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ABSTRACT

While migration out of the African continent seems more visible given the attention it receives based on
recent debates mostly shaped by the media, intra-African migration and inter-state migration in Africa is
large owing to the numbers involved in absolute terms. This study considers the Top-5 inflows and the
reciprocal top five outflows by each COMESA country. Utilizing the gravity model of migration, the study
sought to predict the degree of migration interaction. Focusing on the COMESA region integration block
(21 countries), this study examined its Top-5 inflows and outflows migrations. Using national data
migration flows statistics available from migrationdataportal.org for the year 2010. The statistics defines an
international migrant as an individual who has a different usual country of residence in 2010 compared with
2005. These statistics were estimated by combining country-to-country international flows with estimates of
5-year internal migration flows. The study estimated an empirical model as a measure for both Inflows and
Outflows to better understand the COMESA migration flows as a part of intra-African migration and
consider the factors may explain changes in the volumes and the direction of these changes in migrations.
The study finds that; there is significant reciprocity between COMESA inflows and outflows, the common
border and the common 2N%/ethnic language significantly influences both COMESA inflows and outflows,
and the Political Stability negatively influences COMESA inflows and outflows, notably, however, the
distance between countries neither influences COMESA Inflows nor Outflows.

Key Words: Inflows, Outflows, Top-5 migration flows, COMESA.
INTRODUCTION

In the year 2000, the World Bank estimated that 51% of worldwide migration was to the South, and such as,
this global population were living in a developing country. Additionally, 69% of the Sub-Saharan Africa
(SSA) migration movement were considered as South-South migration. An examination of the South-South
migration suggests substantial intra-regional migration within the African continent (Adebusoye, 2006;
Mcube et al., 2010). Almost 2 decades later, based on Population and Vital statistics report 2017(United
Nations, 2017), Africa was the Top 5 largest hosts global migrants with at least 25 million migrants moving
within and outside the continent. The report also indicated that most of African migration was intra-Africa
with up-to 19 million people involved. Potts (2015) considers that this phenomenon is partly due to the
efforts of individual states and resident international institutions on the continent to enhance the quality and
quantity of regional integration.

Several key frameworks of the African Union including frameworks including the Agenda 2063 and the
Boosting Intra-African Trade (BIAT) has established a link between mobility and Economic development in
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Africa. AU (2022) in a report re-affirms the positive link between trade and movement of persons (mobility)
on the continent. This reinforces the drive towards continental and regional initiatives to enhance free
movement of persons. This is seen continentally through the African Continental Free Trade Area
(AfCFTA) and the African Union Free Movement of Persons (AUFMP) being the two initiatives essential in
realizing successful continental integration (Bisong and Mayer, 2021).

The African continent is home to 8 African Union recognized Regional Economic Communities (RECs) and
a myriad of integration schemes within and besides these RECs. Since these RECs are considered building
blocks to continental integration, continental initiatives towards free movement of persons and free trade
have been replicated at regional levels. Continentally, the protocol on the free movement of persons is yet to
be operationalized as it has not attained the requisite ratifications. Regionally, majority of the RECs have
protocols or agreements activating free movement of persons them. However, due to lack of reliable data
and gaps therein, there has been little or no scholarly review of migration within Africa and/or its
RECs/regions (Ruyssen & Rayp, 2014). Existing data and studies on intra-African and/or intra-regional
migration in Africa has largely focused on the West and Central African countries considering a selection of
few countries. This study considers migration in COMESA countries by considering the Top 5 origin and
destination countries of the inflows and outflows. COMESA as a REC is suitable for this study because its
composition includes countries from the Horn of Africa, Northern Africa, the Indian Ocean, the Great
Lakes, Southern Africa and Central Africa. Specifically, the COMESA membership as the name suggests, is
made of Eastern and Southern Africa countries. The COMESA region therefore forms part of the largest
migration route in and out of Africa especially in the Horn of Africa.

For a long time, African migration has been desperately perceived to be towards Europe. The surge in
interviews and surveys on existing African migration trends and volumes have gone a long way to dispel the
notion in the media. Actually, migrations out of Africa have been to the Arabian Penisula and beyond, this is
captured in DTM-Data Stories (2019a, b). Earlier, Sander & Maimbo (2003) and later Schoumaker et al.
(2015) show that most African migrations were directed towards other African countries. In addition, the
diversity of African migration has been highlighted in Lessault & Flahaux (2013) among other studies. This
is reinforced by the Population and Vital statistics report 2017.

The increasing focus and inquiry into trends and cause of African and intra-African migration is noteworthy.
However, missing or incomplete data has mostly allowed general and/or aggregate analysis (Flahaux & De
Haas, 2016). Given the spotlight on migration and movement of persons under the framework of regional
integration and associated initiatives, what has been lacking is an evaluation of intra-regional migration
patterns, a documentation of the level of intra-regional migration and associated determinants.

In an attempt to seek better understanding of the COMESA migration flows, this study analyses the
interaction between COMESA countries with their respective TOP 5 destinations and origins of migration
flows between 2005 and 2010 (based on 2010 migration flow data) and considers what factors may explain
changes in the volumes and the direction of these changes in migrations. This will be done using Official
National data migration statistics from the migration data portal.

Intra-regional/intra-African Migration Trends

Flahaux and De Haas (2016) have noted that the Southern African countries, West African countries and
several small states (mostly in the South and Horn of Africa region) account for the most of the Intra-
African continental migration. Furthermore, countries such as South Africa, Egypt, Nigeria, and the North
African Maghreb countries which are most densely populated, have low intra-African emigration rates as
most of its nationals tend to move to Europe.

Based on UNDESA statistics and DTM enumerators, in one-year (2017-2018), there were more than 7.5
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million migrants moving and living in West and Central Africa, most of which were from within the region.
Additionally, the data showed that over 95% of them were intra-regional or in-country. For instance, around
50% of migrant movements monitored in Senegal reported continuing movements within the country.
Niger, Mali, Senegal and Nigeria were reported to be the main destinations for migrants interviewed at the
Flow Monitoring Points (DTM-Data Stories, 2019a).

Historically, migrant movements in the Horn of Africa have primarily been: (i) through the East via Yemen
towards the Middle East and beyond; (ii) through the North via Sudan/Libya/Egypt towards Europe/lsrael,
and (iii) through the South via Kenya/Tanzania onwards to South Africa. Besides these routes, a very
significant portion of the movements takes place within the Region (DTM-Data Stories, 2019b).

Based on IOM-DTM stats, 54% of the observed movements at the Flow Monitoring Points were within the
Horn of Africa and neighbouring countries such as Sudan and Kenya. On the other hand, most of the
outflows out of the HoOA region were to the Arabian Peninsula (36%) with Saudi Arabia being the preferred
destination. Comparably, Inflows into HOA from the Arabian Peninsula were modest. Notable observable
movements from the Arabian Peninsula originated from Yemen and were destined to Somalia. Conversely,
most of the outflows to the Arabian Peninsula were of Ethiopian nationality that travelled through Djibouti
to Saudi Arabia and other Gulf countries (DTM-Data Stories, 2019b).

The Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) and UN Migration-Data Stories on migration in the Horn of
Africa (HoA) collected and examined data across 40 flow monitoring points (FMPs). It showed that,
movements along the Eastern route mainly Ethiopian nationals represented a significant portion (37.76 %)
of the total. Movements within the HoA (Ethiopia, Eritrea, Somalia and Djibouti) represented 52.41 per cent
of the total movements. Migrants traveling along the Northern Route (3.93%) and Southern Route (5.70%)
contributed about 10% of the total movements (DTM-Data Stories, 2019b).

What is Driving intra-regional Migration Trends in Africa?

Existing studies show mixed results on the influence of sharing a common language on migration flows:
Grogger and Hanson (2011), Beine te al. (2011), find that sharing a common language increases migration
flows whereas Mayda (2010), Ortega and Peri (2010) studies do not. Adsera (2015) argue that an
explanation for this inconsistency could be the smaller size and restricted samples in studies that do not find
a positive relationship.

Economic reasons have accounted for the bulk of international migration in Africa. This has been driven by
cross-border migration in search of better jobs. The need of Education and joining family across the borders
have also been documented among the most common reasons for African migration. Most of the trans-
border migration of largely unskilled workers ends up being “permanent” though initially intended to be
temporary (McAuliffe & Kitimbo, 2018; FAO, 2001). The issue of classification of migrants as temporary
or permanent in most literature regardless of their legal status has been a challenge in review of migration
studies in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) (Agadjanian, 2008). It is also true to say that a majority of intra-Africa
migrants could be due to cumbersome and highly restrictive visa requirements (Agadjanian, 2008;
McAuliffe & Kitimbo, 2018). De Haas (2007) observes that the common perceived root causes of migration
were poverty and income gaps between rich and poor countries.

According to literature forced migration often attributable political instability, coups, electoral related
violence and chaos have also led to mass movement of persons in Africa (Agadjanian, 2008). Flahaux and
De Haas (2016) notes that contrary to popular belief, forced migration only accounts for 14% of
international migration in Africa. They also find high geographical mobility for those with higher
educational and occupational specializations in search for more opportunities.
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The Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) and UN Migration-Data Stories on migration in the West and
Central Africa (WCA) examined over 24,000 sampled respondents taken between January and September
2018. It was determined that employment-seeking migration accounted for the biggest share of intra-
regional mobility. Economic conditions were the key drivers of migration in West and Central Africa
(WCA) among other reasons. For movement within the WCA the identified driver/reasons as flows: 62%
economic, 27% rejoin family, 4% other issues, 4% access to services, 2% war/conflict. For movement out of
the WCA: 95% were economic, 2% rejoin family, 1% other issues, 1% access to services, 0% war/conflict
(DTM-Data Stories, 2019a).

Equally, based on the Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) and UN Migration-Data Stories, with over
15,000 sampled respondents, the drivers/reasons for migration in the region (HoA) were significantly
different from those observed on the other routes. While drivers of migration inside the HoA are mixed,
movements along the Eastern, Southern and Northern routes were mainly driven by economic reasons
(90%). However, it notable that migrants moving inside the HoA reported notably more difficulties than
those moving along the other routes (DTM-Data Stories, 2019b).

The existence of regional organisations such as ECOWAS, SADC, EAC and COMESA and agreements
have for free movement of persons between the respective partner states has gone a long way in spurring
migration. However, poor implementation or contradictions of the agreements by the restrictive and
retrogressive policies and practices of partner states has been found to undermine this intention (Adepoju,
2001). This as noted by Castles, De Haas, & Miller (2014) has led to infringement of migrant rights and just
like elsewhere in the world resulting in mass deportations especially in times of economic crisis

Role States and regional/subregional Institutions

The value of institutions and organizations at national and regional levels cannot be over emphasized. It’s
notable that in recent times, African regional institutions through reduction of immigration, barriers have
enhanced continental integration (Agadjanian, 2008). To this end, ECOWAS and EAC have been on the
forefront in recognizing that mobility is key towards their greater regional integration (McAuliffe &
Kitimbo, 2018).

Migration patterns and routes have been existing since colonial occupation and slave trade in Africa. The
end of the Cold War re-ignited the fights for second political liberation in some cases even before healing
from the colonial liberation fights. These conditions aided by globalization have created an environment of
constant turmoil and uncertainty have been an incentive for migration. States have moved in most cases to
curtail emigration and immigration due looking inward policies through processes such as nationalism,
protectionism, acts of xenophobia (Flahaux & De Haas, 2016). Analyzing international migrant stock data,
De Haas (2010) finds a strong positive association between political freedom and emigration levels, a result
that supports existing phenomenon in Africa. The existence of regional and sub-regional organization has
delivers hope to help reverse these state inward looking processes by advocating for regionalism. The
African continent has a plethora of regional integration schemes. However, we have 8 AU recognized
Regional Organizations which are key towards an integrated continent. Free movement of persons is a
recognizable pillar among the five pillars of regional integration in Africa (ECA, 2023). This is due to the
associated trade gains as the realization of continental free movement of people promises a significant boost
in economic growth and skill development of citizens as they move for business, education and other
endeavors, to mean, with open borders, there are massive benefits (ECA, AfDB and AUC, 2018). De Haas
(2007) noted that the common perceived root causes of migration were poverty and income gaps between
rich and poor countries. He also notes that given this situation and the ineffectiveness of inward-looking
state level policies, the preferable long-term solution was to spur development in migration originating
countries through trade, aid and/or remittances.

Page 2015
www.rsisinternational.org


https://www.rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss/
https://www.rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss/
http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (1JRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/IJRISS |Volume VIII Issue | January 2024

For avoidance of doubt and clarity, the Abuja Treaty captures the aspiration in realization of the continental
integration project as: free movement of people and the rights of residence and establishment. Mobility of
professionals and associated services have been hampered by restrictions in immigration laws and
regulations resulting in shortages despite existing surpluses on the continent.

To this end, states should reduce their high desire to control and restrict emigration by managing
characteristics of state-formation process that are retrogressive and inward looking such as nationalism and
protectionism. Considerations such as the single African Passport, possibility of Visa on arrival, free Visas
have all been options largely to improve intra-Africa trade. These aspects have also been considered in the
African Agenda 2063 (AfDB, 2013; AfDB, 2016 and AU, 2014).

Through the RECs, countries and regions are promoting reciprocity and thus restrictions towards free
movement are being eliminated through establishment of Common Markets protocols. However, there has
been a feeling of lack of commitment at the continental level with the lack of ratification of the AU Free
Movement of Persons Protocol. Notably, this Protocol existed before the African Continental Free Trade
Area (AfCFTA) Protocol. Bisong (2022) points this out and advises that the two documents are essential
towards an economically integrated continent.

The foregoing cements the notion that regional integration institutions and organs through initiated projects
and programs have a central role in positively intra-regional and continental movement of migrations. Since
migrants on various routes in the West and Central Africa and the Horn of Africa have expressed security
and protection among the challenges experienced, these will promote more legal/formal migration and
assure migrants security and protection (DTM-Data Stories, 2019a and DTM-Data Stories, 2019b). These
assurances will enhance migrations thus harnessing and delivering the elusive benefits of economic
integration to the various stakeholders, the majority of whom are the citizens.

The Protocol on the Gradual Relaxation and Eventual Elimination of Visa Requirements, and the Protocol
on Free Movement of Persons, Labour, Services, the Right of Establishment and Residence are the two
primary legal instruments govern the free movement of persons in COMESA. There is mixed signing and
ratification of the Free Movement Protocol since its adoption in June 1998. This is seen by some countries
waiving visas to all COMESA citizens for those on official business (COMESA, 2014). In recognition of
the national implementation challenges, COMESA set up the COMESA Model Law on Immigration to
harmonize national laws and practices of member States. In spite of this, domestication is still slow
(UNECA, Online).

DATA AND METHODOLOGY

Empirical Model Specification

In specifying the model, we argue that migration flows or the decision to move is influenced by many
factors. At the individual level, it involves a consideration of the expected benefits and costs of the
migration, to mean, the Expect Returns of Migration (ERM) from the origin to the destination country at a
given point in time (Sjaastad’s, 1962). Borrowing from several aspects of this model, our model seeks to
understand what influenced migration flows between COMESA countries and their Top 5 destinations and
origins. Based on this understanding and literature, several factors have been suggested to influence intra-
African and international migration. The gravity model has been utilized to understand geographically
locations and importance using proxy measures. As noted by Rodrigue et al. (2009), the gravity model of
migration can help to ascertain the interaction of migration between two locations. In order to alleviate the
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impact of outliers, robust estimation has been used. Given the flexibility of the gravity model, the following
two gravity equation are specified to estimate migration flows: that is, (i) COMESA Inflows (Model 1), and
(i) COMESA Outflows (Model 2);

INCOMIFot= S0 + S1PolStabet + 2PolStabg: + f3InGDPPCot + 4InGDPPCqt + p5InDistog + f6Comcolod
+ p7Comborderod + p8Comlangoffod + f9IComlang2od + f10Regintod + €odt (1)

INCOMOF4t= S0 + p1PolStabot + 2PolStabg + p3InGDPPCot + p4InGDPPCyt + [5INDisted + f6Comcologt
+ p7Combordod + p8Comlangoffod + f9Comlang2od + f10Regintod + &odt (2

Where COMIF; and COMOF  is the Top 5 COMESA inflows and outflows respectively in year t (0 and d
denote origin and destination countries respectively, t denotes time); Dist 4 is the geographical distance
between the cities of the two respective countries; Combord, is @ dummy variable that takes the value 1 if
the two countries share a land border, otherwise, they take value 0; Comlangoff, is a dummy variable that
takes the value 1 if the two respective countries share a common official language, otherwise, the%/ take
value 0; Comlang2 ., is a dummy variable that takes the value 1 if the two respective countries share a
common mother tongue or 2nd language, otherwise, they take value 0; GDPPC_, and GDPPC; is the per
capita gross domestic product of the origin and destination countries respectively; PolStab , and PolStab
is the Political stability and absence of violence, it measures perceptions of the likelihood that the origin or
destination government will be destabilized or overthrown by unconstitutional or violent means, including
politically-motivated violence and terrorism (World Bank-WDI, 2023); Comcol 4 is a dummy variable that
takes the value 1 if the two respective countries had the same common colonizer, otherwise, they take value
0; Regint 4 is a dummy variable measure for regional integration that takes the value 1 if the two respective
countries belong to the COMESA regional community, otherwise, they take value 0. Finally, ew g4 is the
error term, PO is the constant and 1, B2, B3, B4, 5, B6, B7, p8, B9 and P10 are regression coefficients.

The bilateral distance between countries and the presence/absence of a common border between respective
countries have been considered as suitable proxies for financial expenses and non-financial opportunity
costs incurred migrant (Pedersen et al., 2008 and Mayda, 2010). The closer the distance/ the presence of a
common border between the two countries, the lesser the expense and/or cost of movement and the more the
expected movement between them and vice versa. Equally, the presence of a common official language
and/or common 2"d language/mother tongue, and a common colonial past are expected to reduce the costs
of movement. These are identities for cultural similarities for the home and destination country. They make
migrants to adapt to the new environment easier; this prospectively induces migration between the
respective countries (Tayyab, 1997). As already considered, regional integration has been found to favor
movement of persons, in view of the various efforts towards free movement of persons, in this case
therefore, the influence of regional integration on migration examined. A positive sign would indicate that
belonging to the same regional block successfully stimulates the movement of people, to mean, a
complimentary relationship between trade and labour and vice versa in the case of a negative sign (Mayer &
Zignago, 2011).

Data on Top 5 immigration(inflows) and emigration(outflows) was obtained from the Migration Data Portal
(https://www.migrationdataportal.org/dashboard/national-data?i). The National data are available on
immigration and emigration, labour migration, asylum seekers, etc. from theory, logic and literature
analysis, migration determinants are Development and the state. Such that, the volume of emigration
(outflow) is influenced by the direction of development, to mean, with increasing development, there would
be an increase in proportion of migrant populations to other continents. Autocratic and nationalist leaning
governments, have the capacity and willingness to reduce levels of outflows and inflows. However, De Haas
(2010) and Clemens (2014) find that in poor countries(specifically), development does not decrease levels
of migration which challenges the conventional push-pull migration models. On the other hand, African
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migration has been found to ignore the role of the African state in influencing migration. EXxisting
relationships colonizers enhances migration towards former colonizers. However, it diminishes with time.

The data for GDP per capita in USD for each country was extracted from the World Development Indicators
(World Bank, 2023). The data for bilateral distance, common border and common language, common
colony, common 2" language/mother tongue were obtained from the database of Centre d’Etudes
Prospectives et d’Informations Internationales (CEPII- Centre for Prospective Studies and International
Information). The Political stability and absence of violence estimates (PolStab) were obtained from
Worldwide Governance Indicators (World Bank, 2023.

The GDP per capita and the Political stability and absence of violence estimates (PolStab) used 5-year
average figures, to mean the GDPPC and PolStab were an average for the years 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008
and 2009, the assumption was that the decision to move is based on a trend and could not be wholly pegged
on the figures in the year of migration. The COMESA regional bloc has a membership of 21 countries (see
Appendix 1). However, due to data availability specifically on inflows and outflows to Top 5 destinations
and origins, only 19 countries were considered, with the exclusion of Seychelles and Eritrea.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Before we considered the empirical estimation, we considered the volumes and direction of the migration
flows. This is presented with the help of figures and charts.

Volumes and Direction of Migration to and from COMESA
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Fig. 1 Top 5 origin and destination of Migration flows to/from respective COMESA countries

A look at Figure 1 reveals that out of the listed 19 COMESA countries in the study, only 6 countries
(Egypt, Sudan, Tunisia, Madagascar, Mauritius and Burundi) had more inflows than outflows of migrants.
It’s important to note that of all the Top 5 inflows to COMESA, Sudan accounted for nearly a third of all the
inflows (28%)!
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All the other countries had more outflows than inflows and Figure 2 gives us the mix of the inflows and
outflows with an indication of the origin or destination of the migration flows by each COMESA country.
Figure 3 provides a consolidated explicit view of the total inflows and outflows and we can see that
COMESA Top 5 outflows were more than the inflows. Additionally, the inflows and outflows by COMESA
countries (intra-COMESA) migration flows were more than extra-COMESA migration flows. This is further
supported by the high positive correlation ® between the inflows and outflows. We find an r=0.86 and
r=0.70 for all inflows and outflows and COMESA only(intra-COMESA) inflows and outflows respectively.
This was an indication of strong level of positive reciprocity between the Top 5 destination and origin of
migration flows for all and COMESA only countries. This confirms the emerging and observed trend of
African migrations, to mean, they are Intra-Africana and Intra-regional. A further analysis of Figure 3
indicates that of all the Top 5 inflows to COMESA countries, 72.3% originated from COMESA countries;
and that of all the Top outflows, only 58.5% were destined to COMESA countries and 41.5% were destined
to non-COMESA countries. However, a further examination revealed that the out of COMESA destined
flows, 74% were destined to other African countries. This further re-affirms that African migrations are
majorly Intra-African and Intra-regional.
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Fig. 2 Proportions of the Migration Flows in Respective COMESA Countries

An analysis of the migration flows reveals that, out of the total migration flows (inflow and outflows) to and
from COMESA countries by the Top 5 destinations and origins, 69% originated or were destined to
COMESA countries while 31% originated or were destined to non-COMESA countries. A further
investigation indicated that out of the total non-COMESA destined/originated migration flows, 62% were
out flows while 38% were inflows; and that, out of the total COMESA destined/originated migration flows,
45% were inflows while 55% were outflows.
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To understand the nature of relationships between the considered variables, we did a Pearsons pairwise
correlation matrix of the variables. * Indicates statistical significance at 5% level of error. As can be seen
from Table 1, there is a strong positive significant correlation between the inflows (InComif . ) and
Outflows (InComof ). due to this, inflows (InComif, ) and Outflows (InComof ;) will only be considered
as Dependent variables in each of the specified models to avoid challenges of multi-collinearity.

Fig. 3 Total Top-5 COMESA Migration Flows
Table 1: Pearsons Pairwise Correlations

InComifot InComofa: Comlangoffos Comlang2.a CombordosComcoled Regintod Polstaboet Polstabgt InDistod INGDPPCot INGDPPCat
InComifot 1.0000
InComofst  0.8407* 1.0000
Comlangoffos 0.0051 0.0586  1.0000
Comlang2,s 0.1251 0.1652  0.6202* 1.0000
Combordes  0.6155* 0.5014* -0.0691 -0.0085 1.0000

Comcolog 0.1467 0.0852  0.2174* 0.0556 0.1397  1.0000

Regintod 0.1823 0.2095* -0.0482 -0.0237 0.3573* 0.0766 1.0000

Polstabot -0.5038* -0.4758  0.1149 0.1462 -0.4166 0.0233 -0.3018 1.0000

Polstabat -0.3864* -0.3984* 0.1363 0.0998 -0.1839* 0.0053 -0.3299* 0.1236 1.0000

InDistod -0.3668* -0.2583  -0.2275* -0.2944* -0.4887* -0.1892* -0.1948* 0.2466* -0.0352 1.0000

INGDPPCot  -0.2874* -0.3613* 0.2053* 0.1017 -0.3887* -0.0067 -0.3502* 0.6599* 0.0491 0.4013*1.0000

INGDPPCat  -0.2706* -0.1923  0.1235 0.2170* -0.4652* -0.3165 -0.5096 0.2198* 0.4258* 0.3282* 0.2893* 1.0000

Source: Authors’ Computation (2023).
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The study considered two models to help explain the changes in the volume and the direction of the
COMESA migrations. In considering the inflows to the COMESA countries, the indicated Model 3 was
used. The summary statistical results are captured in Table 2.

When INCOMIFw= B0 + plPolStabot + p2PolStabs: + p3InGDPPCo + p4InGDPPCy + B5InDistod +
p6Comcolog + 7Comborderod + f8Comlangoffod + f9Comlang2od + f10Regintod + &odt (3)

Table 2. Robust Linear Regression Results (with all variables except InComof ; as an independent variable)

Linear regression Number of obs |= 93
F(10, 82) = 14.81
Prob > F = 0
R-squared = 0.5841
Root MSE = 1.3797
InComif , Coef. Robust Std. Err.| t [P>t [95% Conf. |Interval]
comlangoffod  |-0.5371955 0.3833035 -1.4 [0.165 -1.299708 [0.2253172
comlang2od .9506955*** 10.3081803 3.08 |0.003 0.3376267 [1.563764
combordod 1.725817*** 10.3702576 4.66 |0.000 0.9892571 (2.462378
comcolod 0.3214475 ]0.3134973 1.03 |0.308 -0.3021986(0.9450936
regintod -0.3546012 |0.3101915 -1.14]0.256 -0.9716708|0.2624684
polstabot -.8056765*** 10.18644 -4.3210.000 -1.176565 |-0.434788
polstabdt -.6224062*** 10.1497315 -4.1610.000 -0.9202698-0.3245426
Indistod -0.1363242 ]0.1888874 -0.72]10.473 -0.51208140.239433
Ingdppcot 0.2057802  |0.201066 1.02 |0.309 -0.19420420.6057646
Ingdppcdt 0.1426117 |0.1870948 0.76 |0.448 -0.22957950.514803
_cons 5.204062** ]2.20035 2.37 10.02 0.826865 |[9.58126

Source: Authors’ Computation (2023).

The dependent variable is InComif ; *** ** indicates statistical significance at 1% and 5% error level
respectively.

With F=0.0000, it is evident that all the regressors are not simultaneously zero. With R? =.5841; about 58%
of the total variability of the dependent variable is explained by the explanatory variables considered in the
model, an indication that the model has a moderate explanatory power.

Table 2 presents Robust Linear regression results when we consider all variables except InComof 4, as an
independent variable. The results as reported in Table 2 indicate that, the common language (Comlang2),
the common border (Combord,,), Political stability and absence of violence estimates for the home country
(Polstab,,,), and Political stability and absence of violence estimates for the destination country (Polstab,)

had significant influence (positive/negative) on COMESA inflows. Therefore, with a coefficient of 0.951,

this is an indication that the fact the presence of a 2nd common/ethnic language between the origin and
destination countries stimulated COMESA inflows by 0.95%; with a coefficient of 1.73, indicated that

COMESA countries had 462% higher inflows from countries it had with common borders compared to
those it did have common borders; with a coefficient of -0.81, if there is a 1point change in Political
stability for the home country, then inflows decreases by 81%; and lastly, with a coefficient of -0.62, if there
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is a 1 point change in Political stability for the destination country, then inflows decreases by 62%. These
results are in agreement with Grogger and Hanson (2011), Beine te al. (2011) who find that sharing a
common language increases migration inflows. As argued by Adsera (2015), there exists multiple channels
through which the linguistic “distance” between a migrant’s own language and that of the destination
country affects the migration experience such as greater return to human capital in the labour market of the
destination country, better job matches, and faster career progression among others. It’s expected as is
captured in most literature, that there is a negative relationship between changes in political
stability/instability with migration inflows, the significant negative influences on the migration inflows is
confirmed by the significant negative relationships captured by the correlation matrix in Table 1.

In considering the outflows from the COMESA countries, the indicated Model 4 was used. The summary
statistical results are captured in Tables 3.

When; InCOMOFdt= 0 + p1PolStabot + f2PolStabdt + B3InGDPPCot + p4InGDPPCdt + BSInDistod +
B6Comcolodt + B7Combordod + B8Comlangoffod + f9Comlang2od + B10Regintod + godt 4)

Table 7. Robust Linear Regression Results with all variables except InComif ot as an independent variable

Linear regression Number of obs [=95
F (10, 84) =11.94
Prob > F =0.00000
R-squared =0.5522
Root MSE =1.5531
Incomofdt Coef. Robust Std. Err.| t [P>t |[95% Conf. Interval]
comlangoffod -0.5688812 [0.4574954 -1.24]0.217]-1.478661 0.3408986
comlang2od 1.61728*** 10.4721955 3.43]0.001(0.6782675 2.556293
combordod 1.808962*** 10.4838312 3.74 |0 0.846811 2.771114
comcolod 0.2276589  |0.3751409 0.61 |0.546|-0.5183499  |0.9736676
regintod -0.3389219 |0.4206029 -0.81]0.423]-1.175337 0.4974931
polstabot -.688798*** 10.2123845 -3.24{0.002-1.111148 -0.2664481
polstabdt -.8514459*** 10.1713633 -4.97(0 -1.192221 -0.5106711
Indistod 0.1171581  |0.2460514 0.48 |0.635|-0.3721421  |0.6064582
Ingdppcot -0.1923759 |0.2318915 -0.83]0.409-0.6535176  |0.2687658
Ingdppcdt 0.3733667  |0.2302605 1.6210.109]-0.0845316  |0.8312649
_cons 4.199283 2.690686 1.56 10.122]-1.151442 9.550007

Source: Authors’ Computation (2023).

The dependent variable is InComof ,; ***** indicates statistical significance at 1% and 5% error level
respectively.

With F=0.0000, it is evident that all the regressors are not simultaneously zero. With R? =.5522; about 55%
of the total variability of the dependent variable is explained by the explanatory variables considered in the
model, an indication that the model has a moderate explanatory power.

Table 3 presents Robust Linear regression results when we consider all variables exceptinComif , as an
independent variable. The results as reported in Table 3 indicate that, the common language (Comlang2,,,),
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the common border (Combord,4), Political stability for the home country (Polstab,), and Political stability
for the destination country (Polstab,) had significant influence (positive/negative) on COMESA outflows.
Therefore, with a coefficient of 1.62, indicated that if the countries have a 2"d common/ethnic language then
the outflows will 159% higher than those without; with a coefficient of 1.81, indicated that COMESA
countries had 511% higher outflows to countries it had common borders compared with countries it did not
have common borders; with a coefficient of -0.69, a if there is a 1 point change in Political stability for the
home country, then outflows decreases by 69%; and lastly, with a coefficient of -0.85, if there is a 1 point
change in Political stability for the home country, then outflows decreases by 85%. These results are in
agreement with Grogger and Hanson (2011), Beine te al. (2011) who find that sharing a common language
increases migration outflows. As argued by Adsera (2015), there exists multiple channels through which the
linguistic “distance” between a migrant’s own language and that of the destination country affects the
migration experience such as greater return to human capital in the labour market of the destination country,
better job matches, and faster career progression among others. It’s expected as is captured in most
literature, that, there exists a negative relationship between changes in political stability with migration
outflows, the significant negative influences on the migration inflows is confirmed by the significant
negative relationships captured by the correlation matrix in Table 1.

CONCLUSIONS

This paper considers migration in COMESA countries by considering the Top-5 origin (inflows) and
destination(outflow) countries using Official National data migration statistics from the migration data
portal. It particularly explores trends and patterns of migration and whether some known determinants
influences migration in the COMESA region. The analysis confirms that there exists reciprocity in Top-5
country inflow and outflows within the COMESA region, suggesting that bilateral relations contribute
largely. Secondly, the presence of a common ond language (Mother Tongue) and shared Border significantly
and highly COMESA Top-5 migration flows, this suggests that countries within the region need to invest
more in other languages beyond the official national language to help spur migration/mobility within the
COMESA region. However, findings also reveal that changes in Political stability negatively influences
COMESA Top-5 migration flows. An understanding of what influences existing or past Intra-African
migration flows will help improve current continental and regional efforts to bolster mobility in the future.
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Appendix 1: The COMESA Countries

Horn of Africa countries
e Djibouti
¥ Eritrea (Excluded)
== Ethiopia
BN Somalia
North African countries
== Egypt
N |_ibya
E= Sudan
KR Tunisia
Indian Ocean
e Comoros
B Madagascar
=== Mauritius
E~= Seychelles (Excluded)
African Great Lakes
=4 Burundi
== Kenya
B Malawi
== Rwanda
== Uganda
Southern Africa
B3 Eswatini
BN Zambia
== Zimbabwe
Central Africa

B Democratic Republic of the Congo
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