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" populatich grovth in the region as a vhole.

. men, and sometimes, families, seeking employment.

 school-related researgh. should .be an-important -components -
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CONSEQUENCES OF RURAL-URBAN MIGRATION FOR -
- FAMILIES -AND CHILDREN IN XEWYA: - . .o
SOME RESULTS AND-SUGGESTED RESTARCH ORIENTATIONS - . ' o
T : by o -7 Tate
:- - Thomas §. Veisrer

.

HuﬁwouqnﬂHoz s . e e R T -
Cities in renya"and throughout East Africa are growiny at a
rate two to three times.greater than the already rapid rate of
These cities afe
groving largely as a result of the nmigration of young, working age
This means thkat
the men and-the families maving to cities are likely to haveyoung
children 'of pre-stchool, =nd schocl agé. Indead, many mex, sedk R
Wamwoﬁumu.d..wh cities.pa y_£or the pprpose of obtaining school
Qes. 1 +i —ewt - et N ATt et T DR

3 oezads LT ovroL v g oo B

The,.focus .of this.brief paper:is on some passible influences
that urban migraticn and .city life cay- have on_families..and on
children. - The- paper.focuses’ an.factors that may influence the
family enviromment arcund the pre-school or school age ckild, the
kxinds of.cognitive skills- an.urban,child may bring. to scbool; and.
‘the scisl-tehavioural ; differences betwveen urban.and. rural .chijldren.

. ‘THe first section of the paper suggests four ‘specific '’
features of the urban setting vhich may be especially important in
the lives of childremy' The mext séction reviews some evidence from
recent vork om. the kinds of Pamily upits’vhich resuit £rom urban

migration -of male househdid heads’ and-prégents some data on.the

mobility and sckool ‘atténdance in Such fadilies.. The final sections

present: preliizinary evidencd‘¢oncerming; 'same possible effects’ of
city réstdence on coghitive End scialhehavioural ‘differences among

children and, comment ‘on "th&-St¥ategy for doing Further urban-rural
comparisons. . Fanily i gognitit® and social-behayioural ‘domains have
been selected For dfScussion’ bechuse they seem most likely’ to have
implications-for-eddcational a#ddchool relatéd problsms, »There °

ave, of course; ‘fany other areas‘df potential'relevancdihbth for

educational and non~educaticnal purposes vheré urban-rufal“studies

are of importance, . ... oy o+ oes s el O T

It.should be-gmphasized that: this.is-a suggestive guide for
further work.on the effects. of urbaw -migration:on -school.-and.-
educational problems,, rather.than a detajled-and confirmed.set of
research results:-jAlgreat deal of additionaliwork needs:to be don@
on the specifics.of.urban=~rural differences,.and classroon and

URBAN AND. RURAL .- ]

'y > U

. To sdie extesit Fabels like urban or ruidi “should'Be “rEated
in the same vay as other general Cacegory Iabels such as ethnic:
group nanes or tribal identificatidn. These kinds of labels .. * -
cannot, in {hémiSelves, be used to account for differences in.
children's Behdviour or school performance. The content of the
label needs tg Be clearly ‘Specified and broken down. into specific
relevant features. Thers are two aspscts ‘of urban and rural.
environments ‘vhich showv great differences and Vhich mdy account £oT
some of the Xognitive and behavioural differances ‘between city andé
country chifdrer, These include: -1) ecoldgical and environmental
factors relating to the Family and 'domedtic unif,”like space, tas¥
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performaice and daily routines; 2) value or ideological differences
relating.to modern or acculturative value orientations. -

A poverful and specific ‘affect of city life.on families and
children isra change in the tasks.and daily routines of both
parents and children. .Adults:vho are not working at.wage jobs and.
children staying in an -urbam.room.bave -far fewver tasks to perform
than rural adults and children, Thus, the urban daily routine of °
non-vage -vorkers 3, 2
work and ‘cooperative chore performance and an increased amount of
time dvailable for a variety .of inon~vork.related activities
including, play, conversation:and leisure. - Related to the changes
. in daily-acrivitiesy-augban residence usnally alters the availability
2 and amount of time childrénispend vith various family members and -

changes the role of the’ extended ¥in -group. - For ‘example; the urban
_ mother is ofted presentin and around .the home .mo¥e frequently than

the rural mother,. The influence and -composition-of brothers and -

sisters also uswally changes. - =" [~ - "] N T

-0

g v . - < Space Zvailable to.children is-far less in the city, -and. the
- opportunitiésito roam and to explore are reduced for young children
. in the city comparedtd tiwse nnthe countryside.. Thus,. urban thildren
are often in closer proximity.during the. day to. their immediate
.zes moammnurcwh%onm;,.mnn may be less likely to settle disputes and® " °
: difficulties by leaving-the-scene.- In addition, "density and crowd-
o -ing in urban m.mmu.uum,.uﬁm. children in contact with those speaking
ne ““many- d1£ferent languages; increases opportunitiesfor and the - .
b necassity. ©f speaking riswzhili or English, -and -certainiy increases
e the potenfial rumbier and rarge of people withswhom -children can
intevactl I 77 WG g o EIY s R A SRS R
oz BT JWL v e E EPYy ST AR L .
iR ©  Finally, there is some evidence ‘that 1o —term urban residence
SR increases certain value aad ideological orientations of adults in .
_ the' dirsction of a more moderror -acculturated pattern of responses.
. Certainly-there is greater range “and wariety-of-values and. belief
[z=cas systems to vhiéh children -are -exposed in thé'city than.in the .
: : nouu.amwno.,w..ho,..ﬂwn extent-that these changés fin‘ideological - -
=g orientation’ and Eﬂomfuo.nu._.d.muwmn%..m.m..mmn.n.d.mkn*moﬁ. in.home or -
1 - school settings, this chiracteristic-influenéé o urban-settings
, ..plmd - will produce differences in families and children aiike. - & - "
.. rhélpoint is not that’these parti¢iilar factors are:in any
sense’ nwn.;nuwv?goungnéﬁwwvwmm especially infiuential for .
. children- < ‘many others’are televant,. -These-features: do-illustrate
" the:methodological .and mmmwm.u -importance of Pocusingion.clear-and.
.delineated aspects Of city life for~study; -~ Studies of urban-rural
= " difFerences. should specify vhich of these‘or. other envircnmental
: -  Features. vary betveen city end country locations and in turn - -
iE. -~ influence differences in-children's ‘Behéviour. - Specifying such
Bt ° ' Factors. 'vill increase;the ability té-explain and.predict the effects
‘|7 of city life, as well as’to accountl fox- differences-betwveen cities
within Africa and in mmwumﬂ.mgmﬂ_.om,”nmowdauvmo cLieest L . .

e Tt e FE e

. b ; Ty
FAMILY ORGANIZATION AND mw..m { RESIDENCE OF anH.UNmz .
€< .. ir Urban migration to.-African citiés does riot result in ‘any one
kind of Family environment for children, .Thrée kinds of family anc
. domestic group settings seem to predominate in East African cities:
nuclear or expanded nuclear fasilies rasfdent in the city; rural-
urban network families (families with, two housekold units - oxe in
- the city and one on a rural homestead); and youths attending
. ‘urban sckools on their own, living apart from their immediate
-5F Femilies, often with other relatives or other students. Yhich kind

. Of family milieu will be asscciated with urban .migraetion. for
childrer dspeads on a number of factors. These include whether -
there is a rural hemestead or resource base ‘available for the -

includes’a reducedyproportion of time devoted to  _. ...

" socio-cultural system in vhich the extended family ig embedded -

.. . resources available, stability of residence; language us

'
[
—
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1
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-

family; - the existence of agricultural opportunity in the =

areas; the m.._.m.nm.mnm the rural honme area wu..m muoa<zmwuauw .m“wwum...n; .
urban centres; the type of job and the amount of incone mm.ummn..m..

nsm urban vage ‘earner; and the stability and continuity of the 7

ur ms..uouu y Depending on various constellations of ‘Factors Such as
these, children living in cities may experience a'number of - . *
different kinds of family and home. eavirdnments. = ... = v

- ‘Both parents and all children may live together in u pin
n.nmouﬁ or apartments and have only occasional on.auo nou.nwn.mw.umm.nr
. .o.mm ....ME..E. area. This nuclesr family varient, however, is only one
— e numbar of alternative razuly arrangements. Anothex common
M:M«m.mummﬂgn.vm family participation in a rural-urban network. I
. m“_.“_.mw.uwmnpﬁ.bm.m job, a man's spouse, parents, SiDlings and some c» |
.a ldren vill periodically commute to the city from a rural
n.u.am.mdmmm for short or more lengthy stays. . The urban wage earnex
wvill also visit his rural kome. Thus, children attending scheol in
an urban centre who are part of this rural-urban network family .-
. .m.m.nn,mMa often may be living with one parent and will periodically
o catmute back and forth during-school vacations. : Children frequent::
. change schools in these situations. : These children probably will ‘
not be living ‘vith all-of their brothers and sisters and may not.bs’
spending. 21l of -the-school years ifi the urban setting.. ™ ' .gs .
s wy2e" There isino indication ‘thit caildren fd. tHE rural o we
: 2 R : ~uxb St—
vork types.of family .mmnEm. are. less. stable ar in.ahore mﬁﬂwﬂuwfmm
_ or disorganized kind of fanily environment compared to, .for examsle
children in urban: ruclear families. - Frequent visiting and a vida- .-
wvumwm. netwvork of: commnicatich between kin within the city and .. ¢
etween city and country serve to maintain in many respects’ um» w
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i %% There are-alsoimang childven who are in Nairobi® spesifs v &

2 <Rany; ; ecifioal <

to mnnmmn school, particularly secondary schaols and vﬂwﬂnm.kﬁ. o

POSt-CPE courses of;various kinds. These students live _with &' »

variety of relatives-and are.essentially.seekidg an education in- : e

the city independently.of thé Father’s.urban odeupatiorn, vage Y S

Saruleg ‘ox otharfactons ich mey Sndtuence f480ly mesbers o siva| 5
, -v! ...... .4 ,.In.lm a

Ty

--x: Considering.just:these.three kinds of_family, u&mﬁomu.mmm o &

o= st = AE ol .. .

R BAREATE: it ooh i Ny R SE A

educational.research-interested,in :correlateés. hetveen s =
: family- background factors,and school .mﬂwmoma.mumm.”ﬂm%uﬁn%umwm s 1
. mu.nwﬁ_.u.m., differences. in:family- influences yery,closely,. - A straight= &
.forvard‘ census.af:the urban-domestic-group-in .which.a Student is. &z
MMm.mH&..um i -£or - example,:would-be insuffic¢ient.to undersyand’ Familial az
1luences: on: school- performance. = Sampling of the. Eamily unit,” th2 2
domestic-group-and the.history of. the child's Family involvemen: - =
will need td- include rthe non-urban segments of thé ruval-urban nat- b5
vork and. non-co-resident family members in.the casé of students in- K

the city primarily forcveducational purposes. .Students i
i i 1 T L ses. .St in a 2z
.mwmwww setting will have a very different homé éxperience nwwwnwu..nr <
mnﬁm.munm in a rural-urban network kind:- of family. envirorment or s
mu dents vho are independent or semi-independent, living apart fro=
eir immediate families. These différences include the financizl
: inthe

. home and .mo:.nwgn.q o.m”mnu.oo“_. attendanee.. -

mmmwoam CF THE RURAL-URSAN NETWORT FAMILY SYSTEM: U o:.m.n..ummzu .
.. ,*'-The most unusual and unique family setting for’chi ‘whict
- 3 d 3 £ . childy mics
results from urban migration is nwn.ﬂnumklauvmuMHmnednw mm..me.a..u <
illustrate omm.amnnon of dealing with this kind of enviromment for
nw.ku.mu..mu. -data were nm:.wmnnma on a sample of forty-eight families,
tventy-four of which had 2 male household head 1iving in Nairchbi

“
e
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-and nemunv.lmo&...&.nw the houschold head Hwibugou. a rurzl farm’®

woamunmmn.Humu.ﬁm“_.mun,.ﬁum?ummu..mm:namudmumsmanwmuvv.mmm “
and education to control for the effects of life cycle and -
occupational and work opportunities. This urban sample of men axg

- families all lived in ‘Kariobangi. Housing Estate, were all migrants

from cne Abaluyia location (¥isa) and were in unskilled or semi-
skilled occupations, The median level of education for men was six

years of primary school, and the median income.was about = i.350/- per -

.month, The families in this study are fairly comparable to the low- --

.} to-middlie range of demographic profiles of Naircbi as a2 whole, but ;
'~ "the sample excludes more.affluent or-better educated heads-of .

families. K The sample is characteristic-of. the non-elite, non-civil™

i " service vage earning family in Nairobi, but is uncharacteristic-of .
_ - the more stable or highaer grades of- employment, educational levels - ~ -
|- .and incomes in the city.” =~ osccee Lo ook RN TR

RTerC

When the family is structired-as a tfwo~househoid rural-arban

mmmaouwv.mm.numumému.nv the effects on school -attendance and rural—.
"urban residence patterms for children are striking. Among the -, ~

tventy-four families: living in the countryside,  only three hag-a-;

I _ehild living in' an urban.centre. Two.of these children were-

attending private. secondary schools, and-one was living vith a

"'}’ -brother and attending primary school in the-Sity.”-Of-the twenty-
~|.;. -four urban families, twenty-one had co-re¥ident clildren under- :
-- |- sixteen. . 'Of these twenty-ofié men; 43-per+Cént ‘had all“of their::--

children living with then in towr,. 33 Pp&r- cent had all theirt .1

1

children 1living in-the rural home ared separately-from the male ™

" wage earner " and the remaining .24° per‘cent had- some of their: -

children living vith thHem in town and other children living in the

xural homestead. * This distribution of children’s residence is --

charactaristic of the families of men with pre-school.or school =~ .

". aged "children who are living in toyn and either working or seeking

ezployment. . e .
- There ig also considerable mobility experienced by children

" throughout the year, as shown in Figure I.- Figure 1:compares pre-

school children, school aged -children who were in fact enrolled in

.. school and children of school age not -enrolled in ‘school., During

a tvelve-month period of contiuous fieldwork observation, 48.5 per
cent of the prew-school children of urban -resident men- moved one or

. more times between city and country locations, 37.5 ‘per cent always
lived in town with their father - and 14 per cent alvays lived. in
. the countryside separate from their father, -Of those-children -

attending school, half lived caminuously _in ‘the countryside and

- ..attended a rural school, a quartér vere permanently.-resident -in and -

attending :school in town and another quarter changed their ®
residence during the-school year between the twd locations. -For
those school aged children not attending -school, half moved betwean

- ity and rural homes, 37.5.Fer cent-always lived in the country and

only 12.5 per cent were alvays resident in the city with their
father.. Thus, for mem living in Nairobi, whether .employed or
seeking employment, 76 per cent had some or. all of their children
move betwesen town and country. The modal pattern of residence for
the children of urban resident men is to commute one or more times
betveen city and' country. . T T L

Boys and girls were equally likely to -attend school and to
experience mobility by moving between city and country locations.
Pre~school children (between infancyaxdze six) are more likely to
mcve between city and cdountry than are clder children, whether .nrm
older children actuzlly attend schocl or not. One reason for the
greater mobility of pre-school children is that they are more -*
likely to move vhen their metlers move between city and country.
Older schieccl age childven have less fresdom to travel; they have
more obligations to perform in the rural- area, particularly .

Jeisner - 112 -

agricultural and child-care responsibilities in the rural homestead,

Furtiiermore, the costs of maintaining a child in Nairobi ara fa» ..
greater than the costs of maintaining a child in the rural azea, - :
vhether the child is in school or not. In addition, many parents-i
believe-that urban 1ife is detrimental to children's development. .
and to the acquisition of their first language and deliberately -

have their children return to the rural 2reas to attend school. .
Thus, for the urban families who had children attending school, 65
per cent vere attending school in the rural areas,and only 35 per -
“Cent were mnnown&.uu school in the cities. ] LT

© % To the, extent that these residence’ atterns , amcmuwannm..mmm. )
mamumnwoowwnnmum.mu.nmmwmduou.mumwu&.nw<oom.um=mkm..r vmnnmunmww

rural-urban netwvork family styles, the data indicate that one-

poverful effect of urban migration is to: increase the variety of ;0

experiences and mobility young children have both within their | o
families and in their schooting, and that pre-school and schcol age

- Children-differ somewkat in the. effects of this familial migration

Pattemmn. - i

R . SITT L JULLRETT e e 2 e s e TSttt L g .
DIFFERENCES IN COGNITIVE STYLES AND. RESPONSIVENESS.IN. THE CLASSROGE . -
bata on th§ furzl-irban Family. syafen show clear effects on. .

school, -attendanca,. mobility, and the ‘child's exposure to the city:
A more:complex-and difgicult, area of urhan influence asks zbout -

more direct effects anm,school related cognitive and Iearning skills.

,uoEmﬂmﬁ&ﬁuc&uﬁruwgm..awﬂm.nugmam%dm.vummmbngnmon.
the- tize, -for example,.or,vhere nE..“_.mHmu. Jexperience more diverse ™~
language usage,. or,have fewar .siblings around and chores ta do, ‘'
behave differently-in standard school or test settings then rural
children? .The.methodological-and research design focus involves a
congideration. of specific urban.or rural features.likély to affact
-relgvant school.or. test behaviours. UYork.of this kind is ‘'still at
a very preliminary, tentative stage.. . T L. 7] SN oL L.

b Magtiof.the studies avdilable on this issue haye only.
focuseqd on-responses: to experizental’ test situations. .In general,
urban-reared. children: appear to.be'somewhat moré likely to use -
multiple responses to. test .items and.td considér.more” than one,-

L Ansvar to.standardized test questions.lfhere is.also gome - i

. indication that urban and acculturatéd samples give more yerbal -

;-Tesponses. to experimental instructions than rural-reared ‘éaildren..
Most findings indicate.that:the.effect. of urbdn residencdis toh
somewhat:-increase ‘the £rexibility that children are likely to shod
in school:dnd test~type. situations and, fo.increase. talkativeness .

Prok ity

Ain these kinds’ of. $éttings.”; Thesg eFfects have also Lgen found for .

school .versus’ non=school,samples;.and for children that have had’-
more exposure to-western acculfuration,” as well as for LdFen -~
‘residing in cities.  In'fadt, ‘schpoling and/or 4cculturasion ™= 7
“.2ppears to be more.influential in producing tiése effects than city
residence per se (Weisner, 1976), .. . .:. . . ' w e o
. .. Based onr’these‘indications: fiom experimental worki-it i
possible that urban-reared children will respond differently to-
.standard kinds of test situations than will rural:children, -For -
example, urban childrén may be more likely to-break: contextual
sets, may be more likely to verbalize answers and responses to
praoblems more readily than rural children and may give more
different kinds.of ansvers - that is, vary their responses - more
than will rural.children. .0f course, thess possible differences
depend entirely on holding constant other important factors, such .
as the ckiid's language profigiency, ais innate ability level and
a variety of other conditions which can- also influence these kinds
of responses. .Educational researchers and classroonm werkers who

Prse]

may observe scme.of these kinds of differences in urban and rural
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classroom situations vill need to consider city and country mmnwwhm
differences as one factor vhich might account for student perform-
ance. e R i I .

DIFFERENCES IN SOCIAL BEHAVIOURS ‘.- - e

Social behaviours—ifi-the classroom and ix’the playground may

“aiso be influenced by urban-rural differcnces,’although the work in

this area ' is_equally or.more preliminary thax is the test data, .
There is some evidence, hovever; that in the urban setting childven- .. .

>between the ages:of two to eleven seem to display-certain character--

istic sociai-behavipural differences compared to.similar age and

sex children living om rural homesteads. Children from the same -
sample described for the ruralsurban netvork family were-systematic- .
ally-cbseryed in-their daily activities in-the home setting in both

city and county locations. The method of direct, maturalistic:»
observation vas. combined with interviews. and visits-with families S
in-the 'rural-urban network system.. Hence, the désign focused on - .

_children in well described and watched home: settingsiin both = " ™

‘locations;. studied cpntemporaneously. i et et
.Three behavioural domains which have been empirically teste

usirig these techniqués shov differences in compliance, pro-social .

responsibility and information-seeking -(Veismer,.1974). . Children
living in urban settings.-tend to verbally seek information ‘from -
others more .often.and to receive verbal responses and information
from.others more. often, particularly. fron motkers.’ In addition,
rural childreq- &.mmu.mw...ﬂua.m..hummm@nmmun-mo&.ﬁ..ﬂmmvoumwuwuwn%. ‘The
urban- children tend to display more disruptive behaviocurs and to

Au.mmﬁnm their ooommumn&«wmmnnwﬁq,uﬁ the citys - e cn e Wl

Munroe (1972; 1975) vhich report that sonie African-children-given -
a direct prescriptive cormand complied with-the command for-a -
longer period of time and'more-diligently:than did a.compazisonm . .
sample of American-children. . .To-the extent:that some .cf_tha same

- = m.phese MFEMuw ‘dre-consistent vith work ‘dog’d .du« tunrce and

- socialmgituatiopnal Factors .vhich presumably.ififluence.the urbam .
.. American.sample occur in.an urban.African sefting, similer

differences in compliance may-cccurs Nancy Graves (1972) his a1ga

-1~ reported that urban women.in Buganda report”a-lovered sense of -
..control in child’care than‘rural mothers.. The:'mothers! feelings .
<« and- attitudes :in ‘this .u.mmmmu.m may be a realistic-appraisal of their
-own:role relative to theé
. routines on childrents behavicurs. Urban children who are more

fects of the urban family and daily .
talkative and exploratcry in test situatidhs in Africa may be .

‘partly influenced-<in this response by their lome and family

settings. :

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Urban migration produces at least three important kinds of
family and domestic group milieus around urban children, including
the co-resident nuclear family, the rural-urban extended family
netvork, as vell as children living vith 2 variety of kin while in
the cities specifically to attend school. Urban social settings

. do appear to have some independent influence on children's

behaviours vhich may be related to possible school performance
outcomas. These differences include increased variety and
diversity of responsiveness to test and experimental situations

and increased verbalizations in such situations. There is alsc
scme preliminary evidence indicating that urban children make and -

* receive rmore verbal requasts for information than do rural chilcérer,

that they are somevhat less cooperative and compliant in respondinz
to request®. and that offering help and assistance tc others
declines. It is pessible that all of these kinds of differences
may have implications for school performance and for education,

_Bast African-Society." -
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m“_.nxozmw this remainsg to e explcrad, Hovever, these ruraleurbau
differences rust be seen in the context of other powerful :

influences on childrent's hLehavicurs, irncluding age, sex, immate-

abilities, birth order and other factors.

- In planning studies on differerces between urban and rurai’ .
settings nFﬂn influence schooling, the research design and metkrod..
should specify what it is about the particular situation which .
affects children in city and country settings, . Family personnel
available, density and crowding, tasks and daily routines .and -
value changes are examples of such specific factors. -~ = -

Finally; urban-rural comparisons. will bemefit by using -

- contemporaneous samples.of rural azd urben chaildren,  familiesg, on...,

schools. . Selecting: some urban children and comparing them to some -

-prior research study: done in a rural community, Ffor example, has .

many dangers,. the greatest of which is that the rural setting is .
changing rapidly; the two locations, far from being isolated from
each aother, are mutually.interdependent. .The many children

" currently commiting betveen-city and country are an expression of

this rural-urban interrelationskip. i -
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