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Abstract:

The study examined Cross border migrants’ integration in rural border communities of Ogun and
Oyo States, South-West Nigeria. Multi-stage sampling technique was used for the survey. The sample size
was determined by a snowball sampling technique and a total of 173 duly completed questionnaires
administered to the household heads in each sampled household were used.

It was discovered in the study that many of the migrants were from neighbouring Benin Republic.
Also majority of the respondents were males. Most of the cross border migrants were still in their active
working age (21-50years) while many had no basic education, a good number of them were farmers. The
migrants migrated because of bad economic condition in their country of origin. Many of the migrants
rented their houses and land. Majority preferred marrying among themselves. None of the respondents
have legal stay and majority still aspire to go back to their country of origin. All these are indications of low
level of migrants’ integration in the RBC of SW Nigeria. This study concluded that the identified socio-
economic and cultural characteristics of the migrants are relevant factors for consideration in planning for
the integration of migrants in RBC of SW Nigeria.
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INTRODUCTION

Migration is described as a purposeful geographical movement of people towards
areas where industry and employment are available (Haider, 2010). In recent times,
migration has become a global issue and currently one of the major forces shaping the
world (Phillimore et al 2008). Globally and regionally, there is the prosperous region and
the lagging region but people are generally more attracted to the prosperous area. The
factors; pull or push factor, responsible for the movement could be positive or negative.
People migrate not only within their country of origin but also beyond their country of
origin. However, the act of any movement from one country to another irrespective of its
length, composition and causes is termed cross border migration (Economic Community
of West African State-Sahel and West Africa Club ECOWAS-SWAC 2006).

According to Centre for Social Protection (CSP) Research Report (2011), migrants
are seen as newly added members of the society and they must be integrated into the
society so that they can enjoy the same rights and benefits as the local residents. However,
when people migrate, they are not properly integrated into the host community. They
face numerous settling challenges in the receiving countries and communities after
migrating. Weeks, (1999) noted that migrants face lots of challenges in their receiving
countries like: greater expenses, difficulties in: getting jobs, accessing services and
learning new Language. In Nigeria, majority of these migrants (74.1%) are nationals from
neighbouring Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS) with nationals
from Benin (29%), Ghana (22%) and Mali (16%) representing the most numerous
immigrants’ nationalities in the country. (Development Research Centre on Migration
(DRC), 2007). The reason for this might not be far-fetched from the illegal means of
entrance into the country and the porousity of Nigerian borders which made it possible
for the unwarranted influx of migrants from neighbouring countries and this has major

negative implications for the country (Adeola and Oluyemi, 2012).
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Aside the negative implications and impression everybody have about cross
border migrants, they also have their own positive contribution to the receiving countries.
The significance and impacts of migrants in receiving countries has been recognized and
established by many authors (Briggs, 1994; Willits and Luloff, 1995; Hugo, 2005; Jentsch,
2007; McCollum, 2011; OECD, 2014). Migrants in rural border communities contribute to
repopulating the areas, enhancing the provision and sustainability of social services,
increasing labour and food security and also revitalizing the economies of the host
communities. This is because most rural areas have been known to be depopulated as a
result of migration of young people to urban areas, low birth rates and an ageing
population, neglect and under development (Jentsch, 2007).

United Nations (2013) emphasized the protection of migrants’ rights in destination
countries. The policy states that; “there should be fairly broad series of right to all migrants and
members of their families, irrespective of their migratory status”. These rights include; entry,
residence, establishment, adequate standard of living, work and social security. This was
formulated to ensure migrants’ fair right in the destination country. Migrants” integration
in the destination country is part of the migrants” right that must be considered and
planned for. In line with this, Economic Commission of West African States (ECOWAS)
(2011) institutionalized a single regional socio-economic space where all citizens can
benefit from opportunities in member states. However, there are no records or study
providing information on cross border migrants’ integration in rural border communities
of Nigeria.

Based on the foregoing, this study is therefore necessary to produce empirical evidence
that could inform policy makers of the direction to which policy initiatives should be tailored in
order to plan for cross-border migrants” integration and harness their positive contributions
towards rural border development in Nigeria. The questions answered in this paper are; (1)
who are the cross border rural immigrants? (2) why do they migrate across the border?

(3) What are the settling challenges and opportunities they encountered? (4) what are the



Journal of Sustainable Development Studies 141

measures of migrants’ integration? And (5) what are the implications of these for

planning in rural border communities of Nigeria?

CONCEPTUAL ISSUES

In this paper, four basic concepts were discussed, namely; migration, cross border
migration, rural border communities and integration. Migration is defined as the
movement of people from one place in the world to another for the purpose of taking
up permanent or semi-permanent residence, usually across a political boundary
(National Geographic Society, 2005). National Geographic Society explained that
people move for various reasons. These reasons are usually economic, social, political
and environmental. These economic, social, political and environmental reasons can
further be classified into pull and push factors. Push factors are factors that drive people
away from their country of origin. Examples include: war, poverty, unemployment,
crop failure, draught, and flood. Pull factors are those factors that attract people to an
area of destination. Examples are: job opportunities, political freedom, better quality of
life, access to land amongst other factors.

There are three basic types of migration. They are: Forced, Internal and
International migration. Forced migration is usually externally induced by natural or
artificial factors (like natural disasters, and war). This form of migration is usually
against the migrants” will and in most cases it occurs when there is threat to life and
property of the people. Internal migration is the movement or migration of people from
one place to another within an administrative territory usually within the same region
or country. Example is rural-urban migration within the country. International
migration which is also referred to as Cross-border migration is what the emphasis of
this study is on. It is the migration or movement of people across a national boundary.

This movement is usually to a different administrative jurisdiction or a different country.
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A cross-border migrant is a person who moves to a different country. Cross
border migrants can be further grouped into three. They are: Refugees, Illegal migrants,
and Legal migrants. Refugees are people who for fear of persecution flee their country
of nationality to seek refuge in another country. Cartagena Declaration 1984 states that
refugees include persons who flee their country "because their lives, security or freedom
have been threatened by generalised violence, foreign aggression, internal conflicts,
massive violations of human rights or other circumstances which have seriously
disturbed public order.” Illegal migrants are those migrants without legal stay in their
host country, while Legal migrants are those with legal stay in their host country.
However, many cross border migrants are without legal permission to stay in their host
country. This makes their integration in the host’s community very challenging.

Moreover, before people migrate, they compare the desirability of their place
based on its social, economic, political or environmental condition, to the value of living
in another location. They also consider the advantages and disadvantages of staying
versus moving, as well as factors such as distance, travel costs, travel time, modes of
transportation, terrain, and cultural barriers (National Geographic Society, 2005). Birhan
(2011) explained that in most cases, destination areas of migrants give opportunity to
enjoy a better living condition. This is because provision of services such as electricity,
piped water and public amenities make destination areas attractive to migrants.

However, this is not the case with Nigeria and its rural border communities. Rural

border communities are villages close to the boundary between two countries or states.
Nigerian rural border communities like many other rural communities lack
infrastructural facilities like roads, portable water, electricity, good communication
network, education and health facilities among others. Many of the border communities
in Africa specifically the rural border communities of Nigeria are characterized by neglect.

The quality of life, access to opportunities and economic development is also very low in
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this area. People in the border communities are faced with challenges such as poverty,
diseases, unemployment and violence (Will, 2010).

Constanze (2014) attributed the low level of development and neglect in the border
region to border conflicts and war. He explained that these are the major reasons
government or individuals are unwilling to invest in them. In spite of the condition of
these border communities, people from neighbouring countries still migrate and settle in
the area especially the rural border communities and this is really becoming popular. The
reason for this can be linked to the fact that “‘opportunities nearby are usually considered
more attractive than equal or slightly better opportunities farther away, thus enabling
migrants to settle in locations closer to their point of origin. Also people are more likely
to settle in a nearer place about which they have more knowledge than in a farther place
about which they know and understand little. This is because as distance from a given
location increases, understanding of that location decreases (National Geographic Society,
2005).

In line with the above, another reason migrants move towards the rural border
communities especially in West Africa is to access farming opportunities because the area
is characterized by extensive farm lands. Also most of the rural border indigenes in most
cases use the cross border migrants as farm labour in order to sustain farming activities
and ensure food security in the country. There is therefore a need for these migrants to
be well settled and integrated into the host communities.

Migrants’ integration according to Jimenez (2011) is a process where immigrants
and their host communities mutually adapt to one another. It is an everyday interaction
between the migrants and the host communities. It is also a function of migrants and host
communities characteristics which is based on the migrants’ resources (e.g skills, finance)
and opportunities available in the host communities (Jiménez, 2011). Also migrants are
integrated into their host communities through their migration facilitators and networks.

Adepoju (1998) explained that cross border migration are facilitated by cultural affinity
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especially where the immigrants have the same custom and speak the same language
with the host communities. Also Chan (2009) opined that migration process involves
networks which include relatives, neighbours, friends, informal and informal
recruitment agents with migration experience. All these factors aid integration of the
migrants in the host communities.

Migrants” integration in rural border communities of Nigeria has planning
potentials given the low level of development in the area. It is on this note that this paper
attempts an examination of migrants” integration in rural border communities of South-
Western Nigeria and its implications for planning. This is with a view to harnessing their

positive impacts in the rural border development of Nigeria.

THE STUDY AREA

The study area covers two major states in South-Western Nigeria: Ogun State and
Oyo State. Ogun state is situated between Latitude 2°6' and 3%’ east of the Greenwich
meridian while Oyo state is located between latitudes 7°22" and 7°40” North of the Equator
and longitudes 3°53" and 4°10"East of the Greenwich. Ogun State is bounded on the West
by the republic of Benin and on the East by Ondo State. To the North is Oyo State while
Lagos and the Atlantic Ocean are to the South. Oyo State is bounded in the south by Ogun
State, in the north by Kwara State, in the west it is partly bounded by Ogun State and
partly by the Republic of Benin, while in the East by Osun State (Figure I). Ogun State
has twenty 20 local government areas out of which Ipokia and Yewa North local
government areas were selected for this study while Oyo State has thirty three (33) local
government areas out of which Saki-west and Atisbo local government areas were

selected for this study because they share border with other countries (See Figure II).
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Figure I: Map of Nigeria showing Ogun and Oyo State.
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Figure II: Map of Ogun and Oyo State showing the selected Local Government Areas.
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METHODOLOGY

The research made use of primary data. The primary data were obtained through
interview and structured questionnaire administered in the selected rural border
communities of Ogun State and Oyo State South Western Nigeria (SWN) using a
multistage sampling technique. Two local government areas were selected from each of
the two states on the basis of their closeness to the border (Ipokia and Yewa north in
Ogun state; Saki west and Atisbo in Oyo State) as shown in figure 2. Four rural border
settlements were selected from each of the selected local government areas through simple
random selection process. The settlements are: Tongeji, Sekoji, Ikefin, Gbokota, Ago-ajeri,
Bodease, Abule-idi, Arete, Budowule, Opaba, Abatagboro, Aiyemojuba, Okerete, Obanla,
Oritagbagbe and Budo amala in Ogun and Oyo States. The sampling frame was the total
number of houses in the selected settlements while the sample size was determined by a
snowball sampling technique where a cross-border migrant was located and the rest were
referred in the study area. A total of 173 duly completed questionnaires administered to

the household head in each sampled household were used.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS

This section draws on the analysis of cross border migrants” integration in rural border
communities of south western Nigeria. Cross border migrants’ integration in this study was
determined by examining the characteristics of the migrants, reasons for migrating, challenges
and opportunities of migration and measures of migrants’ integration. Meanwhile attention is
focused on the socio-economic characteristics of migrants in rural border communities of

Nigeria.
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Socio-Economic Characteristics of Cross Border Migrants in Rural Border Communities of
Nigeria

Country of Origin distribution of the cross border migrants settling in rural border
communities of SW Nigeria shows that (55%) were from Benin Republic, 35% were from
Togo, 7% from Ghana and 3% from Senegal. The reason most of the migrants were from
Benin Republic is most likely because it is the nearest neighbouring country. 24% of these
migrants were females while 76% were males. Also 89% of the respondents were in the
21-50years age bracket while 7% were in age range of 51 years and above. This shows that
most of the cross border migrants were still in their active working age. 47% of the
respondents had no formal education or training; 29% had vocational training, 13% had
primary education, 10% had secondary education while 2% had OND/NCE or its
equivalent. Most of the respondents (68%) were farmers, 16% were traders, while the

remaining 16% respondents were transporters, hunters, herders or fishermen.

Reasons for Cross Border Immigration

The migrants gave reasons for leaving their home country for Nigeria. 40%
indicated that they left for Nigeria because of poverty. 22% left because of poor access to
land, 20% left because they felt they could get employment opportunities, while 18% left
because of poor income they receive in their home countries. All the reasons given still
reflect the fact that the migrants crossed the border for Nigeria because of bad economic

conditions in their countries of origin.

Challenges and Opportunities of migrants in host communities

The migrants explained they all encountered one form of challenges or the other.
For instance, 15% of the migrants explained they struggled with getting their choiced jobs
when they just came; 14% complained of isolation and loneliness; 24% had problem with

accessing land on time to build their houses and farm. Many (46%) complained of labour
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exploitation. However, in spite of all these challenges, many of the migrants discovered
there were many opportunities in the rural border communities of South West Nigeria
they could harness. For instance majority (56%) had opportunities of having access to
land to farm; some (32%) worked as farm labourers to owners of farm lands before they
had theirs; some (12%) brought down goods from their country to sell and took goods

from Nigeria to sell in their country.

Assessment of Cross Border Migrants Integration

Measures of cross border migrants integration was determined in terms of their
social and economic advancement in their host community. This was determined by
examining their socio-economic indicators of integration which include: House ownership,
Land Ownership, Intermarriage, Legal stay, Sense of belonging and Future aspiration.
For instance analysis of levels of migrants’ integration in the study area revealed that 24.6%
owned houses, while the remaining 75.4% rented their houses; 28% were able to buy and
own land while the remaining 72% could only access land by renting. Also analysis of
migrants” intermarriage with the indigenes of the host communities revealed that only 9%
of the respondents were married to the indigenes of the host communities. Majority (91%)
preferred marrying among themselves. Also analysis of migrants’ legal stay revealed that
none of the respondents have stamped international passports which is an indication of
illegal stay in the host community. Analysis of migrants” sense of belonging further
revealed that 66% of the respondents do not have a sense of belonging to the host
community because they still aspire to go back to their home countries, 24% of the
respondents were already settled with their family members in their host communities

while the remaining 10% were indifferent.
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CONCLUSION AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Cross border migrants” integration in rural border communities of South-West
Nigeria was examined in this study. In examining the cross border migrants” integration,
the migrants’ socio-economic characteristics, their reasons for migrating, challenges and
opportunities of migrants in host communities and assessment of migrants” integration were
examined. The migrants’ socio-economic characteristics examined were; country of
origin, gender, age, education and occupation. The indicators of migrants’ integration
examined include: House ownership, Land Ownership, Intermarriage, Legal stay, Sense of
belonging and Future aspiration. It was discovered in this study that many of the
migrants are from Benin Republic which is most likely because it is the nearest
neighbouring country. Also majority of the respondents are male and most of the
migrants were still in their active working age (21-50years). Many of the respondents had
no basic education with quite a few having vocational training, primary and secondary
education. Most of the respondents are farmers. It was also discovered that the migrants
crossed the border for Nigeria because of bad economic condition in their countries of
origin. Many of the migrants rented their houses and land. Majority preferred marrying
among themselves. None of the respondents have legal stay and majority still aspire to
go back to their country. All these are indications of low level of migrants’ integration in
the rural border communities of SW Nigeria.

There is need for integration programmes to be organized for the migrants so that
the migrants could easily settle and integrate with their host communities. Similarly,
there should be a comprehensive government policy to protect migrants’ right in

destination country.
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