 1 10 .. 1 16 | 185
Eastern L2 < 8 1 17 3 7 78
Coast 30 2 1 i 1 '3 51
Uganda - - . -

and 7 b4 1 2 1 Ly 19
Tanzania
Total 393 R 9 53 8 55 565

13.3 NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT PRICR TO MIGRATION
.FOR THF. MTGRANTS WHO ARE AGES 23-60 YEARS
NATURE OF - EMPLOYMENT
Provincial SR
Birthplace In Employed Self- Farming Employed Unemployed | Totals
of School for Wages EIEmployed Partime Totals

Migrant
Urban Center 2 L 1 L 2 1 14
Nyanza 26 23 9. 29 7 17 111
Western 14 26 2 24 b 11 81
Rift
Valley L 6 2 1 2 5 20
Central L3 26 11 22 10 32 154
Eastern 19 15 6 26 L 7 77
Coast 7 9 2 13 1 2 3l
Uganda

and 0 5 2 0 0 11
Tanzania

Totals 115 124 35 123 20 75 502
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Associated Statistics for Tables 13,1, 12.2 and 13,3

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-square
freedom value

No row column interaction: 9 30419 .001
No row-lcvel interaction 3 226,62 .001
No column-level interaction 3 0.83 .90
No row-column-level interaction 9 15,28 .10
Complete independence 2k 272,92 .001
Row-golumn indcpendence within a level | 18 Ls, Ly .001
Row-level indepondence within a column | 12 241,90 .001
Column-level independence within a row 12 16,11 «20
Row-golumn independence from levels 15 k2,73 ;001
;;;-level independence from columns 21 46,30 .01
Column-level independence from rows : 21 i; 272409 .001

Columns - Nyanza, Western and Rift Valley, . =

Central, Eastern and Coast,

Rows - In school, employed for wages, self employed or

Farming, unemployed or employcd part-time.

Levels - Age, 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.
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13,4 NATURE OF EHPLOYMENTwPRIOﬁlTO MIGRATION FOR THE
MIGRANTZ WHC HAVE COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LESS
NATURE OF  EMPLOYMENT
Provincial
Birthpleace In Employed Self- Farming Employed Unemployed| Totals
of School for VWages Employed, Parttime

Migrants’ P

Urban Center| - 4 -6 ER b 3 6 21
Nyanza 68 22 11 33 6 22 162
Hestoern 37 28 4 37 3 23 132
Rift _

Valley 11 6 3 1 2 0 6 29
Central 83 La. ‘12 29 11 43 218
Eastcrn L3 23 b bl 7 14 1328
Coast 31 11 . 3 17 2 5 69
Uganda . ‘

and 5 9: L 5 1 b 28
Tanzania

Totals 282 T Uhs Ths 170 - 25 120 - | 797

13.5 NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT PRIOR TO MIGRATIGN FOR THE
MIGRANTS WHC HAVE COMPLETED MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION
NATURE OF EMPLOYMENT
Provincial
Birthplace In Employed Self- Farming Employed Unemployed, Totals
of School for VWages Employed Parttimec T

Migrants

Urban Center 8 0 [ 0 0 0 8
Nyanza 4g 13 0 5 2 L 69
Western 37 5 0 e 2 1 L5
Rift

Valley 10 0 e 0 o) 0 10
Central 104 10 0 k4 0 8 126
Eastern 20 ] ] 0 ] 0 20
Coast 7 [ ] 0 0 o o] 7
Uganda

and

Tanzania 2 1 0 1 0 0 L
Totzls 233 29 0 10 b 13 289




- 40 -
14,1 MIGRATION FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
WERE IN SCHOOL PRICR TO MIGRATION

URBAN CENTER

Birt%place Nairobi|Mombasa| Kisumu [Nekuru |Eldoret| Thika |[Nanyuki|Nyeri, Totals
Migrants

Uzban Center 6 2 3 ol 0 1 0 0 12
Nyanza 33 13 Lo 6. 6 12 2 1 113
Western 29 21 5 8 8 2 1 0 74
Rift

Valley 8 S 1 6 2 e O b e 21
Central 103 10 0 Ge 1 2L 10 31 187
Eastern 28 22 0 1 ¢ 7 3 2 63
Coast 3 34 0 0 1 0 0 © 0 38
Uganda

and 3 4.3 & 0 S S ° 0 7
Tanzania '

Totals 213 105 L9 29 19 L6 20 3h 515
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14,2 MIGRATICN FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO WERE
EMPLOYED FOR WAGES PRIOR TO
MIGRATION
URBAN CENTER
Provincial
Birthplace Nairobi|Mombasa|Kisumu|Nakuru [Eldoret| Thika [Nanyuki |Nyeri | Totals
of
Migrants
Urban Cente: 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 6
Nyanza 12 "2 15 2 o 3 , O 1 35
Western 11 v 7 2 3 1 1 -1 33
Rift. |
Valley 2 0 1 3 0 0 5] 0 6
‘Central 17 6 e 2 b b 5 15 50
Eastern 11 7 0 1 0 3 (0] 1 23
Coast 1 10 0. 0 0 o) 0 0 11
Uganda N z
and 5 b3 0 1 a IO IR 0o 16 ---
Tanzania
TPotals -~ - 60 36 2k 11 6 12 7 18 174




- 42 -

14,32 MIGRATION FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
WERE FARMERS PRIOR TO MIGRATION,
URBAN CENTER
Provincial
Birthplace Nairobij Mombasa |Kisumu|NakurujEldoret| Thikai Nanyuki [Nyeri | Totals
of

Migrants
Urban Center 1 1 2 0 0 0 o} 0 b
Nyanza b 7 18 3 2 _ 0 1 38
Western 6 G v 14 ! 3 8 1 0 0 37
Rift
Valley 0 0 0 1 0 0 o) 0 1
Central 13 . b 0 1 3 L 2 6 33
Eastern 12 25 ] 0 Oa L 3 0 Ly
Coast 0o 16 0 0 1 0 0 0 17
Uganda

and 1 2 0 1 2 0 0 0 6
Tanzania

Totals. 37 62 7 | 16 12 5 7 180

I
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14,4 MIGRATICN FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
WERE SELF-EMPLCYED PRIOR TO MIGRATION

URBAN CLNTER

— }
Provincial
Birthplace. |[Nairobi !Mombasa. Kisumu|Nokuru|Eldoret. Thika|NanyukilNyeri | Totals
of | .
Migrants
Urban Centerk 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 i 1
Nyanza oy L 3 1 1 1 0 0 11
Western 2 O ] -1 o 0 a 0 ! L
l |
Rift ~
Valley 0 I 0 l 1 | 1 0 0 ! 0 1 3
| -
Central 5 ‘ 0 0 1 0 1 3 2 E 127
Fastern . 1 : 1 0 ] 0 0 0] ? 7
: |
Coast 0 3 0 0 O 0 0 o | 3
Uganda.
and 0 3 (] 0 0 1 o (] b
Tanzania
Totals 9 15 5 L 2 4 3 3 k5
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14,5 MIGRATION FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO WERE
EMPLOYEZD ON A PART TIME BASIS PRIOR
TO MIGRATION
. URBAN_CENTER
Provincial !
Birthplace Nairobi [Mombasa IKisumu [Nakuru [Eldoret |Thika |Nanyuki|Nyeri | Totals
of
Migrants
Urban Center 3 0 0 0 i 0 ¢ 0 3
Nyanza. 1 4 1 0 . 2 o 0 8
Western 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 5
Rift
Valley 1 0] 0 0 0] 0 0 2
Central 6 1 % 0 0 1 3 11
Eastern 2 L e 0 0 1 0 7
Coast 0 2 o 0 0 0 0] 2.
® j .
Uganda j
and l ..~O O ——— O O e Q"" O . ..1 .
Tanzania :
Totals g1k 11 B -1 ) 2.3 39
1
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14,6 MIGRATICN FLOWS OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
WERE UNEMPLOYED PRIOR TO MIGRATION.
URBAN - CENTER
Provincial
Birthplace Nairobi |Mombasa |Kisumu |Nakuru [Eldoret |Thika [Nanyuki |Nyecri Totals
of , f
Migrants
v ]

Urban Center 1 1, 0 C 0 1 0 o) 3
Nyanza 5 7 8 3 1 1 o 1 26
Western 7 - b~ 6 - 2 - 5 o) o] 0 2L
Rift
Valley 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 1 6
Central 2 0 6 0 1 9 16 51
Eastern 9 2 0O- | O- 0. 1 2 0 1k
Coast 0 5 0 0 0 © (O 0 5
Uganda

and 0 3 1 0 0 0 . 0 L
Tanzania !

Totals; - Lo 24 14 14 7 L 12 18 133
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15.1 THE PRIMARY REASON FOR LEAVING THZIR
PREVIOUS LOCATION
URBAN CENTER
i ) l | o
Response | NairobijMombasa Kisumu|Nakuru Eldoret|Thika VanyukiBNyeri iTotals
| o
. | R
1 276 211 107 59 .. 58 45 | 77 i 875
(7h,4) | (84,1) (84.3) (88.1)1(80.8) (71.6)i(91.8)'(92.8)(80.9)
2 20 b ol 2 ' 2 |5 §~ 0 0 33
T(5.h) | (1.6) 11(3.0)  (3.8) | (6.2) - (3.1 |
| | .
3 1 0 0 0 o I o 3 5 !
(03) - - ; (2.1) (3.6)' (05) I
b 26 7 L 2 3 3 i 0 0 i 45 i
(6.9) | (2.8) (3.1) (3.0) (5.8) <3.7>i: - (k.3)
5 l 1 v 1 ! 0 o} o} o} 0 2
(03) (.8)i : - ; - - i (02)
6 1 0 0 0 i- 0 ! 2 0 0 | 3
(03) - - - bl r (2.5) - - | (03)
|
7 1 0 0 o ‘ 0 0 2
! .
(.3 - - l (1.2) . - -
8 4o 29 15 ' L 12 3 3 116
(12.1) | (11.5) ’(11.8% (5;9); (9.6) " (14.,8) (6:1) (3.6)5(10.7)
c—— ¢ E i
Totals 371 | 251 127 ce § 52 81 L9 | 83 1081
i |
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15.2 THE PRIMARY REASCN CF THE RESPONDINTS
WHO AR AGES 15 TC 22 YEARS FOR
EAVING PREZVIOUS HOME TO MIGRATE TO
AN URBAN CENTER.

URBAN CENTERS

Response | Nairobi|Mombasa KisumuINakuru Eldoret [Thika kanyukilNyeri Totals
- ; i '
1 147 ! 110 ho | 32- 2L 39 14 ! 3L Lhg
(74.3)  (83.3) (8%.,0) (85.5) (80,0) (73.64 (82.3%) (9k,4) (79.9)
2 L 1 .0 0 0 2 | 0 0 8
. \
(2.0)‘ (08) - - (5.7) - - (l.l'l')
i
3 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
|
L 23 6 4 2 3 3 0 0 41
(11.6) (k.5) (6.8)| (5.4)[(10,0) (5.7) [ (7.3)
5 o ! 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
- (1.7) - - - - (.2)
|
6 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 i
(.5) - | - (3.7% )
7 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 b2
(.5) ! - (1.9] - - oo
o
8 22 15 5 3 i 3 5 3 2 58
(11.1) | (11.5) | (€.5)) (8,1)1(10.0) | (9.4] (17.7), (5.6)[(10.32)
. . . 1
| Totals - -198 132 (..59 | 37 | 30 | 53 17 | 36 | 562
| . l | L
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15.3 THE PRIMARY REASON OF THE RESPONDENTS
WEO ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YE{RS FOR LSAVING
THEIR HOME AREA TO MIGRATE TO AN URBAN
CENTER.
URBAN CENTER
F f
Response Nairobi |Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru|Eldoret!Thika INanyuki 'Wyeri [fotals \
_ B i i %
o 126 . 98. | 55 .| 27 | 18 19 | 28 412
(74:1) | (86.7) {(85.9) |(90.0) (81.8) (67.9% (100,00 (91.1)] (82.4) §
|
| | ‘ g
2 16 3 o . 2 .- 2 2 o 0 o
(9.8) | . - 6. (9.1) | (7.1) - (5.0) |
]
3 1 0 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 3 L
(.6) - - - - - - 6.7) .8 |
4 3 0 . o, .0 -0 0 0 L
(1.8) (.9) - - - - - - (.8)
5 1. 0 - 0 - 0 0 . 0. o . 0 1
! (.6 - - - - - - (.2)
6 0 - 0. o .. 0 . 0. "0 . 0 0 0
_ ! |
I
. b)
7 0 - 0 0. 0. O. 0. | O N
| R
| |
8 23", I 11. 9 . 1 2 7 0] 1 54
o (13.5) ' (9.7) K1k.1) | (3.3) (9.1) [(25.0) [(2.2>' (10.8)
Totals 170 113 64 20 22 28 28 _} Ls 500
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Associated Statistics for Tables 15.1, 15.2 and 15.3

Hypothesis Degrees , Calculated Probability
of .. Chi-squarc
freedom | value

w
No row-column interaction 3 9.28 .05 Agj
No row-level intcraction 1 9.56 .01
No column-level interaction 3 0,44 .95

!

No row-column-level interaction 3 0.12 «99
Complete independence 10 19.39 .05
Row-column independence within a level 6 I 9.39 .20 a
Row-level independence within a column L 9.68 .05
Column~-level .independence within :a row 10.56 .99
Row-column independence from levels 7 - . 10,11 .20
Row-lcvel independence from columns 9 % 9.83 .50 |

i

?
Column~-level independencce from rows 7 . - 18.95 .01 i

|

Columns =

Threce Central Urban Centers:
Rows - 1-3, 4-8

Levels -

Nairobi, Mombasa, Thrce Wester Urban Centers,

Age 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.
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15.4 THE PRIMARY REASON FOR LEAVING THEIR
PREVIOUS LOCATION As GIVEN BY THE
" RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE PRIMARY EDUCATION
OR LESS.
URBAN CENTTR
— —— _ | — o
Response Nairobi {Mombasa Kisumu|Mokuru!Eldoret!Thika Vanyuki Nyeri iTotals
i i {
1 183 176 90 33 40 l 4o 49 658
(75.3) | (84,6) |(88,2) (87,0) €80.5) (76.9) (90.9) (9k.2) (82.7)
2 18 | 3 0 2 2 2 0 0 27
(7.8) 1 (1.5) (3.7)  (4.9) (3.9) (3.4)
3 1 0 0 0 0 0. 1 5
C(WB) - (2.3)! (5.8} (.6)
L 11 L 3 1 2 1 .0 0 22
(4.5) (1.9) | (2.9 (1.9)} (4.9) (1.9)l - (2.8)
_ 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
(1) (1.0) (+2)
& 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
- - (1.9) - - (1)
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 29 25 8 L b 8 3 0 81
(12,0) (12,0) (7.9) (7.8)] (9.7) (15.4a (6.8) (10.2)
]
Totals ol 208 102 54 B | 52 l b 52 796
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15.5 THE PRIMARY REASON FOR LEAVING THEIR
PREVIOUS LOCATION AS GIVEN BY THE RESPONDENTS
WHO HAVE COMPLETGD MORE THAN PRIMARY
EDUCATION
URBAN CINTE
| - | | !
; Response Nairobi, Mombasa Kisumu; Nakuru Eldoroﬁ Thika|Nanyuki Nyeri ‘Totals i
|
| . B
93 35 17 12 9 18 5 28 | 217
! (72.7) | (81.4) | (68.8)] (92.3) (81.8)i (62,1) (100.0; (90.31 (76.,1)1
! l
| 2 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 6 I
(1.5) (2.3) - (10.4p - (2.1)
I
3 0 o e 0 0 0 0 0 E o |
- - !
.k 3 1 1 1 2 0 0 23
'i (11.7)" (7.0) i (4.0) (7.7) (9.1)| (6.9)] =~ - (8.1)
| i
5 0 0 0 0 ! [ 0 )
| |
| |
6 1 0 0 0 | 0 1 o) 0 2
] .
i (.8) - - CRY - - (.7) |
} |
% 7 1 . s 0 0 1 0 o 1 2 |
: . ‘ [
&) - . - G | | )
. | l ‘ | |
b 16 7 0 1, kil oo 3 35
! (12.5)  (9.3) ' (28.0) - | (9.1)1(13.8) - (9.7) (12.3)
I l !
| Totals 128 43 25 13 11 29 | 5 31 l 285 |
i } }
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Associated Stﬁtisficé for
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-9 . ' .
Tables 15.1, 15.4 and 1

- s

5.5
. i I [
Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-scuare
freedom value |
No row-column interaction 3 9.02 .05
No row-level interaction 1 11.10 . 001
No column-lcvel interaction 3 31.51 ° . 001.
[
No row=column-level interaction 3 2.17 «70
Complete independence 10 53.8¢ ,001
Row=column independence within ajlevel 6 11,19 «10
Row=lcvel independence within a column b 13.27 .02
i
Column-lecvel independence within a row 6 33,68 . 001
3] ' 8
Row-column independence from levels 7 Lh, 78" . 001
Row-level independence from columns 9 42,70 .001
Columnflevel independence from rows ] 7 22429 .01
. & |

T

Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Benters
Three. Central Urban Centers.

Rows . = 1=3, 48

Levels - Education, primary versus secondary.
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16.1 DISTRIBUTICN OF FTIRST CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 6 OF THE RESPONDENTS
BORN IN NYANZA PROVINCE.

URBAN CENTER

Response [Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals

1 Lo 32 69 14 8 18 2 3 195
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l 0
4 2 1 L 0 2 1 0 o) 10
5 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
6 | 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
8 5 L 9 1 0 2 0 1 22

Totals 56 . 37 83 15 10 22 2 L 229
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16,2 DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 6 OF THE RESFONDTNTS
BORN IN WESTERN PROVINCE
URDAN CINTER

I
Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals

1 33 gl 15 22 L 1 0 147
2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0
3 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 1 1
L 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
,16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0
g 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o | o
8 I 9 3 3 0 2 0 1 o | 18
B
Totals | 5k 38 3k 15 26 5 2 1 175
16,3 DISTRIBUTICK OF FIRST CHCOICE RESPONSLES
TO QUESTICN 6 OF THE RESPCNDENTS
BORN IN TAL RIFT VALLEY PROVINCES
URBAN CLNTLR
Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Zldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
1 8 0 3 11 b 0 5 2 33
2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
3 0 0 0 0 @ 0 0 0 l 0
4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 o | 1
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 3 0 0 0 0 ® 0 0 3
Totals | 11 0 3 13 L 0 5 2 38
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16,4 DISTRIBUTION. OF FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES
TC QUESTICN 6 OF THE RESPONDENTS

BOEN IN CENTRAL PROVINCE.

URBAN CENTLER

Responsc Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
1 112 17 0 13 3 24 26 69 264 |
2 17 2 0 1 0 _ 0 0 23 |
‘ i
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 % 3
|
b 16 0 0 1 1 1 0 o | 19
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o |
i
6 o) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
7 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2
8 14 3 0 3 1 L 2 2 29 |
Totals 160 22 0 18 5 3L 29 7% 341
1645 DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES
70 QUESTICN 6 OF THE RESPONDENTS
BORN IN EASTERN PROVINCE
URBAN CENTER
Responses Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri , Totals
1 L7 61 0 2 0 12 9 3 134
2 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
b 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
8 9 5 1 0 0 2 0 0 17
Totals 63 66 1 2 0 15 9 3 159
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DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHCICE RESPONSES
TO QUSSTION 6 OF THE RESPONDINTS
BORN IN COAST PROVINCE

URBAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals

1 3 54 0 0 1 0 0 0 58

2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

3 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

4 0 b 0 0 0 0 0 0 L4

5 0 0, 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0

6 4 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ! 0

8 1 9 0 0 1 0 0 0 11
Totals 4 69 0 0 2 0 0 0 75




17.1 DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 6

URBAN CENTER

Response | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri [Totals

0 248 197 79 51 4 51 48 80 795
1 20 - 8 7. 3. 2 5. o . 0 56
2 Lz 12 15 8 b 12 1 1 96

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

L 6 7 0 2 0 L ] c 19

5 0 L 1 (] 0 0 0 0 5

6 5 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 7

5 2 ) 0 2 0 O 0 9

8 35 7 21 25 i3 2 . 8 e 0 ol
Totals 372 251 128 67 52 81 4o 82 1082
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17.2 DISTRIBUTION COF THE SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES
70 QUESTION 6 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
ARE AGES 15 TO 22 YEARS
URBAN CENTER
i T
Response | Neirobil|Mombasaz|Kisumu|Nakuruj Eldoret! Thika NanyukiiNyeri Totals
| = —
o 143 107 | Lk 28 25 1 29 17 36 ' 429
{ (71.9) I(81.1) (74.6)  (75.7)] €83.3) | (5h.7) (100) | (100) | (76,2)
I' I I I
1 | 10 2 1 2 3 o} i o} 21
(500) | (1.5) (5.1) (2.7) (6.7) (5.7: - i - (307) ]
] % . . l
2 17 . 4 3 2. ! 8 , C | () 28
(8.5) | (3.0) | (5.1)1(1088) (6.7) i (15.1] , | (6.8)
3 o} 0 0 o o} 0 - 0
s
L 5 6 2 - 03 L ¢ 0 0 17
(205) . (L"o 6) . T (504) - (705‘ L= - (30 .) _‘
i
5 0 0 . o 0 . 0 0 .
| - -
| |
6 5 i o ! 1 0 0 1, o© 0 i
(2.5) . - ] (1.6) - (1.9] - - (1.2)
E
7 3 2 5 0 0 1 of o ° 6
(1.5) (1.5) - (3.3) - - I (1.1) |
| l '
8 16 i 11 8 I 2 | o i 8 0 0 45
| ! | i |
| (8.1) | (8.3) 1 (13.6)] (5.14) ' (15.1 - o0
———— | r
\ |
Totals 199 , 132 } 59 37 1 20 53 17 | 36

563 !
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DISTRIBUTI

Ol
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OF THE

TO QUESTION 6 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO ARE

AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS

SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES

URBAN CENTER
it o
Response Nairobi{Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct| Thika|Nanyuki Nyeri Totals i
—— 1 1
0 102 "85 ° 2% 16 '{“ 22 el 351
(60.0) (75.2) (52.3)5(76.7)i(72.8) (78.6) (96.4)1(95.4) (70.2) |
| l
|
1 . 20 6 3 2 ! 1 | 2 0 0 34 i
| (11.8)  (5.3) [(4.6) (6.7) (h.5) [(7.1) - - (6,8)
2 ! 26 8 11 b 2 4 1 1 57
(15.3)  (7.1) [17.0) ;(13.3> (9.1) | (1k.3) (3.6) (2.3) 1 (11.%)
3 1 0 0 0 0 ) 0 il
- - o - - - - (2.3) 7 (.2)
b 1 1 @ 0 l 0 0 e | o 2
(6) | £e9) - - '| - - ! (4)
5 0 boyoo1 0 0 0 0 0 5
- (3.5 |(1.5) - [ - - (1.6)
|
6 o | 0 0 0 0 0 o | o 0
- " I |
l
7 ' 2 | 0 0 o 1 0 e 0 3
(1.2) . - - (h.5) - - - (.6) |
8 19 9 16 1 2 0 0 0 i Ny
(11.1) | (8.0) [(2£.6) ] (3.3) (9.1) - - | (9.1
|
Totals 170 113 " 65 20 22" 28 28 Lk 500
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17.4 DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES TO
QUESTION 6 FOR THE RESPCNDENTS WHC HAVE
PRIMARY LDUCATION OR LESS.
URBAN CENTER
) |
Response Nairobi | Mombasa !Kisumu Nakuru [Eldoret|Thika Nanyuki |[Nyeri | Totals

152 164 63 38 32 37 43 4o 578

Totals

(62.6) 1(78.8) 1(61.8) '(70,4)!(78.0) (71.20 (97.7) 1(96.2), (72.7)
ﬁ
I
25 7 3 ) 2. | 0 0 Lo
(10.3) |((3.4) | (2.9) | (5.6) (4.9) ; (5.0)
" 36 10 13 8 N 6 1 1 79
(14.8) (4.8) [(12.7) (14.8) (9.8)[(11.5)] (2.3) | (1.9)] (9.9)
5] 0
0 0 0 .0 1 1
(1.9) (.1)
1 4 0 3 0 10
(4) | (1.9) (3.6p) - (5.8) (1.3)
N 1 0 0 0
(1.9) | (1.0) (.6)
0 0 1 1 2
(1.0) (1.9) (.3)
2 1 0 N
(.8) (.5) (2.4) (.5)
27 18 21 3 2" 8 0 76
(11.1) (8.7) K20.6) (5.6)| (4.9) | (9.6) (9.6)
243 208 102 sh4 4 52 Lh 51 795
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17.5 DISTRIBUTICN. OF THL SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUZSTION 6 OF THE RESPCONDENTS WHO HAVE
MCR™ THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION

URBAN CENTELR

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu MNakuru Eldeorct Thika Nenyuki Nyeri |Totals

0 | 96 33 16 13 9 14 5 - 31 217
(74,4)  (76.7) (61.%) (100.0) (81.8) (48.3) (100,0)(100.0)] (75.6)

1 5 1 b 0 2 5 0 " 16
(3.9) (2.3) (15.4) (9.1) (17.2) - (5.5)
2 -7 2 2 0 o} 6 0 0 17
(5.4) 24.7) (7.7) - - (20.7) - - (5.9)
3 0 0 8) 0 0 0 0 0 0
i 5 3 0 © 0 0 1 0 o { 9
|
0 0 o} 0 0 o} 0 0 ' 0
|
5 0 o} 0 0 o} 0 0 5
(3.9) - - - - - - - (1.6)
7 3 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 5
(2.3) <203) - - (9-1) - - - (1.6)
8 i 8 3 L 0 0 3 0 0 18
i
(6.2)  (7.0)  (15.4) -~ - 110.3) - - 1 (6.3)
Totals 129 L= 26 1% 11 29 5 3] 287
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THE DISTRIBUTION CF SLECOND CHOICE RESPONGES
TO QUESTION 6 GIVEN THE FIRST CHGICE RESPCHSE

SECOND CHOICLE RESPONEIL

First "choicd

Recnonce o 1 2 3 YT s 6 7 8 ‘Totals
1. 661 O 95 1 16 5 1 - 7 89 875
2 29 0 "0 1 0 o - 0 -0 32
3 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 D 4
32 5 0 0. 0 0 6 0 2 4s
5 0o 2 o 0 0 0 0 C 0 2
6 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
7 1 o0 0 0 0 0 0 (Y 1 2
8 ok 19 1 0 1 o- 0 1 0 116
Totals 795 56 96 1 19 5 7 8 93 1081
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DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES TC
QUESTICN 7

UCRBAN CENTER

Responses | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals

1 243 105 101 44 30 50 33 59 665
-2 10 o; 2 1 0 2 0 0 15

3 13 b b 1 0 3 0] 0 25
b 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 L
5 1 o; 0 0 0 0 0] 2 2
6 | 62 108 15 19 21 20 9 4 258
7| 3 29 5 2 1 5 7. 9 89
8 | 9 3 1 0 0 I 1 8 23

Totals 1082

171 151 128 67 52 81 . 50 82
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2 DISTRIBUTION CF THL FIRST CHCICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 7 OF THE RESPONDENTS #WHO ARE

AGES 15 TO 22 YEARS

URBAN CHNTER
Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totai:
i

1 123 50 s 22 16 32 7 26 323

2 9 0 2 1 0 2 0 o 14

10 3 Iy 1 0 2 0 0 I 20

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6 36 64 6 11 13 15 5 2 l 152

7 16 14 1 2 1 2 5 6 Lo

8 2 1 0 N "0 0 0 2 5
Totals 198 132 60 37 30 53 17 36 l 563

19.3 DISTRIBUTION OF THE FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTICN 7 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO
ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS
URBAN CENTER
Responscs |Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorcet Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals

1 118 5k 50 22 14 18 25 22 333

2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

3 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5

n ! 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

5 | 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 2 3

6 25 43 9 8 8 5 3 2 103

7 15 12 i 0 0 3 1 2 37

8 7 1 1 o} 0 1 0 6 16
Totals 170 113 64 30 22 28 29 Lh 500




Associatcd Statistics for Tables 19.1, 19.2 and 19.3

hovrrs aeramner e

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated | Probability
| of Chi-squarc
frecdom value
No row-column interaction | 6 87454 . 001 ‘
i
B !
No: row-level interaction o2 9.69 .01
l H
No column-level interaction 3 0.56 «95
No row-column-=level interaction 6 9.91 «90 %
|
!
Complete independence 17 100.69 .001
Row-column indepcndence within a level 12 90, b4 . 801 !
Row-lcvel independencc within a ecolumn 12.60 .20
Column-level independence within a row | 9 %47 «95
Row-column indepcendcnce from levels 11 13.16
} i
!
Row-level independencc from columns 15 91,00 « 001 l
\
Column-level independcence from rows 14 100.14 «001
| | 1
Columns - .Nairobi, Mombasa. Threc Western

Urban Centers, Threce Central

Urban Centcr§¢

Rows - 1, 2-5 and 7-8, 9

Levels Ages 15 to 22 ycars, 23 to 60 years.
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19.4% DISTRIBUTICN OF THE FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES TO

QUESTION 7 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE
PRIMARY EDUCATICN CR LESS,

URBAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri- | Totals
— E

NI - 160 87 81 36 22 22 .70 29 36:»~I L83
2 5 0 2 0 0 2 0 o | 9
3 h 3 3 3. 1 0. . 0 0 0 10
. | 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3
6 L6 87 . . .12 . 15 18 . 13, . 9 . 3 ......203 |
v 20 - 26 3 2 1 4 6 3 (65
8 7 3 1 0 0 1 1 a 20

Totals 243 208 © 102 5k 41 52 L5 51 796

19.5 DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES TO

 QUESTION 7 OF THE RESPONDENTS HHO HAVE
MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION

URBAN CENTLR

Responsce | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Lldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals !
i 83 18 20 3 8+ 18 n 23 E 182
2 5 0 0 1 a 0 0 0 6
3 10 1 1 0 © 0 3 0 0 15
b 1 0 §) 0 0 0 0 1
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) ) 0 |
6 16 21 3 b 3 7 0 1 55
7 11 3 2 0 0 1 1 6 2k
8 . 2 0 0 ) 0 0 0 1 3
Totals 12¢ L3 26 13 11 29 5 31 286
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20,1 . DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 7.

URBAN CENTER

iResponsc Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyerii Totals i
| 0 248 114 37 26 22 53 Le - 66-. 612
1 30 37 13 b 11 5 1 1 i12
: 2 5 2 2 1 0 1 o 0 11 |
; 14 3 0 3 3 3 1 0 ‘ 27
L 9 3 1 1 3 0 0 1 i{ 18
5 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 3
6 L= 69 Lo 20 13 10 0 1 ..205
7 22 16 18 1 0 7 2 2 68
8 1 6 - 9 0 0 1 0 11 | 28
Totals 372 251 129 .67 52 - 81 50 82 I1084
| |




- 68 -~
Associatcd Statistics for Tables 19.1, 19.4 and 19.5

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Probability”

of Chi-square !

frecdom value 5

s |
Ne row-column interaction | 6 38,49 E ., 001

o .row-level interaction 2 5034 .01 i
No column-level interaction 3 30,28 - 001

No row-column-lcvel interaction 6 6.35 « 50 I
Complete independence 17 130,46 .001
Row-column indcpendence within a level 12 ol, 84 .001
Row-level independence within a ecolumn 8 11.69 .20
Column-level independence within a row 9 26,63 .001
Row-column independence from levels 11 Ly ,97 .001
Row-level independence from columns 15 125.12 . 001
Column-level indcpendence from rows 14 100,18 001

Columns - Nairobi, Mombaso, Thrce Western Urban

Centers, Three Central Urban Centers.

Rows - 1, 2-8, 9

Levels - Education, Primary versus sccondarye.
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DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES TO
QUESTION 7 OF THE RESFONDENTS WHO ARJ

AGES ‘15 TO 22 YEARS

URBAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nycri | Totals

0 130 60 19 14 14 3k 15° 29 315

T 1 11 18 6 B L 3 1 0 50
2 L 2 0 1 0 1 o) 0 8
3 14 . 3 0 3 3 2 o) 0 25
b 5 3 1 1 1 e o 1 12
5 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2
6 22 29 22 9.. 8 7 0 1 106
7 12 6 5 1 o) b 1 1 | 35
3 1 3 7 0 0 1 0 L 16
Totals 199 132 60 37 30 53 17 36 . 564

20.3 DISTRIBUTION OF SiCOND CHCICE RESPONSES

TC QUESTION 7 OF THL RESPONDENTS WHO
ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS.

URBAN  CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Xisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nycri | Totals
0 116 50 18 12 8 19 27 35 285
1 18 19 7 7 -2 o] 1 61
2 1 0 2 V) o) 0 o) o] 3

3 e o 0 o 0 1 1 o 2

L L 0 ) 0 2 0 0 0 6

5 0 1 e 0 0 0 a A 1

6 - 21 32 24 11 5- 3 o; 0 96

7 10 8 12 0 0 3 1 1 35

8 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 7 12

7
Totals 170 113 65 30 22 28 29 46 501
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20,4 DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESFONSLS
TO QUESTICN 7 OF THE RESPONDLNTS WHO
HAVE PRIMARY TDUCATION OR LLSS.

URBAN CENTER

i.
Response Nzirobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri gTotals

) 161 90 30 21 18. 38 41 lehp
1 27 30 11 1t 9 1 1 1 91
2 1 1 2 1 0 0 o 0 5
i 6 2 0 2 P 3 1 Q 16
b 3 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 9
5 | 0 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 1
& 29 62 36 17 11 7 0 0 162
2 16 13 13 1 0 3 2 2 | 50
8 0 6 9 0 0 0 0 5 E 20
Totals 243 208 102 5L US 52 4s 51 i 796
20,5 DISTRIBUTION OF SLCOND CHOICY RESPONSES

TO QUESTION 7 OF THI RESPCONDINTS WHO
HAVE MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION

UREAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nycri | Totals
0 87 2k 7 5 i 15 5 ¢ 2% | 170
1 3 7 2 2 L 0 .0 21
2 It 1 0 o 0 1 0 o) 6
3 8 1 0 1° 1 0 o* o 11
b 6 0 o 0 0 0 1 9
5 o 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2
6 7 13 3 2 3 0 1 43
2 6 3 5 0 0 n 0 o 18
3 ” o) 0 0 0 1 0 6 8

—-__—____]P‘
Totals 129 L3 27 13 11 29 5 31 | 289




21.0 DISTRIBUTION" CF SECOND CHCICE RESPCNSES
T0 QUESTION 7 GIVEN THE FIRST CHOICE.

FIRST CHOICE RESPONSES

Second
Choice 1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8 Totals
. Responses.,

0" 368 . 7 . 11 2 2 .. 133 -71 18 | 612

1 o 1 5 1 0 93 8 k4 112

2 8 0 1 0 o 2 0 o 11

3 12 6 . 0 0 o . 7 2 0 27

| 16 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 18

5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

6 190 1 6 1 0 0 1 205

7 | 0 2 0 1 17 O - © 67

8 [ 21 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 27

Totals !665 15~ 25 L - =z~ 258 &9 23 1082
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22.1 DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST, CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 8,
URBAN CENTER
Response | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
1 Ll 26 9 8 2 11 2 9 111
11.9  10.7 . 7,0 12.1 2,9 132.6 B0~ 11.0 | 10,4
2 12 5 - 1 2 0 8 1 o} 29
2.3 2.1 B 3,0 - 9,9 2.0 - 2,7
3 7 3 2 2 6 2 1 27
1.9 1.6 2.3 3.0 3.9 7.4 L,0°7 1.2 2.5
L 101 a0 Lo 25 27 18 18 15 n3h7
27,4 36,9 26,4 27,9  51.9 22,2 36,0 18,3 | 21,8
5 137 63 57 23 17 17 17 - 32 363
37,1 25,8 kh,2 34,9 32,7 21,05 34,0 39.0 | 33,8
6 10 2 L4 2 1 3 3 1 26
2.7 .8 3,1 3.0 1.9 3.7 6,0 1.2 2.4
7 - 6 o o -0 0 3 0 3 12
1.6 - - - - 3.7 - 3.7 1.1
8 - 52 SRR 3 15 7 21 164
14,1 22.1 6.2 6.1 547 18,5 14,0 25,6 | 15.3
Totoals 369 2Lkl 129 66 52 81 50 82 1073




22.2 DISTRIBUTICN CF FIRST CHOICE RESFONSLES TO
QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS. WHO
ART AGRS 15 TO 22 YEARS,
URBAN CENTER
Response , Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki NyeriI Totals
1 17 h 1 5 1 2 E 72
2 9 3 O .51 0. 7. . 0. 0o .i 20
3- 1 0 2 2 1 3 1 0 10
b 62 57 25 138 17 11 10 8 208
.5 .. 59 28 .. 19... .9 ..10 12. 0 15... 152
L6 6 -2 Iy 2 1 2 2 1 20
7 3 0 0 0 o 3 0 0 6
\ .22 . .22 .2 Sl 0 . wulOeoee o3 ... 10 70
Totals 196 129 60 37 30 53 17 36 558
DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST CHOICE RESFONSES TO
QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPCHDENTS WHO ARE
- TAGES 23 TO 60 YEARS.
URBAN CENTER
Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
1 9 9 1 1 X 1 7 33
2 3 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 8
3 6 L 1 0 1 3 1 1 17
L 38 "33 19 7 10 7 7 7 128
S 78 35 37 14 7 5 16 15 207
6 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 6
7 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 6
3 29 27 6 3. 3 5 3 11 87
Totals 170 110 65 29 22 28 29 Ly Loy




Associatcd Statistics for Tables 22.1, 22.2 and 22.3

Hypothesis Degrees Calculatcd | Probability i
of
freedom
i
No row-=column interaction 9 45,57 ! .001
i
No row-level interaction 3 33450 . 001
No column-=level -interaction 3 C.52 «95
No o
No row-column-level interaction 9 Q.14 .50
Completc independcnce 2k 88473 . 001
Row-=column independcnce within a level 18 Sk, 71 . 001
Rowmlevel independence within o column 12 L2, 64 .001
Column-level independcnce within a row 12 9,66 .70
Row-column indcpendence from levels 15 Lz,16 .001
Row=level indepcendence from columns 21 55.23 . 001
Column-le¢vel indepcendence Trom rows 21 88,21 .001
Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,

Three Central Urban Centerse.

Rows - 1-3, 4, 5, 6-8.

Levels - Ages 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 yenrs,
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DISTRIBUTION OF T'IRST
QUESTICON & OF THE RESPCNDENTS WHO HAVE
NO MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION,

CHCICE RECPONSES TO

URBAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa KisumulNakuru Eldoret ThikajNanyuki Nycri Totals

1 | 19 16 6 7 0 R 1 6 59

7.9 8.0 5.9 13,2 l - 7.7 2.2 11.8 745

2 6 3 1 2 | 0 i 1 0 17

I 2.5 1.5 1.0 3,8 - 7.7 2.2 - 2.2

3 |3 3 1 .1 > i 1 1 16

1.2 1.5 1.0 | 1.9 R 2.2 2.0 2,0

4 06 Y Le 22 2% 11 18 12 283

214 4o,3 39,2 L4i1.,5 56,1 2l.2 Lo,0 23,5 36,0

5 97 53 46 17 12 11 16 | 19 271

“Lo,1 26.3 45,1 32,1 29,3 21.2  35.6 | 37.2 3k k

6 L 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 | 12

1.6 o5 1.9 i - 2. b 2,8 2.2 2,0 i 1.5

7 0 0 0 0 0 3 o) 2 | 5

- . - - 5.7 - 3.9 l .6

8 27 L 6 oy 3' 13 7 ' 10 124

| 15.3 21.9 5.9 7¢5 7.3 25.0 15.6 19.6 15.8

. Totals 2h2 201 102 5% L1 52 4s 51 787
! .




2245

QUES

. DISTRIBUTION OF

TICN. 8 OF
MORE THAN

- 76 -
FIRST CHOICE RESPONSLS TO
THE RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE
PRIMARY EDUCATION

URBAN CENTER
Response Nairobi Mombasa! Kisumu!Nakuru Eldoret| Thika WNanyukil Nyeri Totals
1 25 10 3 1 2 |9 1 3 52
19.7 | 23.3 11,1 7.7 1 18.2 2L.1| 20.0 9.7 18.2
2 6 2. 0. 0 0 L 0 0 12
he7 1 k.6 - - - 13,8 - - | L.2
3 b d e 2 1 - O 2 1 0 11
3.2 | 2.3 7k 7.7 - 6.9 20.0 - 3,8 E
®
b 25 9 7. 3, - 4 7. 0 3 58 |
19,7 | 20.9 25,9 | 23,1 | 36.4 24,1 - 9.7 | 20.3
5. Lo 10 11 6 { -5 6 1: | 13 g2
31.5 | 23.3 4Lo,8 | 46,1 | 45,4 20.7 1 20,9 | 41,9 32,2
6 6 1 2 2. o 1 2 0 14
Lo | 2.3 7.4 | 15,4 - 3.5 | 40,0 - k.9
|
7 6 0. 0 0 e . 0. 1 7
) L".? - - - - H - - 5’2 2'LI'
g - 15 10 2. 0 2 0 11 Lo
11.8 | 23.3. 7ok - | 6.9 - 35,5 |..14.0.
Totals 127 L3 27 3 | 29 5 31 286 i
7 - |
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Associated Statistics for Tables 22.1, 22.4 and 22,5

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated | Probability |
of Chi-square
freedom value
No row-column interaction 9 48,17 . 001
1
No row-level intoractioﬁv 3 L6, 21 ', 001
No column-level intcraction 3 2774 .001 F
Mo row-column-lcvel intceraction 9 L,52 E .90 .
|
. i
Complete independence 24 I 126,74 .001
1
Row-column independence within a level :18 l 52469 .001
y 41
a . - [ i I
Row-level independence within a column] .12 50.83 001
H
! H
Column-level indevendence within a row 12 | 32,25 oO1 ;
Row-column independcence from lcvels 15 78457 | .001
Row-level independence from columns .21 80,43 .001
Column-level indcpendence from rows 21 99.00 »001
1
Columns Nairobi, Mombasz, Threce Westcrn Urban Centers,
Three Central Urban Centers.

Rows 1-3, L4-5, 68

Levels Education, primary versus sccondary.
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DISTRIBUTICN CF SECCND CEOICE RESPCONSES

TO QUESTION 8,

URBAN CENTER

Mombeasa

Response | Nairobi Kisumu| Nakuru| Bldoret{ Thika) Nanyuki; Nyeri, Totals
| !
0 157 | 132 25 18 21 20 39 60 L2
Lo 4 53,0 19.4 1 27.3 i Lo 4 24,7 | 78.0 74,1 Lz, 8 |
| ‘ .
1 ! 7 |91 6 2 9 0 3 67
8.4 2.8 | 7.0 9.1 3.8 (11,1 3.7 6.2
! }
2 20 5 8 5 1 6 i 0 3 L8
5.k 2.0 6.2 7.6 1.9 | 7.4 3.7 4,5
I
3 L4 5 2 0 0 5 0 2 18
1.1 = 2.0 1.5 ' - 6.2 2e5 1.7
4 66 27 37 18 11 13 2 L 178
17.8 | 10.9 28,7 | 27.3; 21,2 16.0 L,o L9 16.5
| ©
5 66 | 65 ° L1 17 14 22 ! 8 6 239
17.8 26,1 31.8 | 25.7 | 26.9 [27.2 | 16.0 7.4 222
6 10 ! 5. 2 0 3 L 1 1 26
2.7 2.0 1.5 5.8 4,9 2.0 1.2 2.kt
7. 7 0 0 0 o} 2 0 0 9
1.9 2.5 .8
.8 9 3 5 2 0 o} 0 2 21 I
| 2.5 1.2 3.9 .3.0! 2.5 1.9
i :
Totals | 370 1 249 129 €6 ! 52. 81 50 81 1078 i
|




23.2

DISTRIBUTION OF
TO QUESTICN 8 OF

SECOND CHOICE RESPCNSES

THE RESPONDENTS WHO ARE

AGES 15 TO 22 YEARS.
URBAN CENTER
Response | Nairobi |Mombasa Kisumu'Nakuru Eldoret IThika {Nanyuki-:Nyeri | Totals
|
0 67 63 11 11 - 12 11 12 26 213
33.8 .| 48,1, | 18.3 29.7. | 40,0 !20.8 | 70.6 . I72.2 ’ 37.9
1 17 L 5 L 2 6 0 3 L1
8.6 1 3.0. | 8.3 10.8. | 6.7 111.3 - ] 8.3 7.3
|
"2 16 3 6 2 0 L 0 1 32
8.1 - 243, 10.0. SJh. 75 - 2.8 5.7
I
3 3 3 | 2 0 0 2 o 1 11
L 1.5 2.3, 3.3, - 3.8 - 2.8 1.9
33 14 13 8 8 10 0 1 87
16,7 10.7. 21.7. 21.7 | 26.7 118.9 - 2.8 | 15,5
5 iy 39 21 11 7 15 L e 2 141
20.7 .| 29.8 | 35.0 29.7 1 23.3 [28.3 | 23.5 .| 8,3 | 25.1
6 8 & 3 1 0 1 L 1 -] 1 19
byl .| 2.3- 1.7. - 3.3 745 5.9 2.8 3k
7 7 0 0 0 0= 1 o} 0 -3
35 -1 - - - - | 1.9 - - 1.h
8 6 | 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 10
3.0 1.5 1.7 247 - - 1'8
Totals 198 131 60 37 ' 30 53 17 36 562
|




2%,3% DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHCICE RESPONSES TO
QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHC ARE
AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS.
URBAN CENTER
Response’ | Nairobi [Mombasa |Kisumu Nakuru {Eldoret |[Thika [Nanyuki |Nyeri Totals
0 88 63 . 14 7 9 9 oL 32 246
o , 52,1 . 113 56,2 | 21.5 241, (40.9. 7 |32.1: | 82.8 - |74 b | 49,5
1 14 3 L 2 0 3 0 0 26
» 8.3 - 2.7 602 6.9 1007' - - 5'3
2 3 2 2 3 1 2 0 2 15
1.8 - 1.8 2.1 [10.3. L,6. 7ol - L,7 3,0
3 1 2 0 0 0 3 0 1 a
.6 - 1.8 - 10.7. - 2.2 1.4
& 33 13 "0 23 |10 3 3 o3 90
--19.5 11,6 | 35¢3 (345 [13.6- [10.7-| 6.9 -| 7.0 |18.1
5 25 26 | 17 6. | 7 7 3 | 3 ol
. 14,8 | 23,2 |.26.2 [20.7 |31.8 - 7 |25.0-| 10.3 -| 7.0 }|18.9
6 2 Co2 1 0 2 0 o 0 7
. 1.1 . 1.8 1.5 - 9.1 - - - 1.4
- 0 ol o) 0 1 0 1
- - - -— 3.6“ 02
8 3 1 L4 1. 0 0 0 2 11
108 .9 602 3.5 - - - I+¢7 2'2
Totals 169 112 65 29 22 28 29 Lgo
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Associated Statistics for Tables 23.1, 23.2 and 23,3

Hypothesis Degrcees Calculatcd Probability
of Chi-sguare |
freeodom value
No row-column interaction 12 79.84 | . 001
!
No row=lcvel interaction i 23,76 . 001
No column-lcvel interaction 3 0,83 .90
No rowecolumn-lcvel interaction 12 17.66 .20
Complete independence 31 122,10 .001
.
Row=column independence within a level- 2k 97.50 .001
4
Row=level independence within a column 16 41,42 .001
Column-level independence within a row 15 18.49 .30
Row-column indecpendence from levels 19 - Lp,25 .01
Row-level indcpendcnce .from columns 27 98.33 ! .001
Column-lcvel independence from rows 28 121,26 .001

Columns- -~ Nairobi, Mombasay Three.Western Urban Ccenters,.

Three  Central Urban Centers.

- Rows -~ 0, 1-3, b, 5, 6u..

Levels = Age 15 to 22 years, 23 tc 60 years.
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23kt DISTRIBUTION OF SECOND CHOICE RESPONSES TO
QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE
NO MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION

URBAN CENTER

Responsce | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Phika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
0 118 112 22 14 19 19 36 35 375
1 13 b 5. . 4 1 L 0 2 3L
2 13 - 2 6 5 1 3 0 - 1 - 31
3 2 b c 0 0 3 0 1 12
4 45 . 220 2% .13 7 7.2 3| 126

by - 55 3L 15 12 13 7 6 183

6 4 b 0 0 1 1 o 1 I'mn

7 . 2 Q 0 o 0 2 0 0 b

g - 5 - 3 5 2 0 0 0 1 16
Totals 243 206 102 53 b1 52 45 .50 792

2345 DISTRIBUTION OF SECCND CHCICE RESPONSES' TO
QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE
MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION,

URBAN CENTELR

Response | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
0 39 20 3 L 2 1 3 25 97
1 18 3 3 2 1 5 0 1 33
2 7 3 2 0 0 3 0 2 17
3 2 1 o 0 0 2 0 1 6
L 21 5 10 5 L 6 0 1 52
5 25 10 7 2 2 9 1 0 56
6 6 1 2 0 2 3 1 0 15
7 5 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 5
8 L 0 0 0 0 0o 0 1 5

Totals l 127 k3 27 13 11 29 5 31 286




Associated Statistics for Tables 23.1, 23.4 and 23.5

Hypothesis Degrees | Calculated . Probability ;
of Chi-square- ! ¢
frcedom value
;
No row-column interaction 12 86.25 .001
No row-level interaction- L 36454 - 001
No .column-level interaction 3 30465 .001
No row-column-level interaction 12 13.37 - 50
Complcte independence pal 166,81 . 001
Row-column independence within a level 24 99,62 .001
f
Row-1level independence within a column 16 1 bko,o1 I »001
Column-level independcence within a row 15 Lk, 02 001
Row~column independcnce from levels 19 . 80456 .001 ’
|
Row-level indcpendence from columns 27 130,27 .001 !
|
|
Column-level independence from rows 28 136,17 . 001

Columns -
Three Central Urban Centers.
Rows - 0, 1-3, 4, 5, 6-8
Levels - Education, primary versus sccondary.

Nairobi, Mombasa, Threc Western Urban Centers,
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- THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIRD CHOICE

RILSPONSES TO QUESTION &

URBAN CENTER

Response | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri [ Totals
0 27k . 222 70 Lo Ly 31 kg 79 812
1 2k 5 9 10 1 10 0 2 61
2 17 5 L e 1 7 0 o} 38
3 7 Ik 5 0 0 5 0 o.l. 21
b 12 2 10 2 1 8 o 0 35
5 21 Lo 5 7 0 9 0 1 L7
6 12 . 4 3 1 2 5 0 1 .28
7 2 3 1 3 0 1 0 0 10
8 5 5 22 .0 0 5 1 1 39

Totals 374 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 |1091
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2h,2 THE .DISTRIBUTION OF THE THIRD CHOICE

RESPONSES TO QUESTICN 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS
WHO ARE AGES 15 TO 22. YEARS

URBAN CENTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
0 132 111 34 18 28 18 17 34 292
1 16 L 2 8 1 7 0. 1 39
2 7 3 i 2 0 L 0 0 20
L3 1 L 3 3 © 0 L 0 0 14
L 10 1 5 2 0 3 0. 0 21
5 16 1 3 i 0 8 0 0 32
6 8 L 2 0 1 b 0 1 20
7 2 3 1 3 0 1 0 0 10
5 L 6 0 0 L 0 0 19
Totals 200 134 60 37 30 . 53 . 17 36 567
2L, 3 THE DISTRIBUTION CF THE THIRD CHOICE
RESPONSES TO QUESTICN 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS
WHO ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS
URBAN CENTER
Response Naircbi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
0 139 105 33 22 19 13 28 L3 Lo2
1 8 1 7 2 0 3 0 1 22
2 10 2 0 2 1 3 8 0 18
z 3 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 7
4 2 1 5 0 1 5 0 0 14
5 5 3 2 3 0 1 0 1 15
6 L 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 8
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 1 15 0 0 1 1 1
Totals 171 11k 55 30 22 28 29 46 | 505
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2L, L THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE THIRD CHOICE RESPONSES
TO QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHC HAVE
COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LESS.,

URBAN CENTER

Response Naircbi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri | Totals
0 1388 193 60 31 ko 28 by .~ 50 I 634
1 12 L 8 8 0 6 0 1 39
2 10 3 3 3 1 0] 0 0] 20
3 5 2 3 e 0 1 0 0 11
L 7 1 7 1 0 S 0 ‘0 22
5 10 2 3 7 0] 5 0 0 27
6 9 2 1 1 0 3 0 0 16
7 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 L
8 L 3 17 0 0 3 1 1 ! 29
i
Totals 245 211 102 54 Ly 52 Ls 52 802
25¢5 THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE THIRD CHOICE RESPONSES

TO QUESTION 8 OF THE RESPONDENTS WHC HAVE
7 COMPLETZD MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION,

URBAN CENTER

Responses | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Elderet Thika Nanyuki Nyeril Tetals
0 86 29 10 9 7 3 5 29 178
1 12 1 1 2 1 4 0 1 22
2 7 2 1 1 0 7 0 0 138
3 2 2 2 0 0 4 0 0 10
L | 5 1 3 1 - 2 0 0 13
5 11 2 2 0 0 b 0 1 20
6 l 3 2 2 0 2 2 0 1 12
9 ! 2 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 6

-8 . 1. 2 5 0 0. 2 0 o] 10

Totals 129 43 27 13 11 29 5 32 289




25,1

THE DISTRIBUTICN OF THE SECOND AND THIRD

MOST IMPORT/ANT SOURCES OF INI'ORMATION

FOR THE MEN WHCSE PRIMARY SOURCE OF
INFORMATION WAS FAMILY MEMBERS.

Third. Source.. Second Source of Information
of Information
0 I: 2 Z 5 6 Totals
o 1125 2 1 2 129 L 265
1 0 0 2 1 16 0 21
2 0 L 0 0 7 0 11
3 0 0 0 0 3 0 )
5 0 4 5 1. 0 2 13
6 0 1 0 1 9 0 11
7 0 1 0 0] @] 0 1
8 0 0 0 16 0 0 16
Totals 125 12 8: 5 180 6 341
THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE SECOND AND THIRD
MOST IMPORTANT SOURCES OF INFORMATION
FOR .THE MEN WHOSE PRIMARY SOURCE QOF
. INFORMATTON WAS FRIENDS.,
Third Source Second Source of .Information
of Information. _
0 1 2 3= 4 6 7 8 |Totals
“071143 12 5 4 80 11 o 14 269
1 0 0 5 1 22 2 1 0 31
2 0] 10 O 0 2 1 0 0 13
3 0 1 0 0 9 0 0 0 10
4 0 7 0 1 0 0 o] 2 10
6 0 2 0 0 7 C 0 0 9
7 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 L
8 0 0 1 0 18 1 0 0 | 20
Totals Col143 32 11 16 139 15 1 16 363




26.1 THE METHODS USED BY THE RESPONDENTS TO OBTAIN
THEIR FIRST JOB IN THE URBAN CENTER.
URBAN CENTLR

Response airobi Mombasa {Kisumu |Nakuru Eldoret|Thika Nanyuki |Nyeri | Totals

Blank 132 l 85 65 26 18 25 24 35 L1o
(35.3) i(33.5) (50.4) [(38.8) [ (34.6) [(30.9)] (48.0) ((42.2)] (37.6)

1 24 15 . 14 1 1 5 3 3 66
(6.4) (5.9) 1(10.8) | (1.5)] (1.9) (6.2)] (6.,0) (3.6) (6,0)

2 18 11 11 2 1 27 4 2 76
(4.8) (4.3) (8.5) | (3.0)] (1.9) [(33.3) (8.C) | (2.4)| (7.0)

3 1 0 0 1 0 ¢ 2
(+3) (1.5) | (o2)

4 57 55 4, 3 2 8 0 6 145
(15.2) |(21.6) [(10.8) | (4.5)) (3.9) | (9.9) (7.2)](13.3)

5 63 50 12 11 9 11 17 27 205
(18.2) (19.7) (9.3) |(16.4) [(17.3) [(13.5)] (34.0) [(32.5)] (18.8)

6 19 8 0 0 0 0 1 b %2
(5.1> (3.2) = \(2;0) (4.9) (209)

S 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 L
(.6) (.9) | (1.5) (J)

9 5% 30 12 22 21 5 1 6 150
(14.,1) 1(11.8) (9.3) (32.8)1(40.4) (6.2)] (2.0) | (7.2)}(13,8)

1
i
Totals 374 254 129 67 | 52 81 - 50 183 1090




26,2

THE METHODS USED BY THE RESPONDENTS WHO
WERE 15 TO 22 YEARS TO OBTAIN THEIR
FIRST JOB IN THE URBAN CENTER

UREAN

CENTER

Rosppnse ‘Nairobi {Mombasa jKisumu jNakuru [Eldoret |Thika Nenyuki {Nyeri [Totals
Blank - : 73 . |- 53 29;“Nh.12‘ 12 16 5 12 214
1(37e5) [(39.5) |(48.3) (32.4) ((40.,0) 1(30.2)| (29.4) [(33243)|(37.7)
1 12 8 8 0 0 1 2 2 33
(6.0) | (6.0) |(13.3) - - (1.9)] (11.8) | (5.6) | (5.8)
2 11 3 6 0 0 19 3 0 Lp
(5.5) | (2.2) i(1c.0) - - (35.9)] (17.6) (7.4)
3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 i 0 1
- - - .0 - - - - (.2)
L 26 21 9 2 0 4 0 2 6L
(1300) (1507) (1500) .(504) - (705) - (506)i(1103)
h 51 34 23 1. L 5 8. 6 16 97
(37,0) [(@7.2) | (2.7)] (10.8)| (16.7) |(15.1)] (35.3) |(4h 1) |(17.1)
6 3 2 0 o 0 o | o 0 5
(105) (105) - - - (09)
8 1 0 o} 0 o o 0 0 1
(«5) - - - - ; - (e2)
9 38 24 18 13 5 1 in 110
(19.0) [(17.9) {(11.%)| (48.%), (43.3) | (9.4)] (5.9) [(11.1) {(19.4
Totals J 200 | 134 60 37 30+ 53 | 1% 36 567
|




26.3 THE METHODS USED BY THE RESFONDENTS
WHO WERE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS TO
OBTAIN THEIR FIRST JOB IN THUE URBAN CAENTER
URBAN CENTER
‘Résponse Nairobi Mombasa [Kisumu {Nakuru {Eldoret |Thika Nanvuki [Nycri | Totals
!
" Blonk ' 56 " 30 |- 25 * 1L 6 9 17 2% 190
|(32.7) (26.3) (53.9) [(46.7)1(27.3) (32,1 (58.5) {(50,0)|(37.6)
E T2 7 1 1 L 1 1 33
| (7.0) | (6.1) | (9.23 ] (3.3) ] (ho5) (1h.3)i (3.5) (2.2)) (6.6€)
i e
7 8 5 2 -1 © 8 i 1 )2 3l
(4,1) (7.0) | (7.7) 1 (€.7) ] (L,5) 1(28.6)} (3.5) | (4e3)| (6.7)
|
o1 0 o 0 c- |~ o 0 0 1
(o6) - - - - - - - (.2)
31 33 Lo T2 L ! L 79
(18.1) [(29.,0) | (6.2) | (3.3) (9.1) ((1k.3) - (8.7)1(15.7)
"33 25 11 7 7 !k 3 9 | 11 103
(19.3) {(21.9) [(16.9) [(23.4) i1(18.2) (10.7) ! (31.0) [(23.9)!(20.4)
16 6 0 0 o} "0 -1 4 27
(9.4) | (5.3) - - - (3.5) | (8.7)) (5.3)
1 o) 1 1 0 0 ‘0 0 3
~ (06) - (105) (3.3) . - - - (06)
14 5 3 yoTe8 1o 0 1| 35
| (8.2) | (5.8 | (426) [(13.3) |(36.4) | - - (2.2)] (BL9)
%
Totals =~ 171 114 - 65 30 22 28 |- 29 - - 505




Associated Statistics for
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Tables 26.1, 26.2 and 26,3

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-square
freedon value

No row-column intcraction . 12 6241 .001
No- row-level interaction- Lo 3.87 »20
No column-level interaction ) 1.8%- .70 |

i'
No row-column interaction 12 C 2k hs .02
Complete independence 31 92,56 . 001
Row-column independence within a level 24 86,85 . 001
Row-level independence within a column 16 28.32 .05
Column-levecl independence within a row 15 26,28 -05
Row=column indcpendence from levels 19 30,15 - 05

) |

Row-lcvél independence from columns ! 27 88.69- » 001
Column-level independcnce from rows 28 90.73 .001

Columns =

Three Central Urban Centers.

- Rows- S

Levels -

Blank, 1, 2 and 3, 4, 5 to 9.

Nairobi, Mombasay, Thrcce Western:Urban Centers,

Age 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.



26,4 7 THE METHODS USED BY THE 2ESPONDENTS WHO
- EAVE COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LSS TO
OBTAIN THEIR FIRST JOB 'IN THE URBAN .CENTLR.

URBAN CiNTHE

L

Response Nairobi| Mombasal Kisumu|Nakuru|Eldoret| Thika |Banyuki |Nyeri | Totals

99 78 52 - 21 | 13 i 18 23 25 329
(h0.4)  (37.0) 1 (50.9)| (38.9){(31.7) I (34,61 (51.1) (k8.1) (41.0)

“Blank

1 6 10 9 1 0 3, 3 1 33

2 1z Y g 7 2 0 17 2 1 | 51
(5.3) 1 (4.,3) | (6.9 (3.7) (22.7] (4.5)] (1.9) (6.4)

3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
(109) - - - (ol)

i 25 | ke 11 2 2 b 0 5 T a1
(10.2) | (19.9) | (10.8)| (3.7)| (5.9 | (7.7], (9.6)| (11.3)

5 .. 4s L iy 9 7 7 15 13 151
(18.4) | (20.9) !(10.8) (16.6)((17.1) (13.5] (33.3)|(25.0); (18,8)

6 19 s | o o (-~ © ! 0,1 | & + 30
(7.8) | (2.8) (2.2) (7.7) (3.8)

8 1 0 1 0 0 | 0 0 0 2
(). (1.0) - i (.3)

9 22 11 ! 16 ' 19 i 1 114

37 3
(15.,1) (10.4) (10.8)|(33.3) (46.3).i (5.8] (2.2) (5.8)] (14,2)

¥
Totals 25 211 102 ! 54 ﬁ Ly 52 L5 52 802




26,5

EDUCATION TO GET

MORE

. THE METHODS USED BY THT RESPONDENTS WHO
HAVE COMPLETELD

THAN PRIMARY

THE URBAN CLENTER,

THEIR FIRST JO3 IN

URBAN CENTER
' Response Nairobi [Mombasd Kisumu |Nakuru!Eldoret |Thika Vanyuki |Nyeri {Totals
g ‘ - Lo _ e ]

lank 33 7 13 5 5 7 1 10 | 81

(25.6) [(16.3) (48,2) [(38.4) [(L5, L) [(2k.1) (20.0)!(32.3) (28.1)
‘ I i

1 18 5 51 9 1 2 o 12 | 33
: (13.9) |(11.6) - (18.5) - (9.1) | (6.9) (6.4)-1(11.5)

2 5 e 2 i 0 1 10 2 1 L 25
C(3.9) | (B.7) [(24.8) (9.1)_ (3%4.3)] (40,0) | (3.2) (8.7)

3 1 0 o 0° 0 .0 0 .0 1

L 32 13 3 1 0 i | 0 1 54
(24,8) 1(30.2) [11.1); (7.7){ - (13.9)] - ! (3.2) (18.7)

|

5 .. 23 .6 12 2 b 2 14 - Sk
(17.8) 1(13.9) | (3.7) 1(15.4) [(18.2) 1(13.9)! (40.0) [(45.2) |(18,7)

6 o) 2 "0 o 0 o - 0 0 - 2
TS N - - - | wn

8 1 0 o | 1 0 0 0 0 2
(«8) - - 1 (7.7) - - - (.7)

9 16 8 1 b 2 2 0 3 36
(12.4) |(18.6) | (3.7)1(30.8) |[(18.2) [(6.9) >(9.7)|(12.5)

Totals 129 L3 27 | 13 11 29 5 31 | 288




Associated Statistics for Tablcs 26.1, 26.4 and 26,5

- 94 -

Three Central Urban Centcrs.

Rows - Blank, 1, 2 and 3,

4, 5-9

Levels Education, primary vercsus sccondarye.

Hypothesi: Degrees Calculated Probability
i of
freedom

No row-column-interaction- 12— 62,40 . 001
No row-lcvel interactien 264,86 . 001
No column-level interaction " 34519 .001
No row-column-lewvecl interaction 12 c2h,12 .02

Complete independence 31 15%.58 .001
Row=column independence within a level 24 86452 .001
Row=levcl independence within a column 16 60.98 .001
Column~-level independence within a row 15 58,31 . 001
Row=column independence from levels 19—__ 95.17 . 001
Rowmlevel indepcndence fron colunns 27 T t120,717 001
Column~lc¢vel indepcndence from -rows 28 123,38 « 001

Columns -~ Naircbi, HMombasa, Three Western Urban Centors,



In summarizing the tables in this section we note approxi ately 50
per cent of the migrants were in school prior to migration. The remainder
are divided rather equally between, employed for wages, and unemployed or
coployed on a part time basis. A smaller proportion of the older men are
in school and a larger proportion are employed or farming versus being
unemployed than is the case for the younger men even though a larger
number of older men are unemploycd. The vast majority of the men with
some secondary education were in school prior to migration. The associated
statistics for table 13 indicate there is no basis for accepting the
hypothesis that the nature of employment prior to migration, the province
of birth and age are independent although, as in scction 1, age and the
province of birth do not appear to interact,

Tables 15 to 18 indicate the overwhelming importance of an inability
to find work as a push force for migration. The importance of no employ-
ment and no land is re-enforced further in that some 70 per cent of the
migrants gave no second reason for leaving their previous residence. The
associated statistics indicate age and the reason for leaving their previou
home are correlated although neithor seem related to the migration destina-
tion, In contrast the associated statistics for the two education groups
indicate significant inter-relationships for all three variables except
for the hypothesis of no intecraction between the three variables and the
hypcthesis of independence within an education group of the migration
destination and the reason for lcaving their previous home., Table 16
does not indicatc any distinctive variation between the provinces of birth
in the rcsponscs to question 6.

In sclecting an urban center as a destination migrants appear to have
placed dominant cmphasis on the probability of finding 2 Job in the urban

center of their choice, although the presence of fricnds appears to have
had some importancc as well, Some two-thirds of the men do not give a
second recason for their cheice of a particular urban ccenter. The lack
of inturaction betwecen age and urban.center scems sufficiently strong to
dominate the associated statistics although.we do not have a basis for
acccpting the hypothesis of no interaction between age and the reason

for selecting a particular center or the hypothesis of no- interaction

between the rcason for sclecting a particular urban center and the



urban centir sclected. For the two education groups all associated
statistics are significant cxcept for no interaction between urban center,
recason for selecting an urban centcr and education group, and for the
hypothesis of independence within each urban center category of education
group and the reason for selecting a particular urban center. The dominant
sources of information about urban centers are either family members or
friends. The younger men tend to rely morc on family members while older
men tend to rely proportionately more on friends. The only other source
of information of some significance is necwspapers. With rcference to the
sccond most important source of information 44 per cent have no sccond
choice whilc family members and friends arc still the dominant sources
indicated. The associated statistics for beth first and second sources
of information arc mostly significant oxcept for the test for an inter-
action betwecn age groups zand urban centers and the test for an inter-
action betwecen cducation groups, urban ccnters and sources cf information,
With referenec to finding cmployment in the urban center we note
approximately onc man out of every scven is still umcemployed. Of the
men who are employed almost one-half obtained their first job through a
friend or a family member. There appears to be a tendency for a larger
proportion of the younger men to be unempleoyed while the luss cducated
tend to rely proportionately more on friends and family members to cbtain
initial employmcnt. The associated statistics indicate there is a basis
for rejecting an hypothesis of no interaction between how initial
employmcnt was cbtaincd and age or an hypothesis of no interaction between
urban cecnter and age. For the two education groups all associated
statistics appear to be of significant magnitude.

The Degrce of Utilization of Certain Amcnities Before and After
Migration,

Onc of the aspccts of a move from a .rural area to an urban center is
the wider range of amenitics which are typically available in an urban
center, The next four scts of tabl.c indicate changes in use patterns
for cinemas, dancing places, newspapers and spccial training facilities.
The information included herc is no more than indicative, First, the

questions do not distinguish between possible qualitative.diffcrcences

contd‘..due'ﬂ



- 97 -

in thce amenitics which were available in rural arcas relative to what is
available in the urban center. In addition, the questions included ignore
such amenities as. housing, .water .and sewage facilities, electricity, hcalth
care, etc., which may in fact have becn the amenitics which did attract
men to urban centers, Nevertheless, these tables do give some indication
of the degree. of change in usc patterns for several amenities. For the
men who indicated they attended cinemas or dancing places more often or
who were reading newspapers more often an attempt was made to determine
why their use of the amenity had increased after migration. The options
indicating why usage had increased were included for recording purposes
only and were not presented to the rcspondent. The question on special
training courses was worded as follow: "Are you now taking or have you
already completed any special training coursc. such as a correspondence
course, an apprenticecship, a driver training course or an agricultural

course at a farm training centrc?"
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URBAN CENTER

CINEMA ATTENDANCE BY THE MIGRANTS RELATIVE
TO CINEMA ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION

Cinema Attendance| Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nycri|Totals
Doce not attend 225 164 3k 11 17 604
Attends about the
same. 11 5 2 2 0 3k
Attends less
oftun 37 14 18 8 16 113
Attends more
often because 69 51 18 14 32 229
there are more
cinemas there,
Attends more
often because 13 14 7 4 9 56
ke has more
MONCYe
Attends more
often for some 11 5 2 11 10 43
other rcason
Tctals 366 253 31 50 84 1079
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27e2 CINEMA ATTENDANCE CF THE MIGRANTS WHC ARE
AGES 15 TC 22 YREARS R[ELATIVE TO THEIR CINEMA
ATTENDANCE PRIOR 70 MIGRATICN,

URBAN. . .CENTER

Cinema Attendance [Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri |Totals

Does not. attend . 102. 71. 35. 15 15 17 3 7 L 287

Attends about the |
SANC . 6 5 & 2 0 1 0 0 2C

Attends less of

often 21 11 14 3 6 66

Gt
Ut
W

Attends more
often bocause Lo 35 14 5 10 14 L 14 143
there are more ‘
cincmas here 5

Attinds more

oftun because 11 3 9] 6 3 6 2 6 | ke

ke has nmore
MONCY s

Attends mere
often for scne 8 3 2 0 h 1 5 3 | 23
ather rcason

~ Totals. 195 133 60.. 30 .. 53 17 36 | 561
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CINEMA ATTOTNDANCE BY THE MIGRANT.S WHO ARE
AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS RELATIVE TC THEIR CINEMA
ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION,-

URBAN CENTER

Cincma Attcndance: Naircbi Mombasz Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals
Does not attend 21 83 ko 19 17 7 7 - 10| 325
Attends abeut the

same 5 0 3 2 1 1 2 0 14
Attends less )

often. 16 3 6 1 2 4 5 9 46
Attends more
often becaus:
thoere are more 22 16 8 6 2 L -9 17 84
cincmas,
Attends more
often becausc 2 6 0 0 o} 1 1 3 13
he has nmore
roncye.
Lttcends more
oftcn for some 3 1 0 1 0 1 5 7 18
other reascn =

Totals 169 114 63 29 22 28 29 46 | 500
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Associated Statistics for Tables 27.1,27.2 and 27.3

Hypothesis Degrces - Calculated Probability
of Chi-square k
freedom value i
No:row-column interaction € 82.52 . 001 l
No row=levcl interaction 2 33,40 ., 001 E
No column-level intcraction 3 0.83 .90 l
No: row=column-level interaction 6 6.25 > 50 E
L
i
Complete. indcpendence 17 123,00 , <001
i
Row-column independence within a level 12 88,77 001
Row-level independence within a column 8 39.65 - 001
Column-level independence within a row 9 7.09 - 70
Row-column . _independence from levels 11 Lo, 48 . 001
Row=-level independcnce from columns 15 89.61 ,001 |
Column-lcvel independence from rows 1h4 122,17 .001
Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Threc Westcrn Urban Centers,
Three Central Urban Centers.
Rows — Dces not attend, attcecnds about the same or

less often, attends more often.

Levels - Age, 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.
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CINEMA ATTENDARCE OF THE MIGRANTS WHO HAVE
COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LESS RELATIVE
TC THRIw CIWMM.A ATTENDANCE ERIOR TC MIGIATION,

- 102 -

URBAN CENTER

Cinema Attcendance Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyecri

Totals

Does not attend 189 146 73 30 28 28 10 1%.| 517
Attends abcut the
same, 7 3 8 L 0 1 2 ) 25
Attends less
often. 21 7 4 5 4 9 7. L1 61
Attends more
often because 17 29 15 i 7 9 12 2L | 1320
there arc more
cinemas
Attends more . A
often because 2 10 0 6 2 3 L 31 720
he has more -
r1oNncey.
Attends more
often for some L 5 1 1 o) 2 10 8 31
other reason
Totals 2L4o 210 101 53 L1 52 4s 52 I 771

\O
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CINEMA ATTENDANCE BY THE MIGRANTS WHO HAVE

COMPLE

ED MORE

THAN PRIMARY EDUCATICN
TC THEIR CINEMA ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION,

RELATIVE

URBAN CENTER
Cinema Attendance| Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuruw Eldorcet Thika Nanyuki Nycril Tetals
Does not attend 36 18 T 12 8 2 6 L4 84
Attends about the
same. L 2 1i 0 I 1 0 9
Attends less
often 16 o7 5 1 1 9 12 52
Attends more
often because 52 12 7 Ly 5 9 8 99
there arc more’
cinemas herc
Attends more
often because 11 L 0 0 1 L4 6 26
he has more
money
Attends mere
cften for. some 7 0 1 0 1 6] 2 12
other recason
Totals 126 4=z 26 13 11 29 22 285
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Associatced Statistics for Tables 27.1, 27.4 and 27.5

Hypothesis | Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-square
freedom value

No .row-column. interaction 6 88,63 , 001
No row-level intcraction - 2 99.75 . 001
No column~level interaction 3 30,65 . 001
No row-column-lcvel interaction 6 44,28 . 001
Complete independcence 17 263,31 .001
Row-colunn independence within a level 12 132.91 .001
Row~level independence within a column 8 144,03 . 001
Column-level independence within a row 9 74,93 .001
Row=-column indcpendence from levels 11 174,68 .001
Row~level independcnce from columns 15 163,56 .001
Column-levecl indcpendcnce from rows 14 232,66 .001

Columns - Nairobi, Mombesa, Threce Westcrn Urban Centers,

Three Central Urban Centers.,
Rows - Does not attend, attonds about the samec or less cften,

attends more ettcnds morc often.

Levels ~ FEducation, primary versus sccondarye
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ATTENDANCE AT DANCING PLACES RELATIVE TO
ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION,

URBAN CLNTER

Attendance at
dancing places

Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri

Totals

Does not-attend |-

Attend about
the same

Attends less
often

Attends more
oftcecn because
there arc
better dancing
places here

Attends more
often becausc
he has more
moneyes

Attends nore
often for sone
other reason

18 5 12 1 1 1 1 0

29 37 7 6 3 18 6 9

L2 18 6 5 2 2 1 11

14

Y]
v
S
=

W

16 10

25L - =19 95 52 L . ...53 .38 .. bk |

757

39

115

87

24

Sk

Totals = ==

cmmmme o o2Bhe. A28 . 66... .52.... .81 50 80

1076
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ATTENDANCE AT DANCING
WHO AKRE AGES 15 TO
THEIR ATTENDANCE

URBAN

PLACES

CENTER

BY THL MIGRANTS
22 YEARS RELATIVE TO
PRIOR TO MIGRATION

Asttendance at

dancing places Noirobi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri]Totals
Docs not attend 129 79 ] 27 24 21 12 14 357
Attends about
the same v L 0 20
Attends less
often 15 27 3 16 3

Attends more
often because 29 11 57
there arc
better dancing
nlaces here
Lttends more
often bccausc L 0 0 2 16
he has more
noney
Attends more
often -for some 13 Lo
other reason

Totals 197 13k 60 i pd 30 53 17, . 35 563
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"ATTENDANCE AT DANCING PLACES
ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS RELATIVE
"ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION,

- 107

URBAN

CENTER

TC

THETL

R

Y THE MIGRANTS -WHO

Attendance at
dancing places

Nﬁirobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyerid

Totals

Does not attend

Attends abeut
the same

Attends less
often.

Attonds more
often because
there are
better dancing
places hcre

Attends morce
often because
he has more
mnoneye

Attends more
often for soume
sther reason

123

11

14

13

93

D

20

22

23

W

384
19

_41

30

(@a]

Totals

166

1hk

6l

29

22

28

“2g

3

95
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Associated Statistics for Tables 28.1, 28.2 and 28.3

Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-sguare

freedon value
Nc¢ row=-colunmn interaction 6~ 16,65 02
No row-level interaction 2 24,33 001
No column-level interaction 3 0,83 .90
No row-column-levcl intcraction 6 | 11,16 .10

i

Complete indepcendence 17 i 52497 . 001
Rew—column independence within a level 12 27,81 .01
Row-lcvel independence within o column 8 35,50 - 001
Column-lcvel indcpendence within a row 9 12,00 - 30
Row=colunn independcncc from levels 11 36433 001
Row=-lewel independence from.columns. . | 15 28,6k .02
Column-~level .independencc from rows 14 52,14 - 001

Columns « Noirobi, Mombasa, Thrce Western Urban Centers,

Thrce Central Urban Centers.

Rows - Does
en, attends morc often.

Levels - Agc, 15 to 22 yecars, 23 to 60 years

not attend, attends about the samc or less
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ATTENDANCE AT DANCING PLACES BY MIGRANTS WHO HAVE
COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LESS RELATIVE TO
THEIR ATTENDANCE PRIOR TO MIGRATION.

URBAN CENTER

Attendance at
doncing places

Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorcet Thika Nanyuki Nyeri

Does not attend] 200 155 82 b 38 Lo 26 28

Attends about
the " same

Attends less
oftecn

Attends more
often because
there are
better dancing
placcs here

Attends more
often because
he has more
money

Attends more
often for some
other reason

13 - 27 .k 5 2 6 L 3

22

6l -

37

27

Totals

239 211 101 . 5% 52 45 k9

791
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ATTENDANCE AT

DANCING

UR

PLACES BY MIGRANTS WHO HAVE
COMPLETED MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION RELATIVE
TO THEIR ATTENDANCE PirIOR

AN

10 -

TO

CENTER

¥MIGRATION

Attendance at
dancing places

Neircobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri

Totals

Does not attend

Attends about
the sanme

Attends less
often

Attends morec
often "because
there are
better dancing
places here

Attends morec
often becnuse
he has more
money

Attends: more
often for some
other. rcnson

sk 22

10 3

16 10

33 3

13

!

12

10

124

17

51

50

16

27

Totals

27

11

29

31
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Associated Statistics for Tables 28,1, 28,4 and 28,5

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Prcbability
of Chi-square
freedom value
No row-column. interaction 6 17,15 .01
No row-lcvel interaction 2 135,41 . .001
No column-lcvel intcraction. 3 30,65 «001
No row-column-level interaction 6 27459 .001
Complete indepcendence 17 210,80 .001
Row-column independence within a lcvel| 12 Ll 75 .001
Row-level independencce within ~ column 8 163,00 001
Column-~level independonce within a row S 58,24 « 001
Row=-column independcnce from levels 11 193,65 . 001
Row=level independencc from cclumns 15 75639 .001
Column-lcvel independence from rows 14 180,15 .001

Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,
Three Central Urban Centcers,

Rows Does not attend, attends abouf. the same or less
often, ~ttends mere¢ often,

Levels Education, primary- vcersus-soccondarye - 0 et
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29.1 THE READING OF NEWSPAPERS BY MIGRANTS RELATIVE TO
THEIR NEWSPAPER, READING HABITS PRIOR TO MIGRATICN

URBAN CENTER

Reading of

Newspapers Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri. Totals
Cannot' read ik . 12 3 1 36
Docs not read

newspapers 54 shL - L 15 16 L 185
Recads news-

papers about Lo | 29 20 2 5 115
the sanme

Reads news-
papers less 18 19 L L 12 77
ofter

Reads news—-

popers more

often because 111 105 36 25 15 19 13 . .21 . 345
they are more

readily avail-

able

Ecods news-

papers. nore ‘ B
often becruse, 31 20; 6 11 L 22 L 21 119
he has more

moncy

Reads news-—-

papers more

often because 69 9 3
he wants

information on

Job openings

\O

147 17 129

Reads ncws-

papers more 25 11 13 L 0O . 10 8 79
oftcn for some

other reason

Totals 371 253 128 67 51 81 50 84 1012
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THE READING OF NEWSPAPERS BY THE MIGRANTS
WHO - ARE AGES 15 TC 22 YEARS RELATIVE TO
THEIR NEWSPAPER READING HABITS
TO MIGRATION

URBAN

- 113 -

CENTER

PRIOR

Reading of
Newspapers

Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Noanyuki N

e)
ye

ri

Totals

Cannot read

Does not read
newspapers

Reads news-~
papers about
the same

Reads news-~
papers less
often

Reads ncws-~
papers . more
often because
they are more
rcadily avail-
~ble.

Reads necws-
papers nore
often because
he has nore
mecney .

Reoads newse . . .

papers more
often because
he wants..oee. ..
information on
job openings

Rcads news-
papers more
often for some
other reason

20

22

11

73

18

Lo

14

15

16

12

15

11

19

10

13

10

11

10

14

11

70

51

b7

202

74

71

b3

Totals

200

134

60

37

29

23

17

26
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THE READING OF NEWSPAPERS BY THE MIGRANTS WHO
ARE AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS RELATIVE TO THEIR
NEWSPAPER READING HABITS PRIOR TO MIGRATION

URBAN - CLNTER

Reading of
Newspaper

Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Neokuru Eldoret Thika Nonyuki Nyeri

Totals

Cannot read

Does not read
NewBpopers

Reads newspapers
abocut the same

Reads newspapers
lcess often

Reads newspapers
more often bocause
they are more
readily available

Reads newspapers
more oftcn because
he hos more money

Reads newspapers
more often boecouse
he wants infor-
mation on job
openings

Heads ncowspapers
morce often for
some other reason

12 8 0 2 1 0 2 0

34 28 22 8 7 1 1 1

27 13 13 T2 3 2 2 2

38 37 16 12 5 14

O
\O

12 5 3 2 2 8 0 10

11 6 3 2 0 b 3 6

25

112

6l

27

140

Lo

56

35

Totals

169 113 64 20 22 28 29 4§
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Tables 29,1, 29.2 and 29,3

Associated Statistics for

Hypothesis i Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-square
freedom value

No row-column interaction 12 118,86 « 001
No row=-lcvel interaction Lo 26,66 .001
No column-levcl interaction 3 1.78 «70

No rowecolumn-level interaction 12 33.73 « 001
Complete independcnce 31 181.02 .001
Row=cclumn indepcendence within a level 24 152,58 .001
Row~level indepcndence within a column 16 60439 001
Column~level independence within a row 15 35650 <01

Row=-cclumn indcpendence from levels 19 62.16 . 001
Row=~level independence from columns 27 154,36 « 001
Column~level independence from rows 28 179,24 .001

Columns -~ Nairobi, Mombasa, Thrce Western Urbon Centers,

ThHree Central Urk¥an Canterse.

Rows ~ Does not read, reads about the same or lcss often,
reads more often gince newspapers wmore readily
available, rends merc often since he has mere moncey,
rcoads more often for other reasons.

Levels ~ Age, 15 to 22 years, 23 to 0 ycars.
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29.4 THE READING OF -NEWSPAPERS BY THE MIGRANTS WHO
HAVE GOMPLETED FRIMARY EDUCATION CR LESS RELATIVE
TO THEIR NEWSPAPER RTUADING HABITS PRIOR TC MIGRATION,

URBAN CENTER

Reading of -

newspapers - Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
Cannot read 14 10 2 3 2 0 2 1 3k
Does not read ‘-

newspapers {51 51 33 , 11 16 6 2 2 172
Reads newspapers

about the same- 33 25 14 2 b 1 1 2 82
Reads newspepers . ‘ :

lcss often 1k 15 7 3 b 9 2 59

Rcads ncowspapcrs . :
mor¢ often becausc| 62 82 28 19 7 12 12 1h 236
they arce more h
rendily .available

Reads ncewspapors
morc¢ often .becausc
he has morc moncy

15 15 L4 9 3 12 L4 10 72

Rcads nowspapcers
mocw often becausc 3 6 3 L 3 12 14 86
hce wants infor-
rmation on job i
openings

Reads ncwspapers
morc often for: 3
some othcr rcason | 13 9 7 4 0 9 7 7 56

Totals 243 210 . 101 - 54 Lo 52 L5 52 797
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29.5 THE READING OF. NEWSPAPARS BY THE MIGRANTS WHO
HAVE COMPLETED MORET THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION
RELATIVE TO THEIR NEWSPAPER READING HABITS PRIOR
TO MIGRATION

URBAN CENTER

Rcddiﬁg of
Newspapers Nairobhi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorcet Thika Nanyuki ‘Nyeri jfotals

Cannot r.ad- o - 2 0 0 N O O- 0 - 2

Does not rcad
newspapers - 3 . 3. -1 L 0 0 o.. 2 1z

Reads newspapers
about thc same 16 L4 6 0 1 2 1.: 3 23

Recads ncwspapers

lcss often o 4. 4 1 1 0 18

W
(@]

Reads ncewspapers
morce often - Lo . 23 8 6 8 7 1 7. 1109
because they arc
morce rcadily
availablc

Rcads ncewspapers
morc often - 16 5 2 2 1 10 0 11 L7
because he hos
Cre moncy

Rcads. ngwspapers
morc oftcen
beecause he wants 28 0 3 0 1 [ 2 3 L3
informaticn on
job cpenings

Reads newspapcers L. -
more often for s Fel
some other rvason

n
oo
Co

Totals 128 L=z 27 13 11 29 5 22
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Associatcd Statistics for Tables 29.1, 29,4 and 29,5

Hypothesis Degrecs Colculated Probability
of Chi-square
frcedon valuo

No row-column intcracticn 12 124,23 . 001
lo row=luovel intcraction L 52459 . 001
No column-lcvel intcraction 3 21,89 . 001
No row-column-lcvel intcraction 12 2Lk,90 « 02

Complete independence 31 233,61 .001
Row~column indcpendence within a icvel 2k 149,14 . 001
Rowelcvel indcependence within o colunmn 16 77.49 <001
Column~lc¢vel independence within o row 15 56479 . 001

i

Rowscolumn independence from lcvels 19 109,38 « 001
Rowwlevel independonce from columns 27 181,02 «0C1
Column-level independence from rows 28 201,72 «001

Columns

Rows

Nairobi, Mombasa, Threc Western Urban CTcnters,
Thrce Central Urban Ccnters.

Does not read, rcads about the same cor lcss ofiten,
rcads morc often since newspapers more rceadily
available, rcads more oftcen sincce he has morc money,
rcads more often for other rcasons

Education, primary versus sccondary.
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30,1 NUMBER OF MIGRANTS ENROLLED IN SPECIAL
TRAINING COURSES.
URBAN CHENTER
Course Enrollmcnt] Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nokuru Eldercot Thika Nanyuki Nycri| Totals
Ens not taken O 2h1 190 93 55 L2 L7 35 56 759
courscs
Has completed 1 65 32 21 6 5 27 10 18 184
sne or nmore
courscs.
Is now
onrclled in 2 62 29 11 6 5 7 L 10 134
£ coursce.
. . -Ne responsc 6. 3 4 0. 0 0 0 13
Totals 374 254 12¢ 67 52 81 Lg 8L 1090
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3042 ENROLLMENT IN SPECIAL TRAINING CCURSES BY
THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGES 15 TC 22 YEARS

URBAN CENTER

Course Enrollment INairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri [Totals

Has not token -0 | 117 98 38 32 24 13 27 | 379
any courscs '

Has ‘completed

onc¢ .or more -1 27 13 11 2 2 17 3 Tl 89
courscs
Is now

cprelled in 2 L3 21 9 3 b 6 1 5 l 92
2 coursc

No responsec 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 0

~1

Totals 200 134 60 37 30 53 17 36 | 567
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NUMBEIR OF MIGRANTS AGES 23 TO 60 YEARS
WHO ARE ENRCLLED IN SPECIAL TRAINING
COURSEE.

-URBAN . CENTER.

Coursc Enrollment

Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldcret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri [Totals

Has not token O
any courses

Has complcted

one or more 1
courscs

Is now

¢nrolled in 2
a course

. Na.rcsponse

122 89 51 23 18 17 19 27 266
27 19 10 L 3 10 7 14 gk
19 6 2 3 1 1 2 5 29

3 0 2 .0 o . 0 0 0 5

Totals

171 114 65 30 22 28 28 Le 504
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3044 NUMBER OF MIGRANTS WHO HAVE COMPLETED
PRIMARY EDUCATICN OR LESS THAT ARE ENRCLLED
IN SPECIAL TRAINING COURSLES

URBAN CENTER

Course Znrollmcnt | Nairobi Mombaosa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Total

Has not takcn O 174 166 77 Ly 35 38 %2 3L l 603"

any courscs

Has completced l
on. or- morc 1 Lg 2L 16 L 3 13 9 13 |.131
courscs
Is now
enrolled in 2 { 17 18 6 3 3 1 3 5 56
a course »

No responsc 5 3 3 0 0 0 0 0] | 11

Totals 245 211 102 54 y1° 52 WA 52 ! 801
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~NUMBER OF

MIGRANTS WHO HAVE COMPLETED MORE
THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION TH4T ARE ENROLLED.
IN SPECIAL TRAINING COURSLS.

- 123 -

URBAN CENTER

Coursc Enrollment |[Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nokuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri |Totals
Has not teken O 67 24 16 8 7 9 22 156
GnY COourscs.
Has completed
one or more 1 16 8 5 2 2 1h 5 53
courses
Is now
¢nrelled in 2 11 5 3= 2 € 5 78
a coursoe

No rusponse 1 0 1 0 0 -0 0 2

Totals 129 Lz 27 13 11 29 32 289
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In the case of attendance at cinemas the majority of the men did not
a
attend cinemas, Of the men who did attend there appears to be significant
variations between age and education groups with the young and the well-
educated attending proportionately more often. The dominant rcason for
increased is the greater availability of cinemas within urban centers.

The associated statistics are 2ll significant with the exception of the
hypothescs of no intcraction between age and urban center, no interaction
between age, urban ccnter and cinema attendance and indcpendence between
age and urban center within any one cinema attcndance category. In
calculating the associnted stat.stics the three row cotegories utilized.
are "does not attend" versus "attends about the same or less often' versus
"attends morce often™. The pattern of attendance at dancing places is
virtually identical to that of cinemas ékéebt the proportion who do not
attend dancing ploces is slightly larger than was. the case: for cinemas.

With referencce to the reading of newspapers the use patterns arc
reversed in that the majority of the men intervicwed do recad newspapcrs.
As in the case of the other amcnities, for the men who do read newspapers
there is a distinct tendency to read newspapers more often in urban centers.
The dominant reason for this incrceascd reading of ncewspapers i1s the greater
availability of newspapers in urban centers although the other reasons
appear to be important as well. The associated statistics are all
significant with the exception of the onc hypothesis of no intcraction
between age levels and urban centers., The row categories for the
associated statistics for this set of ables arc cxpanded to scparate out
the effects of variations between three rcasons why the reading of
newspapers has increasecd,

Initially, thc question nbout enrollment in special training courscs
was includedias o neans to obt~in a nensure of. additionsl training beyond
formal seftooling which the men had acquirced. The comments on some of
the gquestionnaires, especially in Nairobi, indicated the special training
Jaeilitics may have becen vicwed as o desired amenity which attracts those
young mcn who wish to upgrade their skills on a part time basis while they
are working. The number of men currently enrolled in spccial training
courses is relatively small although this number is proportionntely

v~

Contd,eeeso
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larger in Nairobi, espcecially in the group of men who have completed
some secondary education..  The intcrpretation of the row "has completed
oneor ‘moré courses" is somewhat ‘morc ‘difficult since” these courses may
have been comﬁiégéa Bfib; to migration, As of now, no attempt has bcen
- made -to compute tho associated statistics for this sct of tables,
Sa Future Migration Plans,

‘In the -past, one aspect of labour migration has bcen the tendency for
men to circulate betwecen rural arcas and urban centers in an attempt to

-

supplement rv~-. income with cash income available in urban centcrs. In
! i ot .
an c.ctempt to detcrmine the current importance of such labour circulation
-questions 38 to 42 werc includcd in the survey., Table 31 indicates the
migratiofiintentions of "the men surveyed. "In table 32-we present- the-
responses to question 40 where the respondent who had indicated he
planned to leave within five years was asked why he intended tc stay for
that pericd of time. The term '"target worker' describes the person who
wants to earn a certain amount of money and then lcave the urban center
in which he is currently resident. Quostion 41. in contrast, asked the
respondents who planned to lenve within five years why they were planning
to leave., The set of options included in the questionnaire were for
rccording purposes only ar? were not presented to the respondent, The
responses to this question 2re included in table 33, Since a sizable
number of men were uncertain about their future plans a scparate categery
was included in tables 32 and 33 for the men who were uncertain about
future migration plans., Table 33 includcs for each urban center a cross-—

tcbulation of the prcvince of birth and the province cf migration

destination for the men who plan to leave their present location.
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DISTRIBUTION CF FUTURE MIGRATION PLANS

——

URBAN ENTER

Migration Plans: |[Naircbi Mombas:s Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totuls

1

Plan to stay 89 54 31 15 14 13 15 26 | 257
23.8  21.3  2hk,0 22.4 26,9 16,1 30,0 31.0 |23.5

Plan to stay 155 108 29 27 22 13 14 15 387
until retircment 41,5 Lo,5- 22,5 40,3 L2,z 16,1 28,0 22.6 35.5

Plan . to leave

A 91 66 50 21 14 45 18 33 338

within five 2h,3 26,0 58,8 31.3  26.9 55.5 36.0 39.3 |31.0
ycarse

Uncertain cbout ~ 39 26 . 19 L 2 10 3 6 i 109

future plans | 10.4 10,2 14,7 6.0 3.9 12,3 6.0 7.1 '10.,0

!

Totals i 37h 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 1091
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THE REASON FOR REMAINING IN THRIR PRESENT
ILOCATICN AS GIVEN BY THE MIGRANTS WHC PLAN
TO LEAVE WITHIN FIVE YEARS

URBAN CENTER .

Reason for leaving | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nokuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki NycrilTotale
Tnrget worker 19 14 9 3 2 Iy 5 10 £6
Target workcr, to _
buy or improve 16 3 o] 0 0 3 7 1 30
shamba

Leave to tcke care 2 6 1 0 1 2 0 0 .12
of o shamba

Expects to leave

when he inherits 0 0 0 0 0 o 0] 0 0
a shamba.

Leaving because 8 7 6 7 5 2 0 0 35
unemploycd

VWiishes to improve

cmployment status 1% 11 18 7 1 17 : 2 6 75
¢lsewherc

Other rcason. 28.. . . 22 5. 3. .. 5 5. 3 . 16 | 107
No rcsponse 5 3 1 1 0 2 1 0 13
Totals o1 65 50 21 14 L5 18 33 338
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32,2 THE REASON FOR REMAINING IN THEIR PRESENT
LOCATION AS GIVEN BY THE MIGRANTS WHO
ART UNCERTAIN ABOUT THEIR FUTURE PLANS

URBAN CENTER

Reason for. Leaving Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totzls

Target. worker 5 L L 1 0 0 0 o] 14
Target worker, to

buy or improve a 8 1 U 1 1 0 1 1 13
shamba Lk

Leave to take care 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 o} b

of a shamba

Expects to leave

when he inherits a 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 70 0
shamba

Leoaving because 6 2 5 1 1 1 0 1 17
uncemployed

Wishes to improve

cmployment status 9 7 8 0 0 L 2 0 " 30
clsewherc
Other reason .. L1 9 1. 1 0 5 0 L oy oz

ITotals 39 26 19 L 2 10 3 6. 109
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33,1 REASON FOR. LEAVING THEIR PRESENT LOCATICON
AS GIVEN BY THE MIGRANTS WHO -PLAN TO
LEAVE WITHIN FIVE YEARS

URBAN CENTER

Reason for Leaving |Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nonyuki NyerijTotals

Cannot find work 1| 13 12 6. 3 1 2 0. 2.. 39
Wages dre too 2 2 L 10 1 0 13 1 2 33
low '

Dislikes the
work hce can 3 2 0 2 0- 0 2 0 1 7
obtain here

To take care Li 14 10 8 1 6. 2 1 1

of his shamba

Has inherited 5 0] 0 0 1 0 0. 0 o} .1
a shamba

Dislikes living 6| 15 9 2 2 1 1 3 2 25
here

Same rceason as
given in - -7 26 20 19 8 5 20 - 9 13 120.
gquestion 4O

Other . 81 11 10 2 4 1 1 ! 11 4L

Totals 83 65 Lg 20 14 41 . 16 22 322
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33.2 REASON FOR LEAVING THEIR PRESENT LOCATION

AS GIVEN BY THE MIGRANTS

UNCERTAIN ABOUT THEIR FUTURE

MIGRATION PLANS,

URBAN ENTLER

Reason for lecaving!Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Bldorct Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals

Cannot find work 1 5 L L L 1 20

Wagces are too 2 0] 3 2 O 0 7
low,

Dislikes the i

work he can 3 2 0 1 0] 0 4

find here

To takec care L 1 3 L 0 0 8

of his shamba

Has inherited 5 1 0 0 0] 0 1

a shamba

Dislikes living 6 L 0 o 0 0. 10

here

Same rcason as

given in 71 19 7 7 0 7 L2

gucstion 40

Other S 3 5 b 1 0 14
Totals 37 26 22 5 8 106
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PROPOSED NIGRATION DESTINATION AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS WHO PLAN TO LEAVE NAIROBT.

- 131 -

"PROVINCE OF -BIRTH-

Province of Other Nyanza Western Rift Central Eastern Coast|Totals
Migration Urban Valley

Destination Center

Other Urban 1 5 1 0 4 2 -0 1z
Center

Nyanza 0 v 0 0 < C 0 v Q 7
Western 1 1 22 0 0 0 0 24
Rift Valley o) 0 1 2 1 0 0. 4
Central 0 0 o 0 26 o0 0 26
Eastern 0 0 9] 0 0 31 o) 31
Coast o] 0 0 0 0N 1 1 2
Totals 2 13 24 2 31 24 1 107

24,2 PROPOSED MIGRATION DESTINATION AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS 7HC PLAN TO LIAVE MCONMBASA
PROVINCE OF BIRTH

Province of | Other Nyanza “lestern Rift Central Eastern Coast| Totals
Migration Urban Valley

Destination| Center

Other Urban 0 2 3 0 7 4 1 17
Center
Nyanza 0 9 v 0 0 0 0 9
Wwestern 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
Rift Valley 0 0 0 0 U 0 0 0
Central 0 0 0 0 5 U U 5
Eastern 1 0 0 0 0 i8 .0 19
Coast 1 0 0 0 0 2 16 19
Totals 2 11 11 0 12 24 17 77
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PROPOSED MIGRATION DESTINATIOCIN AND BIRTHPLACE

OF THE MIGRANTS WO PLAN TO LEAVE KISUMU

PROVINCE OF BIRTH
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Province of Other  Nyanza Western Rift ~Central Eastern Coast |Totals
Migration Urban Valley

Destination Center

Other Urban 0 16 2 0 o) 0N 0 18
Center

Nyanza 2 20 0 O 0 0 -0 22
Western 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
Rift Valley 0o 0 0 2 0 Q 0 2
Central 0 0 ) 0 0 0 .0 A

Fastern O: O 0 0 0 1 0 1
Coast 0. 0 U 0 0 O 0 0
Totals 2 %6 11 2 0 1 0 52
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PROPOSED MIGRATION DESTINATION AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS WHO PLAN TO

L AVE NAKURU

PROVINCE OF BIRTH

Province of | :Other Nyanza Western = Rift Central Lastern Ceast| Totals
Migration Urban Valley

Destination Center

—

Other Urban 0 2 1 1 1 (] 0 -5
Center

ranza 0 & (9] L) 0 0 0 6
Western 0 0 3 0 " 0 U 3
Rift Valley 0 ® ® 1 2 U 0. 3
Central ® e 0 6 0 (3 6
Eastern 0 0] 0 0 0 1 0 1
Coast 0 0 0 0 "0 0 0 0
Totals 0 8 4 2 9 1 0 25




PROPOSED MIGRAVICN DESTINATION AND BIRTHFLACE
ANTS WHC PLAN TO LEAVE ELDORLT

OF THE MIGR

PROVINCE OF BIRTH
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- Other Nyanza Western. Rift Central Eastern Coast

Province. of Totals

Migration Urban Valley

Destinaticn Center

Other Urban eO 2 2 1 0 0 5
Center

Nyanza o) 0 A 0 0 o) o

Western -0 a0 4 0) © 0 4
Rift Valley 0 -0 0 a4 0 0. 1
Central a 0 e & 0 L 0 1

Eastern - 0 0 0 9; 0 0 o
Coast =0 0 0 0 1 1
Totals & o) 2 S 2 0 1 12
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PROPOSED MIGRATICN DESTINATICN AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS WHC PLAN TO LEAVE THIKA.

PROVINCE OF BIRTH

Province of Other Nyanza Western Rift Central Eastern Coast | Totals

Migration Urban Valley

Destination Center

Other Urban 3 0 0 0 11 1 0] 15
Center

Nyanza Q 11 0 0 0 0 o) 11

Western - 0 0 1 0 0 o) 0 1
Rift Valley 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Central 0 ] 0 0 8 o - 0] 8

Eastern 0 0 o° o 0 8 0 8
Coast 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
Totals 3 11 1 0 19 9 0 44




34,7

_]_36_

PROPOSED MIGRATICN DESTINATICN AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS WHC PLAN T0 LEAVE NANYUKI

PROVINCE OF BIRTH

Province of

Other Nyanza Western Rift Central Lastern Coast

Totals

Migration Urban Valley

Destination Center

Other Urban 1 0 0 0 4 1 o | s
Center

Nyanza o) 1 0 0. 0. 0 0 1

Jestern o) 0 1 o) o) o) 0 1

Rift Valley 0 0 0 0 0 Q o) Q
Central 0 0 0. 1 % o) ¢ ©

Eastern 0 0 0. 0 0 3 0 3
Coast o) 0 O O . o) 0 0 0
Totals: 1 L 1 1 12 4 0 20
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PROPOSED MIGRATION DESTINATION AND BIRTHPLACE
OF THE MIGRANTS WHO PLAN TO LLLVE NYERT -

PROVINCE' OF BIRTH

Province of| Other Nyanza Western Rift Central Eastern Coast [Totals

liigration | Urban Valley

Destination| Center

Other Urban 9] 0 .0 0 15 0 0 15
Center

Nyanza 0 1 o) 0 0 0 1
Western 0 0 1 0 0 0 -0 1
Rift Valley| O 0 0 0 0 0 0" 0
Central 0 o 0 1 10 "0 0

Eastern 0 0 0~ 0 0 1 0 1
Coast 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Totals 0 1 1 1 25 1 0 29




Cf the total number of respondents 59 per cent plan to remain
at least until retirement while 10 per cent are uncertain about
their future plans. Of the remaining 338 men, 32 per cent would
appear to fit in the labour circulation pattern of desiring urban
unemployment for a limited time period while a comparable number
are planning to leave their present location because they are
dissatisfied with their current employment status. Further
analysis of the data is needed to determine whether the 108 men
who appear to fit the labour circulation category are men who
arrived during the past two years, whose planned total length of
stay is two years or less, and who are planning to return to
their home area. If these conditions hold then we will have a
basis for estimating the extent of labour circulation in the
years 1964 to 1966 which is not included in our sample. Of the
366--men who do have a specific migration destination in mind 25
per cent are planning to move to one of the other eight urban
centers, Almost without exception the remaining 75 per cent are
returning to their province of birth.

6, Opinions of the Migrants on Issues Related to Rural-Urban

Migration and Urban Unemployment.

Toward the end of the questionnaire, after we had obtained
the information central to our study, several questilions were
included which were designed to obtain the opinions of the
migrants on several subjects related to urban unemployment and
pural-urban migration. Tables 35 and 36 present the distribution
of the responses to question 48 in which the men who were
unenployed were given several reasons why they might have
difficulty in finding a job and they were asked to select the
most important reason why they were unemployed. The men were
encouraged to give more than one reason if applicable in their
case and to rank these additional reasons in order of importance.
The key to the rows for the two sets of tablies is:

1. You have too little education

Z. Your tribe is diserimated against when a firm
hires more peoovie.

Contd.»---.-.
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3. The Government is not trying hard enough to create jobs
for the unemployed.

The ‘trade unions only look cut for the welfare of their
own members and not. for people like you.

5. Other.

The "no response" category indicates the men were not in the
unemployed group. The number of responses is not equal to the
number of unemployed since some men dissatisfied with their Jjob
evidently answered this question as well.

Related to this issue of urban unemployment we asked in
question 50, "Some people claim that the reason why there is so
much unemployment in the city is that city wages are very much
higher than farm income and that at these high wages there are
not enough jobs for everyone. They say, that if city wages were
lowered there would be more jobs and less unemployment. Do you
agree that there would be more jobs and less unemployment here
if the wages here were lowered?" The distribution of the response
are presented in table 37.

In an attempt to separate out the effect of rural-urban
income differentials from other factors questions 46 and 47 were
included to determine the income differential needed to induce
migration back to rural areas given that the person could have
the same or a similar job in rural areas. Table 38 indicates
the distribution of the respcnses to question 46. If the person
preferred the urban center thin he was asked .Ly he preferred to
remain in the urban center. The options listed were for record-
ing purposes only and were not presented to the respondent. In
gquestion 47, for the men who preferred to remain in an urban
center if there was no rural-urban income differential, an
attempt was made to determine the rural-urban income differential
necessary to induce a return to a rural area. The distribution
of the responses is presented in table 39.

Finally, in question 49 the men were asked to evaluate the
Tanzenian policy of re-~settling urban unemployed to their eawn
land or to co-operative farms if they had no land. After their

evaluation of this Government policy the men who were unemployed-

Contdeeoeo.o.
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were asked to indicate their willingness to be re-settled in this
manner.. In table 40 we indicate the distribution of the evaluation
while table 41 indicates the willingness to be re-settled. The

"no response” now in table 41 includes the men who are not in the

unemployed categery.
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25,1 THE MATIN REASONS WHY THE MIGRaNTS FIND
IT DIFFICULT -TO FIND EMPLOYMENT

URBAN CENTER

Reason = Tairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Tota

1 31 24 6 14 14 4 0 B %6

28 | 10 & 6 0 s O o£ 0. 0 .| 18

10 > 1 3 1 0 4 38

4 2 1 o) 0 0 O o) o) 3

5 27 23 10 9 2 1 2 4 78

No responsd286 190¢ 111 4% 31 75 48 73 857
Totals 373 -7 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 1090
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35,2 THE MAIN REASON WHY THE MIGRANTS WHO
ARE AGES 15 TO 23 YEARS FIND IT DIFFICULT

TO FIND ENPLOYMENT

URBAN CENTER

Reason Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
1 22 12 6 13 8 4 0 1 66
2 7 4 Ce 2 0 [ ] (] 13
3 7 6 2 1 2 1 e 2 21
4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
5 16 19 3 5 1 [ ] 1 3 48
No -
Response| 147 92 49 18 17 48 16 30 417
Totals 200 134 60 37 30 53 17 36 567
35.3 THE MAIN RTASON #HY THE MIGRANTS 'HO
ARE AGES 23 TO 60 FIND IT DIFFICULT 7O FIND
BEMPLOYMENT
URBAN CENTER
Reason Nairobi Mombasa Kisymu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
1 9 11 J 1 6 0 0 2 29
2 3 2 0 o) 0 0 0 0 5
3 10 3 0 0 1 0 0 2 16
4 1 J Q 0 0 0 0 0 1
5 11 4 5 4 1 1 1 0 27
No
Response| 136 o4 60 25 14 27 28 42 426
Totals 170 114 65 30 22 28 29 46 504
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Associated Statistics for Tables 3%35.1, 35.2 and 35.3%

|
Hypothesis Degrees Calculated | Probebility
of Chi-square
freedom value i
i
No row-column interaction 3 3,40 .50
No row-level interaction S 1.69'm-wv .20
No column-level interaction 3 1.63 .70
No row-column-level interaction ? 3 10.18 .02
[}
Complete independence 10 15.90 .10
Row-column independence within a level 13.58 .05
Row-level independence within a column 4 . 11.88 .02
Column-level independence within a row 6 11.81 . .10
{
Row-column independence from levels : 7 13.50 .10
T
Row-level independence from columns 9 15.21 .10
1
Column-level independence from rows 7 15.28 .05
Columns -  Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,

Three Central Urban Centers.
Rows - 1 and 2, 3 vo 5.
Levels - Age, 15 to 22 years, 23-60 years, .
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354 THE MAIN REASON WHY THE MIGRANTS WHO HAVE
COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATICN OR LE&SS FIND IT
DIFFICULT TO FIND EMPLOYMENT.

URBAN C=z=NTER

Reason | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
1. 25 22 6 1% 14 2 0 3 85
2 8 . 6 0 0 1 0 o 0 15
v 1 .- 1. . O. . .0 ...Q. .0 0 Q2
51 19 18 8 6 2 1 2 2 58
X F'
No |
Respongeur .M,155 ‘ 86 34 22 48 43 an 611
N . ]
Totals ouy 211 102 54 41 52 45 52 801
35.5 THE MAIN REASCN WHY THE RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE

COLPLETED 1.0RE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATICN FIND IT
DIFFICULT 70 TFIND EUPLOYIENT

e .. URB&N.. ..CENTER . e
Reason - | Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika: Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
1 6 2 o 1 o 2 0 0 11
2 2 0 o 0 o 1 0 O 3
3 5 1 o o 1 0 o) 1 8
4 1 o o 0 o o o o 1
5 8 5 2 3 o o o 2 20
No
Response| 107 35 25 9 9 27 5 29 246
Totals | 129 43 27 13 11 29 5 32 289
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THE: SECOND REASON VHY MIGRANTS FIND. IT
DIFFICULI TO FIND EMPLOYIENT

URBAN CENTER

. Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyukl Nyeri

Reason - Total
1 4 1 ¢ 1 - 1 ) | 0 1 8
2 5 7 0 5 1 1 0 0 19
3 6 8 1 1 1 2 0 1 20
4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
5 3 6 0 1 1 1 0 0 12
No
Response | 351 232 128 - 59 48 97 -~ 50 82 11027
Totals 374 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 1091
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36.3 THE SECOND REASON WHY THE MIGRANTS
WHO ARE.AGES 15 TO 22 YEARS FIND IT DIFFICULT
TC FIND LUPLOYMINT

JRBAN  CENITER

Reason Nairobi Mombasa Hisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals
112 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
2 2 Z 0 5 0° 1 0 0 11
5 b) 5 1 1 0] 2 0 0 10
4 3 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0 3
5 3 0 1 1 1 0 0o | 9
No _ .
Responge | 187 125 7 59 29 29 49 17 36 ¢+ {531
Totals 200 134 60 27 30 53 17 36 567

36.53 THE SECCND REAZSON WHY THE MIGRANTS JHC ARE
AGES 25 TC 60 FIND IT DIFFICULT TO
FIND EMPLOYMoNT

URBAN CENTER

Reason |Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Elcoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals
1 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 4
2 3 4 0 o 1 0 0 0 8
5 3 5 o 0 1 0 o) 1 10
4 2 O ; 0 0 0 0 0 2
5 0 2 0 0 0 o) 0 0 2
No
Response| 161 102 65 30 19 28 29 45 1479
Totals 171 112 65 30 22 28 29 46 505
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36 .4 THE SECOND REASON WHY RESPONDS WHC HAVE COMPLETED
PRIMARY EDUCATICN CR LESS FIND IT DIFFICULT TO
FIND EMPLOYMENT.

URBAN CENTER

Reason Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
1 4 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 8
2 3 7 0 5 1 0 0 0 16
3 5 3 1 1 1 2 0 1 19
4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
5 2 5 0 1 1 0 0 0 9
No _
Response | 227 190 101 46 37 50 45 50; 746
Totals 245 211 102 54 41 52 45 52 802

36.5 THE SECOND REASON WHY MIGRANTS WHO HAVE CCMPLETED
IJORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCLAJSION
FIND IT DIFFICULT TO FIND LEMPLCYMENT.

URBAN CLNTER

Reason |Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri [Totals
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 c 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
o
Response 124 42 27 13 11 27 5 32 281
TotalsI 129 43 27 13 11 29 5 32 289
i 1
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26.6 THE THIRD REASON WHY MIGRANTS FIND IT
DIFFICULT TC FIND EMPLOYMENT

URBAIN CENTER

Reason Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri] Totals
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 ©) 1
2 0 o) O 0 0 o) 0 0] O
3 3 1 O O 0 o 0 @) 0
4 o) e 0 o) 0 1 0 0 1
5 O 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 3
No
Response| 371 249 129 67 51 79 50 84 (1080
Totals 374 254 129 67 52 81 50 84 11091
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37.1 THE COPINION OF THE MIGRANTS ON THE QUESTION
VHETHER URBAN UNEMPLOYKMENT IS IN PART
CAUSED BY HIGH URBAN WAGES.

URBAN CLNTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals

Agree 148 95 ¢ V1R 30 20 23 15 32 410
Disagree |162 108 41 03 11 38 35 . 51 | 469
Undecided 53 40 31 13 1S 5 0 1 162
Refuses .

to express 5 7 4 1 G 1 0 0 18
an opinion

No ¢

Response | 6~ 4 R TR O T2 14 o ® 7o 31

—-Totals - | 374 254~ 128  Te7 TTTB2 81 50 84 |1090
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3742 THE OPINICI OF THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGES
15 TO 23 YEARS ON THE QUESITICHN THAT URBAN
UNEMPLOYMENT IS CAUSED. IN PART BY HIGH
URBAN TAGES

URBAN CENTER

- !
Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika  Nanyuki Nyeri boﬁals

Agree 81 4 23 22 10 16 3 11 212
Disagree 87 61. 19. 12 6 25 14 24 248
Undecided 26 21 12 3 13 1 0 1 77
Refuses to

express an 3 3 2 0 o) 1 0 ) 2
opinion.

No ﬁ

Response 3 3 3 0 1 10 ) 0 20

3743 THE OPINICN OF THE MIGRANTS JHO ARE AGES 23 TO

YEARS ON THE QULSTICN WHETHER URBAN
UNEMPLOYMENT IS CAUSED IN PART BY HIGH
URBAN WAGES.

URBAN CENTER

1

Response lairobi lMombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals

N
-

Agree 67 48 24 8 10 7 10 20 l 194
Disagree 75 a4 22 11 5 13 19 26 215
Undecided | 26 19 15 10 6 4 0 0 80
Refuses t¢

express ary 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 7
opinion

No

Response 1 1 2 0 1 4 o) 0 9

Totals 171 114 65 30 22 28 29 46 + 505
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Associlated Statistics for Tables 37.1, 37.2 and 37.3

! Degrees Calculated iProbability

' of Chi-square

i freedom value
No row-column interaction .3 15.92 01
No row-level _interaction 1 0.13 .80
No column-level interaction 3 l.22 .80
No row-column-level interaction 3 2.84 ; « 50
Complete independence i 10 20.11 .05
Row-column independence within a level 6 18.76 .01
Row-level independence within a column 4 2.97 .70
Column-level independence within a row 6 4.06 .70

IL 1
Row-column independence from levels | 7 4.19 .80
| !
Row-level independence from columns 9 19.97 .02
Column-level independence from rows 7 18.89 01

Columns. .-- Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,

Three Central Urban Centers.
Rows ... —.. Agree, Disagree. .. .. ..

Levels - Age, 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.
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374 THE OPINION OF THE MIGRANTS WHO HAVE COMPLETED
PRIMARY EDUCATION OR LESS ON THE 3JUESTION
WHETHER : URBAW UNEMPLOYMENT IS CAUSED IN

PART BY HIGH URBAN JAGES.

" URBAN CENTERS

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
Agree 109 84 36 24 15 16 13 25 | 3227
Disagree 92 -9 - 29 17 B 19 32 e 27 301
Undecided 40 37 30 12 18 5 0 0 142
Refuses to

express an| 2 % 5 =1L -0 - 1 0 -0 14
opinion
No

Response 2 — 3 0 2 11 0 0| 22
Totals 245 211 101 54 41 52 45 524 801
"37.57 ’l”THE'OPINIONTOF THE MIGRANDS WHO HAVE COMPLETED
MORE THAN PRIMARY EDUCATICN ON THE QUESTION
" WHETHER URBAN UNBHPLOYMENT IS CAUSED IN™ -
PsRT BY HIGH URBAN WAGES
URBAN CTNTER

Response Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri |[Totals
Agree 39 11 11 6 5 7 2 7 88
Disagree 70 29 12 6 5 19 3 24 168
Uncdecided | 13 3 1 1 1 0 0 1 20
Refuses tc¢

express arl 3 0 1 A 0 0 0 0 4
opinion

No

Response 4 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 °
Totals 129 43 27 13 11 29 5 32 289
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Associated Statistics for Tables 37.1, 37.4 and 37.5

Hypothesis Degrees  Calculated !Probability
of Chi-square .
fresedom .. walue. .= . .. ..
No row-column interaction 3 15.42 .001
No :row-level ‘interaction 1 21.85 - . LA01
No eolumn-level interaction 3 = 15.69 T O}
No row-column-level interaction 3 0.80 é .90
|
1
Complete independence . 10 53.75 | .00L
' |
Row-column independence wjthin a-level 6 le.22 . - .02
Roﬁ—level indevendence within & column 4 22.65 .001
Column-level independence within a row 6 . 16.49 . .02
x 1
Row-column independence from levels 7 38,33 .001
Row-level independence from columns 9 31.91 .001
1
Column-level independesnce from rows o 38.07 .001

Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,
Ihree Central Urban Centers.

Rows agree, Disagree

Levels - Education, primary versus sccondary.
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38.1 RURAL VER3US URBAN LOCATICN PREFERTHCE OF THE
MIGRANTS
URBAN CINTER
Location  Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals
Preflerence
Home #area

Urban g¢enter
because he
has more -
friends here

Urban center
becausge
there are
more things
to do . here.

Urban center
because
-living con-
ditions are
better here.

Urban .center
because
there are ~
more employ-
ment oppor-
tunities here

Urban .center
for other
reasons

Totals
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38.2 RURAL VERSUS URBAN LOCATICON PREFERENCE BY
THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGES 15 TO 20 YEARS

URBAN . CENTER

Location
Preference Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri

Total:

Home area 164 101 34 27 20 43 10 32

Urban center
because he 7 7 2 3 5 0 0 1
has more

friends herc.

Urban center
because therd 7 1 5 1 0 1 2 2
are more
things to do
here.

Urban center
because "
livinc con- 8 12 9 4 & 4 1 1

ditions are
bettber here

Urban center
because thers
are more 4 6 5 2 0 5 1 0
employment
opportunities
herec.

Urban center \
for other 9 5 3 0 1 0 1 0
reasons

431

25

19

43

23

19

Totals 199 132 58 37 30 53 15 36

560
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38.3 RURAL VERSUS URBAN LOCATION PREFERENCE BY THE
MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGES 23 TC 60 YEARS

URBAN CENTER

“Location = — "~
Preference Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| To

"Home ‘area -~ 125 ~— 87 46~ 22 C1s 25 22 4 389
Urban center

because he 1 1 2 0 O 0 0 1 5
‘has ‘more s

friends here

Urban center
because there| 9 2 2 1 0 0 5. . 0 19
are more
things to do
here

Urban center
because
living 5 9 3 2 4 1 1 1 26
conditions
are better
here

Urban center
because there 10 5 2 0 0 1 N 0 1&
are more f

employment
oprortunitiesg
here.

Urban center
for other 14 6 6 5 0 1 1 0 33

recasons i

Totals: le4 110 61 30 22 28 29 46 490
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for Tables 38.1, 38.2 and 38.3%

"Three Central Urban Centers.

Rows . - In home district, here.

Levels - Age, 15 to 22, 23 to 60 years.

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated robability

roof Chi-square

freedom value
No row-column interaction 3 14.25 .01 B
No row-level.interaction . 1 0.97..... .50
No column-level interaction 3 0.83% .90
No row-column-level interaction 3 7.38 .10
Complete independence. 10 23.43 .01
Row-column independence within a level 6 2l1.62 .01
Row-level independence within a columr 4 8.35 .10
Column-level independence within a row 6 2 8.21 .30
Row-column independence from levels 7 9.18 .30
Row-level independence from columns 9 22.46 .01

L
Column-level independence from rows | 7 22.59 .01

Columns - Nairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,
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38.4 RURAL VERSUS URBAN LOCATION PREFERENCE BY THE
MIGRANTS WHC HAVE COMPLETED PRIMARY EDUCATION
OR LESS.

URBAIN CENTER

Location
Preference Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thilka Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals

Home area 183 168 68 %9 32 44 30 48 612
Urban center

becauss he 5 4 3 0 C 18
has more T

friends here.

Urban center
because thereg 13 3 2 0 1 2 ~ 34
are more- -
things to do
here.,

Urban center
because 12 10 5 47
living con- | T

ditions are
better here

Urban center
are more
employment
opportunities
here,

Urban center
for other 17 8 7 4 1 1 2 1 41

reasonsge.

Totals 239 206 98 54. 41 52 - 43 52 795
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3845 RURAT VERSUS URBAN LOCARICON PREFLRENCE BY THE
MIGRANTS WHO HAVE COMPLETLID MORE THLN PRIMARY
LDUCATION.

URBAN CIENTER

Location  Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Lldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Total:
Preference

Home area 107 = 26 16 10 6 24 5 28 222
Urban: center

Dbecause he 3 4 1 1 2 o 0 2 1. 13
has more

friends here

Urban center
because v 1 0 0 o) 0 1 6
there are

more things
to do here.

Urban center
because 4 2 2 . O
living con-
ditions. are
better here

QY
‘W
e
|_l

22

Urban center| 2 ~ O 5
because - | - ce
there are
more employ-
ment oppor-
tunitics her

Urban center 6 3 2 1 Q 0 0 0 12
for other
reasons.

Totals 126 42 25 13 11 29 5 32 283
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hsssociated Statistics for Tables 3%8.1, 38.4 and 38.5

Hypothesis Degrees Calculated Probability
of Chi-square
freedom value
No row-column interaction 3 11.89 .01
No row-level interaction 1 0.04 .90
No column-level interaction 3 %0.65 .001
o row-column-level interaction 3 11.13% .02
Complete independence 10 53.71 .001
Row-column independence within a lewvel 6 23.01 .001
Row-level independence within a column 4 11.17 i .05
Column-level independence within a row 6 41,78 .001
Row-column independence from levels 7 41,82 . 001
Row-level independence from columns 9 5% .66 .001
Column-level independence from rows 7 23.06 .01

Columns -
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39.1 FINANCIAL REWARD NICESSARY TO INDUCE THE MIGRANTS
TC RETURN TO THEIR HOME DISTRICT

URBAN CENTER

Shillings| Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals

210 228 58 iy 45 36 56 35 6% 568
220 14 4 4 1 0 1 2 b1o27
240 6 2 0 3 0 2 1 .0 |

250 55 29 19 5 10 6 3 131

more than
250 40 22 8 8 5 2 4 T3 92

Totals 343 115 78 62 67 45 71| 832
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39.2 FINANCIAL REWARD NLCESSARY TO INDUCE THE MIGRANTS
WHO ARE AGLS3 15 TO 22 YiEAls TC RUTURN ©C MHEIR
HOME DISTRICIS

URBAN CENTIR

Shillings [Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals

210 128 37 22 25 20 35 T 117 28 306
220 8 4 1 1 0 1 2 0 17
240 2 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 6
250 26 14 10 3 6 3 0 3 65
more than
250 20 13 3 5 3 2 2 1 49

Totals 184 69 36 35 29 4% 15 32 443

39,3 FINANCIAL RUVARD NECESSARY 70 INDUCE THE MIGRANTS
WHO AREL AGES 23 TC 60 YEARS T0 RETURN 70 THEIR
HCME DISTRICT

URBAW CENTER

Shillings |Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri|Totals

210 99 18 25 20 16 21 22 35 256
220 6 0 2 0 o) o 0 1 9
240 1 0 2 0] o 1 0 8
250 29 15 9 2 4 3 2 1 65

more Lthan
250 19 9 5 2 0 1 0 39

Totals | 157 43 41 27 22 24 26 37 377
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Lssoeiated Statistics for Tables 39.1, %9.2 and %9.3

Hypothesis Pegrees !Calculated iProbability
troedon |
o row-column interaction 5 44,99 .001
No row-level interaction 1 0.15 - .70
No column-level interaction 3 346 L. 50
No row-column-level interactiocn 3. J3.91 © .30
Complete independence 10 52.51 .001
Row-column independence within a level, 6 ; 48,90 .001
Row-level independence within a column| 4 4,06 .50
Column-lcvel independence within a rowi 6 7.%8 .30
Row-column independence from levels 7 - 7452 .50
Row-level independence from columns 9 52.36 .001
Column-level independence from rows 7 49,05 .001

Columns - DNairobi, lMombasa, Thrce Western Urban Centers,
Three Central Urban Centers.

Rows - 210.8hs., 220.8hs. or more

Levels - Age, 15 to 22 years, 2% to 60 years.
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39,4  FINANCIAL REJARD NECESSARY TC INDUCE THE MIGRANTS
. WHO -HAVE COMPLETZED PRIMARY EDUCATICN OR LESSTO
ETURN 70 THEIR HOME DISTRICTS.
URBAN CENTER
39.5. FINANCIAL REWARD NICIUSSARY TO- INDUCE THE MIGRANTS
oo WHO. HAVE. COMPLETEZD MORE THAN PRIMARY.EDUCALION. .
TC RETURN TO THEIR HOME DISTRICT.
URBAN CENTER
Shillings| Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki NyerilTotals
210 72 2 9 8 7 21 2 24 152
220° 5 o) 2 0 o) 0 1 0 8
240 1 1 0 O 0] 1 0 0 3
250 18 -5 3 2 3 2 3 37
more than
250 17 9 3 2 1 1 0 2 35
Totals 113 24 17 12 11 25 4 29 235
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issociated Statistics for Tables 39.1, 39.4 and 39.5

Hypothesis S %Degrees Calculated Probability
?rgidom
No row-column interaction iz lUzg.8s | TI00T
o row-level interaction T m”“"l?95““'“*“"!20“”
No column-level interaction 3 12.92 .01
No row-column-level interaction 3 0.2% .98
Complete independence | 10 5%.95 201
Row-column independeﬂée within a level 6 }9.08 .001
Row—ievel independence within a columﬁ: 4 2.18 .80
Column-level independence within a row 6 132.15 .05
Row-column_independence from levels ! 7 15.10 N,'OE
Row-level independence from columns 9 52.00 .001
Column-level independence from rows | 7/ . 41.03 .001
Columns Nairobi, lombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,

Three. Central Urban Centers. . o
Rows 210.5hs., 220.58hs. or more

Levels Education, Primary versus secondary.
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40,2 THE EVALUATION BY THE MIGRANTS WHC ARE AGES
15 T0 23 YEARS COF THE TANZANIAN GOVIRNLIZNT
POLICY TO RU-SEDTTLE URBAl UNELMPLOYED
IN RURAL AREAS.
URBAN CENTER
Evaluation Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nekuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri] Totals
It is. a D
good -policy 118 72 34 26 8 17 15 27 317
It 1is not ¢
good policy 55 49 13 4 4 21 1 6 153
Undecided 11 11 4 3 9 Ty 1 1| 44
Has not
heard of 7 [ ] o 2 -8 2 0 1 20
the policy '
Refuses to
express.an.|.. 5 1 3. 0 .0 . 0 .0 1 10
opinion
‘Totals 196 133 54 35 29 4y 17 " 36| S44
40.3 THE EVALUATICN BY JHE IIGRANTS WHC ARE AGES
2% 10 oU YmAis Ur THE TAENZANLAN GOVLRENMDNL S 07 777 70 7
PCLICY TO  RE-SETTLL URBAN UNEI'PLOYED
‘ IN RURAL ARTAS
URBAN CEZENTER
Evaluation |[Nairobi lMombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Totals
It is a
good policy 95 49 30 12 10 14 26 43 279
It is not &
good policyl 48 56 16 5 2 9 2 3 141
Undecided 12 7 5 4 3 1 o) 0 32
Has not
heard of
the policy 8 1 4 7 5 1 0 0 26
Refuses to
express an 7 0 0 0 2 o 1 o 1<
opinion
Totals 170 113 55 28 22 25 29 46 488




40.1

URBAN CENTZER

Eveluation [Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Total:s

It is a

good policy] 213 .126 .66 . 38 18 .0 31 45 . 72 .1 609
it is not g _

good policyl 104 106 29 9" 6 30 3 9 296
Undecided. | . 23 . e 18. 0 90 L0 o 12 e B 21 1 76
Has not

heard of e Sy . e

the policy 15 1 6 ., 9 13 3 0 1| 48
Refuses to *

express an 12 1 3 0 2 0] 1 1 20
opinion '

Totals | 367... . .252 . 113.i 63 ...51... .69 ... 50 ... 84 949
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Associated Statistics for Tables 40.1, 40.2 and 40.3%

Hypothesis Degrees :Oalculated Probeability
frggdom t

No row-column interaction 6 76.47 .001
No row-level interaction 2 0.12 .95
No column-level interaction 3 1.33 5 e80”
No row-column-level interaction 6 19.26 i .01
Complete independence 17 | 97.18 . 001
Row~column independence within a level 12 } 95.74 ©,001
Row-level independence within a column 8 19.38 - .02
Column-level independence within a row 9 20.59 .02
Row-column independence - from—levels - 11 2071 - ] .05
Row—-ltevel independence from columns- - - 15 - | 97.06 - .001
Column-level independence from rows 14 95.86 .001

Columns - DNairobi, Mombasa, Three Western Urban Centers,

Three Central Urban Centers.

Rows - Age, 15 to 22 years, 23 to 60 years.



THE EVALUATICN BY

- 169 -

4O .4 THE MIGRANTS WHO HAV: COMPLETED
RINARY EDUCATION OR LESS OF THE TANZANIAN
GOVERNIENT POLICY TO RE-SETTLE URB&N UNEMPLOYZED
N e e e ST RURAT, ARBAS T R
| URBAN CENTZIR
Evaluation [Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri] Totals
It is a
good policyl 131" 105 51 29Tttt 12 14 41 7 46 | 429
It is-not = ! :
good policy 72 84 24 % 6 4 23 2 4 219
Undecided 21 7 U188 ~8~~-v%~7~~ I T SR, S S 9
Has.-net .. -. - AT L
heard of 11 1 6 . 8 12 1 4p
the policy- ! - b
Refuses to
express an 7 1 1 0 1- 1 1 12
oprnion e
40.5 - THE ;| EVALUATION BY THE 'MIGRANTS WHC- HAVE - CCMPLETED:
 MORT THAN - PRIMARY-EDUCATION OF -THE TARZANIAN- - -
GOVIDRNMENT POLICY TO RE-SETTLE URBAN UNENPLCYED
IN RURAL AREAS.
.URBAN  CENTER
Evaluation Naircbi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
It is a
good policy 82 21 15 9 6 17 4 26 180
It is not =a
good policyl 32 22 5 3 2 7 1 5 77
Undecided 2 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 7
Have not
heard of 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 6
the policy
Refuses to
express an 5 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 8
opinion.
Totals 125 43 23 13 11 26 5 32 | 278
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Associated Statistics for Tables 40,1, 40.4 and 40.5

Hypothesis Degrees | Calculated | Probability
of Chi-square
freedom value

No roww-column interaction 6 81.40 L0001
No row=level interaction 2 “15.46 .01

No column-level interaction -MB .OOl'm
No row~mcolumn-level interaction 6 4,92 .70
Complete independence 17 128.12 » 001
Rov—co%umn independence within a level 12 86.32 .001
Row-level independence within a column 8 18.38 .02.
Column~level independgnce within a row 9 33,87 . 001
Row-caolumn-independence  from levels - 11 46.72 001
Row-level -independence- from -columns-- - -5 114,660 .« 001
Column~level independence from rows 14 99.77 .001 -

Columns -
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TO RETURN TO A RURAL AREA

41.1 THE WILLINGN:SS
URBAN CENTIR
7illing to| Nairobi Mombasa Xisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri Total-
Return |
Yes 56 32 12 17 7 4 0 10 .| 138
No 31 25 6 6 2 1 1 1 73
Undecided 2 0 1 1 8 0 0 1 13
Has not
heard of 3 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 6
.The policy 0
Refuses to
express an 2 2 1 0 1 1 [ ] 0 7
opinion
No
Response 275 193 109 43 32 75 49 70 846
Totals 369 253 129 67 52 81 50 82 1083
41,2 THE WILLINGNESS TC RETURN 0C A RURAL ARCA
BY THE MIGRANTS WHC FAVOUR THE TANNZANTAN
GCVERNMENT PLAN 0 RE-SETTLL URBALN THEMPLCOYSD
TO RURAL AREAS.
URBAN CENTIR
21lling to| Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
Return
Yes 29 22 8 14 4 2 0 5 84
No 12 2 1 3 0 0 1 1 20
Undecided 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Has not
heard of 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ ] 1
the policy
Refuses to
exXpress an 2 1 G 0 1 1 0 0 5
opinion
No
Response 166 100 56 21 13 28 4 63 491
Totals 210 125 66 38 18 31 45 70 603
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41.3% THE WILLINGNESS TC RETURN TC A RURAL . AREA BY
THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE OPPOSED TO THE TANZANTAN
GCVERNNMENT POLICY TC RE-SETTLE URBAN UNEMPLOYED
" IN RURAL AREAS
URBAN CENTER
Willing td Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri‘Totals
Return
I

- Yes 21 8 2 1 1 38

No. 16 22 4 3 1 47
Undecided 0 0 0 0 0 e
Has not
heard of & 1 0 0 0 2
the policy
Refuses t¢
express an O 1 0 0 0 1
opinion
No
Response 65 74 2% 5 28 - 207

Totals 103 106 29 9 30 295
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THE WILLINGNESS TO RETURN TO A RURAL AREA BY

CTTTTUTTHE TMIGRANTS WHO S ARECAGESTIS TO227 YEARS

URBAN CENTER
illing to|Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
Return
. -
Yes: 28 2% 8 14 3 '5 0 S 85
Nn 24 16 4 4 2 1 0 1 52
Undecided 2 0 U 1 6 0 0 0 9
Has not
heard, of 3 0 0 0 0 0 G 0] 3
the policy
Refuses to
express an 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 6
opinion
o
Response . |- 140 .. 93. 47 .18 . ....18 48 S 17 .28 400. .
Totals 199 133 60 3% 30 53 17 35 564
41.5 THE WILLINGNIISS TC RETURN TO A RURAL ARZA
BY THE MIGRANTS WHO ARE AGsES 23 TO o0 YEARS
- URBAN ™ TCENTCR o -
Willing tojNairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nanyuki Nyeri| Totals
Return
)
Yes 28 .8 2 3 4 1 N 3 49
No 7 9 2 2 0 0 1 0 21
Undecided 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 4
Has not
heard of 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 5
the policy
Refuses to
express an 0 1 O 0 0 0 0 0 1
opinion
No
Response 132 95 60 25 14 27 28 41 422
Totals 167 14 20 oo nQ 20 ne
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RETURN TC A RURAL ARTA BY

CHAVE COMFPLETED PRIMARY

ATION OR LiSG.
BAN CENTZ:

Willing to {Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret Thika Nenyuki

Nyeri Totals

Return i
Yes 48 26 12 15 5 2 0 8 116
No 15 23 4 5 2 1 1 e 51
Undecided 2 [ 1 1 8 0 0 1 13
HaS Il t )
heerd:ef - 1 0 0 2 ~0 o 0 5
the policy
Refuses to _
express an 2 . 1 o) 1 O O 0 6
opinion
No
Response 17% 158 84 3% 2% 49 44 - 43 607
Totals 242 210 102 54 4] 52 45 - 52 798
41,7 THE WILLINGNE3IS TO RETURN TC A RURAL AREA BY
THE MIGK-NTS WHO HAVE CCHPLETED
MORT THAN PRIMARY EDUCATION
URRBRAN .CENTEL
Willing to Nairobi Mombasa Kisumu Nakuru Eldoret” Thika Nanyuki Nyeril Totals
Return
|
Yes . ] 8 6 o 2 2 2 2 22
No 16 2 2 1 o 0 1 22
Undecided 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0
Has n,t
heardsof 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
the policy
Refuses to
express an 0 0 0 Q 0 1 0 1
opinion
Tio
Response 102 35 25 10 S 26 27 239
Trteals 127 43 27 13 11 29 5 30 285
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On the question why the unemployed migrants find it difficult
to obtain employment the most important reason is inadequate
education with the "other" category and inadequate Job creating
efforts by the Government receiving sizable tabulations as well.
Only a limited number cf migrants indicated -a second reason with
very few including & third reason for not finding employment.
Since the number of men unemployed is only a small portion of the
total sample the possibilities for computing associated statistics
were distinctly limited. The one set which was computed was for
the two age levels testing for wvariation between rows one and two
(lack of education and tribal discrimination) versus rows three
to five (inadequate efforts by Government and by Trade Unions and
the "other" category). If the probability of .05 issued as the
highest acceptable level for a test of statisticeal significance
then there is a baslis for rejecting only five hypotheses, no
interaction between age, urban center and reason for unemployment,
independence of urban center and rcason for unemployment within
an age group, independcnce of age level and reason for unemployment
within an urban center grouping, and independence of urban center
and age from the reasons for unecmployment.

With reference to the possible effectiveness of reducing
urban wages as a means to achieving more. employment possibilities
the sample is fairly equally divided although the men with some
secondary education are less likely to agree than the men with
primary education or less.. For the two age levels only five of
the six associated gstatistics are significant at the five per
cent level while for the two education groups only one associated
statistic 1s not significant.

On the basis of the responscs to questions 46 and 47 (tables
%28 and 39) it would appear the vast majority of the men would
prefer to live in their previous rural location if a similar job
paying the same mozey wages was avallable there. According to
the comments ox some of the questionnaires the reason for such

a rural locationai preference is the lower cost of living in

Contdeceoeeee
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rural areas. A variety of reasons for remaining in an urban
center are given by the men who do prefer an urban center with
the improved living conditions available there being the reason
with the highest tabulation. The associated statistics are
largely significant with the cxception of relationships between
age and urban centcr and age and location prefercnce and the
hypothesis c¢f no interaction between location preference and
education level.

The responses to question 47 (table 39) should have been
limited to those men who prcferr-d an urben location 1f there
was not a rural urban differential in money income. As the
information stands now tables 38 and 39 contain some conflicting
information. The explanation by the interviewers of this apparent
conflict was that some migrants had a tendency to choose the last
(highest } rural-urban income differential in the list in question
477 rather than identify the precise income differential needed to
induce migration. As a result, we consider the information in
table 39 as having only limited validity.

In evaluating the Tanzanian Government re-settlement program
almost 60 per cent of the men favcur the policy while 25 to 30
per cent are opposed to the policy. The proportions for and
against are fairly similar for beth age levels and both education
levels although all except three associated statistics are
statistically significant. As indicated in table 41 not all the
men who favour the policy would be willing to be re~settled while
almost 50 per cent of the men are opposed to the policy would be

willing to be re-settled.
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Appendix A

The purpose of a chi-square statistic is -to provide a measure
of the difference between the observed number in any one cell of
a table and the number expected for that cell. For example, in
table 13.1 in the upper left-hand corner the observed cell value
is 12. The expected value for this cell would be the product of
the column total and the row total divided by -the total number of
observations in the table { (515X29)/1086 ;. In testing an hypothesis
the initial hypothesis is that there is no interaction between the
two variables. If in fact there is no systematic relationship
between the two variables then one would expect very little
difference between an observed and the expected value for each
cell in the table, and therefore, a low computed chi-square value.
By comparing a computed chi-square value with the table velue taken
from a table of chi-square distributions it becomes possible to
determine the probability of obtaining a particular computed chi-
square value strictly by chance or by the way the sample was
selected. If the probability of obtaining a chi-square of a
particular magnitude is low, for example one out of 1000, then
we conclude that the available evidence from the data does not
enable us to accept the initial hypothcsis that there is no inter-
action between two variasbles, and therefore, we conclude there is
a relationship between the two variables. Conversely, if the
probability is relatively high, say .50, then we cannot reject
the initial hypothesis, and we indicate there is not sufficient
evidence to conclude that there is a relationship between the
two variables. Although, the selection of a probability which
is to be considered significant is somewhat arbitrary, we tend
to reject all hypotheses with a probability equal to or less
than .05.

More gpecifically, for the associated statistics for tables
13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 (page 55) the initial hypothesis for the
"no row-column interaction" statistic is that there is no
interaction between the four groupings of urban centers and the

four employment categories. The probability of obtaining a
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chi-square of 30.19 is .00l so we conclude there is interaction

between these two variables. Conversely, for the statistic
"no column-level interaction" the hypothesis is that there is
no interaction between the four groupings of urban centers and
the two age groups. This hypothesis cannot be rejected on the
basis of our data so we conclude there is not a systcmatic

rclationship between urban center and age levels.
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