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Abstract: - The role that international migrants can play in 

promoting development in their home countries has been at the 

core of migration research over the past five decades in Africa. 

There is however rare research conducted, examining the views 

of these international migrants on the benefits of their migration 

venture long after returning to their origin country. Using the 

Respondent Driven Sampling, the paper investigates the views of 

former international migrants known in the Ghanaian parlance 

as Burgers as to whether their international migration venture 

had been beneficial to them long after resettling back home.The 

mean years after respondents returned to their country of origin 

is 28. The earliest year of respondents returning was 31 years 

and the latest year of returning was 25 years  as at the time of 

survey. 69 Burgers representing 90 percent of the respondents 

surveyed on average of 28 years after returning from an 

international migration to Ghana the country of origin, view 

their migration venture as not being beneficial to them. The 

paper is a pace-setter in promoting theoretical advances in the 

analysis of the impact of international migration on African 

countries in general and on Ghana in particular. 

Keywords:  Investigation, International migration, Burger, 

Beneficial, Impact, Years, Ghana. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

igration issues have assumed major research concerns 

in economic sociology in recent times. The (UN 

General Assembly 2015) 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 

Development concern itself for the first time with migration 

issues by including migration issues within the global 

development agenda and acknowledging the importance and 

contributions of migrants to sustainable development by 

specially referencing migration issues in six of the Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs).Migration studies on the African 

continent have also received increased attention in the last five 

decades. The role that international migrants can play in 

promoting economic development in their home countries 

have been at the core of migration research over these periods. 

These international migration studies on Africa are cast in 

potential positive effects in the form of remittances, 

knowledge transfers and investments by international 

migrants. Researchers have published the optimistic stance 

claiming African international migration have been regarded 

as a strategy to overcome constraints in terms of access to 

financial, human, and to some extent  social capital, especially 

in countries where credit markets are imperfect and access to 

formal education is limited, (de Haas 2010). The African 

international migration research focus is placed largely on 

remittance-receiving households and empirical studies 

examining the individual view of return migrants, long after in 

their country of origin are relatively rare. Despite the high 

interest of policy-makers and the considerable amount of 

research produced over the past decades, there remain gaps in 

the empirical literature examining how African international 

migrant-returnees view their migration venture long after their 

return to the home of origin.A question that to date has been 

largely overlooked by researchers on the effect of 

international migration on the African continent. It is the 

expectation that benefits derived from international migration 

are worth it over time and returned international migrants 

from hindsight will value their migration venture long after 

their return to their country of origin. 

This paper thus bring new empirical evidence to the long- 

ignored question of the differentiated impact of international 

migration stressing that much scholarship to date 

overestimates the benefit of international migration in the 

short-term by over-looking the long term dynamics of 

international migration in Africa.The paper seeks to bring to 

the fore by examining the views of international migrant 

returnees long after their return to Ghana, which is their 

country of origin on whether their international migration 

adventure long ago had been a beneficial venture or not.The 

paper thus contributes to the increasingly active discussion on 

measurement of international migration benefits and policies 

in developing countries.It also advances scholarly debate by 

presenting innovative socioeconomic factors affecting 

longterm international migration issues of a developing 

country. The paper does so by calling into question some of 

the epistemological assumptions underlying international 

migration studies on Africa and pave the way toward a next 

generation of a more holistic international migration 

scholarship on Africa that brings discussions about the long 

term international migration of people, which integrate 

understanding of migration systems within the social fields in 

which they are embedded.The structure of the paper is 

outlined as follows: the literature review of migration studies 

on Ghana section is next. The next section briefly adumbrates 

the analytical framework within which the empirical analysis 

is couched, followed by the description of the dataset section. 

The methodology and empirical variables sections 

respectively follow. The penultimate section evaluates the 

empirical estimates and a final section offers the conclusion. 
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

There have been a plethora of migration studies on Ghana by 

individual researchers (Castaldoet  al. 2012). (Ackah and 

Medvedev 2010),(Adams 2006), (Adams et al.2008), (Addai 

2011), (Adams & Cuecuecha2013) (Litchfield & Waddington 

2003,) (Litchfield & Egger 2019), (Mahé & Naudé 2016), 

Molini et al. 2016), (Abdulai 2016), (Addoquaye & Kwankye 

2009), (Agyei & Ofosu-Mensah Ababio 2009), (Anarfi & 

Agyei 2009), (Anarfi & Appiah 2009), (Anarfi & Kwankye 

2009), (Awumbila 2007), (Awumbila 2015), (Awumbila & 

Ardayfio-Schandorf 2008), (Boakye-Yiadom & McKay 

2007), (Lattof 2018), (Tufuor, Niehof,  van der Horst 2015), 

(Tufuor & Niehof 2016), (Yeboah,  Dodoo, Kwankye, 

Nyarko, Badasu & Biavaschi 2010). These authors modelled 

their various studies from the New Economics of Labour 

Migration (NELM, Stark and Bloom 1985) giving rise to 

mixed results. Theoretical models such as from the New 

Economics of Labour Migration (NELM, Stark and Bloom 

1985) cannot predict the direction of the impact of migration 

on origin households. The reason for this is that the impact 

depends on counteracting factors (Egger & Litchfield 

2019).On the national scale, there have been migration issues 

addressed in the Ghanaian decennial post-independence 

censuses, the last census being the 2010 census. The various 

Ghana Living Standards Surveys conducted up to2017, also 

dealt with migration issues in Ghana. The University of 

Ghana Regional Institute for Population Studies in league 

with the Global Development Network collaborated in 

2008−2009 on a nationally migration representative survey. 

These individual and national migration studies and reviews 

all focused on internal migration in Ghana, leaving a research 

gap of international migration studies on Ghana. 

III. ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK 

This paper investigates the views of former international 

migrants known in the Ghanaian parlance as Burgers as to 

whether their international migration venture had been 

beneficial to them long after resettling back home. A Burger 

is defined in the survey as a former international migrant who 

left for „greener pastures‟outside the continent of Africa and 

was not on any academic scholarship for further studies, who 

was not repatriated but came backto settle in Ghana, the 

country of origin on his/her own volition. 

IV. DATA 

(Heckathorn 1997) originally promoted the Respondent 

Driven Sampling (RDS) as a variation of the chain-referral 

sampling methods, like snowball sampling, to sample 

“hidden” populations such as people living with HIV/AIDS 

and injection drug users. In migration research, RDS is 

increasingly used as a tool to sample the “hard-to-reach” 

migrant populations like undocumented immigrants, foreign 

migrants, and newly arrived migrants (Tyldum and Johnston 

2014). Unlike chain-referral methods that lead to statistical 

difficulties making inferences from the sample, RDS includes 

a mathematical model to account for the non-random way in 

which the sample was collected (Heckathorn 1997). By 

applying this model, RDS leads to a weighted sample that has 

been proven to be unbiased for samples of meaningful size 

regardless of how the researcher selects the initial “seeds” 

(Salganik and Heckathorn 2004).As a hard-to-reach 

population whose members are long-forgoten in the larger 

population and for whom a sampling frame is not available, 

RDS is used to connect to a Burger through their social 

networks. The process started by selecting a small number of 

initial “seeds” (Burgers) for contact into the survey. The 

“seeds” then in turn recommend other survey participants in 

their social network, and the process continued until the 

sample size is reached. To get to the new Burger, a 5Ghana 

ced is mobile phone credit charge is given as compensation to 

the old Burger for the actual and potential mobile phone call 

used to connect and call to introduce the author to the new 

Burger. Incentives are increasingly being used in surveys to 

motivate and recruit participants. The potential of incentives 

to coerce or to exert undue influence participation is 

understandably controversial, particularly in studies where the 

research is risky and degrading (Grant & Sugarman 2004, 

Singer & Couper 2008). For a minimal-risk, non-degrading 

human-subjects survey that fulfills the usual ethical criteria, 

using incentives often pose no ethical problems (Lattof 2018). 

The survey started with two known Burgers(seeds) as there is 

no exact method for selecting seeds (Kubal, Shvab et al. 

2014). Estimating sample size for RDS cannot be directly 

calculated a priori since the estimation depends on the 

network structure data collected during sampling which are 

used to calculate sampling weights. (Heckathorn 2002; 

Wejnert, Pham et al. 2012) however posits that by calculating 

the sample size for simple random sampling and then 

adjusting the calculation for the design effect(denoted as deff), 

is defined as the ratio of the variance of an estimate to the 

variance computed under simple random sampling, 

researchers may generate sampling estimates to assist in 

planning and implementing their research. 

In RDS, the literature recommends adesign effect figure 

between two and ten in order to achieve the same power as a 

simple random sample (Salganik 2006, Goel and Salganik 

2010, Wejnert, Pham et al. 2012). To attenuate higher 

standard errors that researchers might accept when keeping 

sample size low in an attempt to conserve resources a design 

effect of ten is chosen and since two Burgers serve as the 

seeds, a standard error (se) of no greater than 0.05 

conservative number is chosen. The RDS size for the paper is 

then generated as: 
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Results are reported based on the criteria in the Strengthening 

the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology for 

RDS Studies (STROBE-RDS) checklist (White, Hakim et al. 

2015). These analyses are based on six assumptions about 

RDS namely: (1) respondents have reciprocal relationships 

with one another; (2) respondents‟ social networks are dense 

enough to sustain a chain-referral process; (3) each respondent 

recruits a single peer; (4) respondents recruit randomly from 

their networks; (5) respondents can accurately report their 

personal network sizes to data collectors; and (6) sampling 

occurs with replacement. Quantitative data were collected on 

Burgers in Kumasi using theRDS in 2019. Although the 

sample size from the model is supposed to be 72, the author 

ended upwith 77Burgers being sampled. 

V. METHODOLOGY 

The response of Burgers regarding their views on their 

international migration venture long after their return to their 

country of origin, Ghana is reported in percentage points and 

the estimates are discussed accordingly. 

VI. EMPIRICAL VARIABLES 

The variable of interest is the beneficial variable which 

examined the view of the respondent as to whether her/his 

international migration expedition embarked on years ago has 

been a beneficial venture or not as at the time of survey. A 

variety of explanatory variables are also used and these are 

now described in turn in Table 1. 

Table 1 Description of Variables 

Variable  

gender =1 if respondent is a male, 0 if female 

agerange 
=1 if respondents age is less than or equal to 69 

years,=2 if respondent  age is greater than or equal 

to 70 years 

sorjrnn 
Place of respondent‟s sojourn = 1 if Europe, =2 if 

North America,=3 if Asia, = 4 if Middle- East 

yrsrtrn number of years since respondent returned home 

beneficial 
=1 if respondents view his/her international 

migration venture  as beneficial, =0 if otherwise 

 

VII. EMPIRICAL RESULTS AND ANALYSES 

The estimates of the empirical results are presented in the 

various Tables and discussed accordingly.  

 

 

Table 2: Tabulation of gender 

=1 if male, 0 = 

female 
Freq. Percent Cum. 

0 5 6.49 6.49 

1 72 93.51 100.00 

Females comprised 6 percent and males comprise 94 percent 

respectively of the respondents surveyed.   

Table 3: Tabulation of agerange 

=1 if ≤ 69, 2= if 

≥70 
Freq. Percent Cum. 

1 69 89.61 89.61 

2 8 10.39 100.00 

90 percent of the  respondents surveyed were less than or  

equal to 69 years in age and 10 percent of the respondents  

were greater than or equal to 70 years in age. 

Table 4: Tabulation of yrsrtrn 

number of years 
since back home 

Freq. Percent Cum. 

25 4 5.19 5.19 

26 7 9.09 14.29 

27 15 19.48 33.77 

28 17 22.08 55.84 

29 19 24.68 80.52 

30 11 14.29 94.81 

31 4 5.19 100.00 

4 respondents representing 5.19 percent returned to their 

country of origin 25 years ago, 7 respondents  representing 

9.09 percent of the sampled  returned to their country of origin 

26 years ago,15respondents  representing 19.48 percent 

returned to their country of origin 27 years ago, 17respondents 

representing22.08 percent returned to their country of origin 

28 years ago, 19respondents representing 24.68 percent of the 

sampled returned to their country of origin 29 years ago, 

while11respondents representing14.29 percent returned to 

their country of origin 30 years ago and 4respondents 

representing  5.19  percent of the surveyed returned to their 

country of origin 31 years ago. 

Table 5: Descriptive Statistics 

Variable Obs Mean Std.Dev. Min Max 

yrsrtrn 77 28.156 1.522 25 31 

The mean years after respondents returned to their country of 

origin is 28 years. The earliest year of respondents returning 

was 31 years ago and the latest year of returning was 25 years 

ago as at the time of survey.  
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Table 6: Tabulation of sorjrnn 

Place of sojourn 

= 1 if Europe, 
=2 if North 

America,=3 if 

Asia, = 4 if Mid 
East 

Freq. Percent Cum. 

1 62 80.52 80.52 

2 2 2.60 83.12 

3 10 12.99 96.10 

4 3 3.90 100.00 

62 Burgers representing 80.52 percent of the respondents 

surveyed internationally migrated to Europe, 2Burgers 

representing 2.60 percent of the respondents migrated to 

North America, while 10 Burgers representing 12.99 percent 

of the respondents migrated to Asia and 3Burgers 

representing 3.90 percent of the respondents migrated to the 

Middle East. 

Table7: Tabulation of beneficial 

=1 if beneficial, 
=0 if otherwise 

Freq. Percent Cum. 

0 69 89.61 89.61 

1 8 10.39 100.00 

69 Burgers representing 90 percent of the respondents 

surveyed on average of 28years after returning from an 

international migration to Ghana the country of origin, view 

their migration venture as not being beneficial to them. 8 

Burgers representing 10 percent of the respondents surveyed, 

however view their international migration venture as being 

beneficial to them, ceteris paribus. 

VIII. CONCLUSION 

The role that international migrants can play in promoting 

development in their home countries has been at the core of 

migration research over the past five decades in Africa with 

rare research being conducted to examine the view of the 

international migrants on the benefits of their migration 

venture to them personally long after returning to their origin 

country. From the empirical results migration research should 

now take into account both the broader and longerterm effects 

of the international migration experience rather than the 

current works captured by surveys inquiring about remittance 

use and impacts. With most of the migration papers on Ghana 

disseminating scholarly articles on internal migration issues, 

this paper becomes a pace-setter in promoting theoretical 

advances as well as new empirical approaches to the analysis 

of the impact of international migration on African countries 

in general and on Ghana in particular. Probing further as to 

why after an average 28 years of return to their country of 

origin, 90 percent of the respondents surveyed view their 

international migration undertaking as not beneficial was not 

pursued and remains a high agenda for future research. 
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