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Abstract 
The present study is conducted in Peshawar to reveal the socio-economic factors that causes rural to urban migration. The sample size of 100 is selected from both regions of Peshawar such as Hayatabad and Warsakroad. Structure questionnaire is used for the collection of the data, for data analysis SPSS software is employed and a non-probability sampling method is applied. The study concludes that shortage of economic facilities, inadequate education, marriage family disputes, traditional authorities influence in each issue common public. Lack of medical services is basic causes which encourage the people to migrate to developed town and cities. The research propose that  examine the migration from rural to urban regions and also make available major facilities of life to rural inhabitants such as employment education infrastructure and health services that can overcome this issue 
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1. 	Introduction 
 Migration is the transfer of people from one region to another; it may be permanent or temporary in nature. Internal and international  migration are the two types of migration and the migration in which people migrates from one nation to another are known as international migration while internal migration is the type of migration in which people move from one place to another within a country mostly from rural to developed town and cities. The economic environmental social and political factors are the main factors behind migration. When large number of people moves to urban areas the trend of urbanization take place. During the current decades, the speedy migration of people to urban areas is the most important feature of urbanization  
Rural to urban migration is found everywhere in the world and during the recent times it has become a cause of distress at domestic and global level. Migration may have good and bad outcomes.  Good effects may consist of Chances for better employment opportunities and improvement in living standard while overloading, pollution and rise in crimes are the bad outcomes. Among many reasons of urban migration may be the poor performance of government and the strategies adopted may be unproductive and may neglect the advancement of rural areas. Also there is greater inequality among rural and urban areas, this inequality mainly take place in terms of employment, working environment infrastructure and facilities.      Several developing nations are facing rural to urban migration and also Pakistan is among one of them. As we are living in advance period where   development and change comes rapidly and people desires to acquire more facilities, to use modern technology and to obtain relaxation in their life. Large number of people migrates due to these facilities and think that they would use improved amenities and would have better quality of life. The rate of internal migration is increasing very fast in urban areas of Pakistan. Generally the population of Pakistan in last year’s increased at a high rate and in 1988 the percentage of urbanization was 33% however not very high by international standards but connected with poor infrastructure unemployment or underemployment, shortage of house. Fast urban migration face by developed areas and the population of Karachi only has raised 80% in the period of 2000-2010.  (Ali, Jadoon & Rehman, 2015)  
In North West of Pakistan, Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa is located and is mainly an agriculture province and in addition Peshawar is the provincial capital.  It plays an important role in increasing the economic growth, also making development and improvement in every sector. Rural to urban migration is also a chief issue of Peshawar and have bad outcomes such as high ratio of illness because of poor sanitation, political disturbance and shortage of essential facilities related to education and health. Generally in 1998, the population of Pakistan was 2.02 million in which 1.061 million were male and female were 0.958 million; particularly 11.38% of inhabitants of Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa lives in Peshawar. Almost 46.62% beyond whole population migrants in Peshawar were from provinces and other parts of KPK (Qureshi, 1977) .Mainly the socioeconomic factors which causes rural to urban migration are classified into pull and push factors. The factors which motivate people to migrate from their current regions are push factors while pull factors encourage people to shift to urban areas in country side. 
There are three purposes of present research work such as (a) To find out the basic socioeconomic factors of migration in the area of Peshawar, (b) To identify the educational standards, age, marital status and other socio-economic characteristics of respondents of the study area, (c) To conclude the findings and present policy recommendations regarding domestic migration to Peshawar. 
Previous selective studies related to urbanization have been reviewed in the following section. After this, material and methodology have been discussed in the third section. The fourth section highlights the results and fifth recommends policy implications.  
2. 	Literature Review   
In this phase different relevant studies have been reviewed to analyze the basic factors of migration from rural to urban areas. 
The basic socio-economic factors are examined by Park, H (1975) and study the rural to urban migration rate in Turkey. The principle of economics are used in the study and  
Migration with respect to general equilibrium analysis are also viewed. In addition simultaneous equation model was applied to study the effectiveness of basic variables for migration and outcomes of these variables in rural or urban area labor markets and for testing of the model Korean labor force data is used. The study reveals that unstable prices and economic opportunities between rural and urban regions are the main reason migration in Korea.  Melesse, B& Nachmuthu, K (2007) conducted their study in Ethiopia and they review the causes and outcomes of urbanization. Quantitative analysis is used in the study and reveals that poor agriculture output, environmental degradation, land shortage, lack of services and overpopulation are the push factors of migration while better economic opportunities, health, education, safety and more amenities in urban areas are the pull factors. In addition, water or air pollution, rise in diseases, overcrowding, violence are the outcomes of migration.  
 Usman, M.Naeem, M &Khan, Z (2009) in their article “Socio-Economic Determinants of Migration of People from Rural to Urban Areas of District Peshawar” find out the basic causes of urban migration, use both primary and secondary data and choose 120 respondents randomly. From four union councils of Peshawar, interview was taken and the study concludes that there is appositive relationship between migration and education. Also the study shows that economic determinants are the major factors of migration.      
Furthermore, Ganga, S (2011) evaluate the causes and consequences  of urbanization and for this reason pooled regression analysis is  performed .the district wise data of the period 1991 and 2001 is grouped together, unbalance panel data is gathered from all  region of Uttar Pradesh. The analysis of the study revealed that chance for better employment, poor quality of education, family disputes, inadequate infrastructure were the basic push factors of migration.   
At the same time as, Mutandwa, E & Mugisha, F. (2011) examine the rural to urban migration basis in Western and Northern districts of Rwanda  and applied both probability and non probability sampling method. Structured questionnaire was used for data collection. Result showed that people migrate for many purposes some of them are, for better economic opportunities, education, urban services, and advance infrastructure. 
A separate study on relationship among rural-urban migration and poverty was conducted by Rahman, M & chowdhury, K (2012). In this study Quantitative analysis was used and concludes that disparity among urban and rural areas with respect to employment, low income, poor facilities and infrastructure were the main factors of rural to urban migration. 
Kugelman, M. (2013) find out the factors which are the basic causes of urban migration and also discussed the shortage of resources in Pakistan. Moreover the positive and negative outcomes of rural-urban migration are also highlighted in this study and recommends that policy makers should have to make effective policies for urban development and not to ignore agriculture sector this always dominated economy of Pakistan.  
Thet, K. (2014) selected township of Monywa, Myanmar for their study .They focused their view on basic pull and push factors of rural-urban migration and also study the socio-economic characteristics of migrants. The stratified two stage cluster sampling method is applied at the first stage while simple random sampling is used at the second stage and the analysis of the study shows that inhabitants of rural regions cannot have same public services as urban regions.  Furthermore Adnan, J & Mohyuddin, A (2015) studied major causes of urbanization in city of Bahawalpur. For data collection interview method and particular case studies are used. The study concludes that for both poor and rich families, education is the most important cause of migration an also propose that government should have to establish educational institutes and should appoint qualified teachers in rural schools to manage rate of migration.  
Ali, H.et al.  (2015) conducted their research in KPK rural region specifically in district of Peshawar and observe the result of migration on family earning. Purposive sampling method is used and interview taken from 93 migrants. The paired test shows that family income and expenditure improves after migration and also exposed that in the period of 2001-2010, 71% of the respondents move to urban areas with their families. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In the context of pakistan, Kanwal.H ,Naveed.A.T and Azhar .M (2015) highlights the socioeconomic causes of urbanization.  Labor force survey (LFS) 2010-2011 is used for primary data collection while the   outcomes of urban migration is estimated with logistic regression and for the analysis of the study SPSS software is used. The study demonstrate the there is a direct relationship among marriage, better employment opportunities, landholding and the decision to move to urban areas. 
Moreover, Raluca, E.Laura, G (2015) conducted their study in Romania and highlight the essential major social and economic factors of migration. For the attainment of objectives techniques of research were executed such as quantitative research based on questionnaire for 543 migrants from Focsani while focus group study depends on open and online interviews employed for group of 22 respondents move from Moldova, Spain and Italy. In addition the study shows that majority of people move to urban areas for high wages and for better living standard.  Overall, large number of studies are conducted to investigate the causes of rural to urban migration in context of migration of a household as well as family migration also. These studies highlight that migration is mostly inspired by socio-economic factors. 
3. Research  Methodology 
The study is quantitative in nature and depends on primary data and structured questionnaire is used for data collection. The questionnaire arranged with closed and open ended questions, study area is Peshawar and sample size of 100 is used and is distributed half in each region such as Hayatabad and Warsakroad. 
Non probability sampling method is used for the analysis of research. For the selection of study area purposive sampling technique is employed, also snowball sampling technique is used to arrive at the migrants and Convenience sampling technique is applied to choose the migrants depends on convenience ,SPSS software is used for analysis of data along with percentage and  simple frequency distribution. 
3.1. 	Variables  
The major social an economic determinants that causes urban migration are as following   Infrastructure  
Infrastructure development is very important for economic growth and in every budget of Pakistan huge amount is allocated for infrastructure growth but the progress is very much slow because of corruption of political leaders. Moreover administration not taking any proper action towards rural advancement. 
Education  
As education outcomes rises per capita earning and enhance the standard of living of people. Mostly in rural areas the educational institutes are not in better conditions, shortage of qualified teachers and that condition make difficult for the children to get better education. For the attainment of higher education parents decide to send their children to urban areas. 

Employment Opportunities  
In rural areas there is shortage of opportunities for employment apart from farming and not have industrial development and also youth cannot get suitable jobs. As there is clothing and manufacturing industries in urban areas, opportunities of employment in unofficial sector available and that factors motivate the people to migrate. 
Working Condition  
In rural areas mostly the jobs are unofficial along with no written contract or security, also the working conditions are  hard, long working hours and unsafe and people are dong two jobs at a time to rise their living standard. As in developed town and cities most of the jobs are on the record having good working atmosphere and these factors encouraged the people to migrate.  
Financial Institutions 
In villages there is no adequate financial institutions and poor people suffer a lot. There is no alternative apart from requesting to the landowner for financial loan, they impose heavy interest and in that way people of rural areas remain poor. Also most of the people migrate for develop financial institutions to urban areas. 
Family Structure 
Majority of people in rural area of Pakistan lives in joint family system, they empower or encouraged their members for migration as to create investment opportunities for their family and also take care of their children’s and wife. The extended families also have contact of relatives in urban areas, with having broad family system that make possible migration. 
Family Conflicts 
As in rural areas there is joint family system and also they have large family disputes .mainly the disputes arises on some reasons for example power, wealth, assets or status and sometimes these conflicts results in breaking of relations or also sometime members of family move to urban areas to keep away from daily interaction. 
Social Status 
The society in villages are divide into different social and racial groups and there is great disparity on the basis of these groups. Majority of people move to urban areas because people are usually nor aware from one another caste and status and also the inferior status people not discriminated at the same level as in the village .in addition the misbehavior of the landowner is also the reason of migration.
Marital Status 
In Rural society of Pakistan the females are politically and economically weak and majority of females move because of their husband employment in the developed region. Also the unmarried female for better education and job in order to support their families move to urban areas. 
Health Facilities  
Pakistan rural area of lack of qualified doctors, advance hospitals and developed medical centers. In addition there is few hospitals which are not in better conditions and not have improved facilities. Also due to shortage of basic medical facilities most of the people migrate to urban areas. 

Social Injustice 
The people are not conscious from the concept of social justice in villages and its influence on society. The management is under the control of unskilled landowners; they get the imbalanced share of growth and grab the basic resources from the poor citizens on the basis of their power and status. That situation dishearten the labors and directs their attention to urban migration.
4. Results and Discussion  
This section of the study shows the results acquired from the study area. 
The analysis of the research reveals that along with other causes of migration employment has large ratio. also the table  demonstrate that 84% male migrants and 15% female respondents migrated for search of better job in Hayatabad ,whereas in Warsak road 27% female an 72% male respondents move for employment. 
[image: ]
Education is the second basic reason of urban migration, according to table 2. Also the study exhibits that majority of surveyed respondents were not have qualified teachers and improved educational facilities in both regions.
[image: ]Source: Author by own calculations using Spss 22.


The table 3 concludes that for several female migrant marital status is also the cause of migration. 
	Table 3: percentage distribution of “Marital status of sampled migrants”                           

	 
Location 
	 
Marital status 
	         Gender  
	 
% 

	
	
	Male 
	Female 
	

	Hayatabad 
	Single 
	7 24.1% 
	10 
47.6% 
	34.0% 

	
	Married 
	22  75.9% 
	11 
52.4% 
	66.0% 

	 
Warsak road 
	Single 
	7 24.1% 
	8 38.1% 
	30.0% 

	
	Married 
	22 
75.9% 
	13 
61.9% 
	 
70.0% 


Source: Author by own calculations using Spss 22. 
Data regarding the family conflicts of the sampled respondents is given in Table 4. It is clear from the table that 62% in hayatabad and 48% respondents in Warsakroad reported that family conflicts were the reason of their migration. 
	Table 4: Migrants responses based on “Family conflicts” 
	 

	Family conflicts 
	                                     Location 
	        % 

	
	Hayatabad 
	Warsak road 
	

	Yes 
	31 
62.0% 
	24 
48.0% 
	55.0% 

	No 
	19 
38.0% 
	26 
52.0% 
	45.0% 

	Total 
	50 
	50 
	100.0% 


Source: Author by own calculations using Spss 22. 
Table 5 describes that in hayatabad 60% migrants and in Warsakroad 46% respondent’s move to urban areas because of influence leading authorities and their harsh rules and regulations. 
Source:
 
Author by own calculations using Spss 22.
 
Table 5 : Respondents distribution based on “Freedom from traditional authorities”
 
Traditional authority
 
                   
Location
 
%
 
Hayatabad
 
Warsak road
 
Yes
 
 
30
 
%
60.0
 
23
 
46.0
%
 
53.0
%
 
No
 
20
 
%
40.0
 
27
 
%
54.0
 
47.0
%
 
Total
 
50
 
50
 
100.0
%
 

Shortage of basic health facilities were also the important problem of chosen regions as shown in table 6. Moreover 60% respondents in Warsak road and 38% in Hayatabad move for advance medical facilities. 
 
Table 6:  Respondents migrate for “Health facilities”

 
 
Better health facility
 
                  
Location
 
%
 
Hayatabad
 
Warsak road
 
Y
es
 
19
 
%
38.0
 
30
 
%
60.0
 
49.0
%
 
No
 
31
 
%
62.0
 
20
 
40.0
%
 
%
51.0
 
Total
 
50
 
50
 
100.0
%
 

Source: Author by own calculations using Spss 22
5. 	Conclusion and Policy Implications  
Descriptive analysis highlights shortage of employment opportunities, improper educational, disputes among families, leading powers influence and inappropriate medical services were the basic factors behind migration. 
Also the study suggests that Government should have to give importance to those region from where they are migrated and also fulfill the basic requirements for survival. The people of rural areas not have same facilities like urban regions; unemployment is the major issue that should be resolved by the growth of agro based industries in rural areas. In addition the quality of education should be improved, encourage and promote women participation and provide them reliable and safe working surroundings. Also more emphasis should be given on medical sector and make available the basic health services. Infrastructure should be developed and banking services should be given to the labor, also establish microfinance institutions that increase saving of poor workers. The influence of political leaders should also be reduced and not permit them to intervene in each matter of rural citizens. 
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Tablel: Responses based on migration for “Employment”

Migrate for Gender Location
employment Hayatabad Warsak road
Yes Male 22 16
84.6% 72.7%
Female 4 6
15.4% 27.3%
No Male 7 13
29.2% 46.4%
Female 17 15
70.8% 53.6%

Source: Author by own calculations using Spss 22.
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Table 2: Responses based on migration for better education.

Migrate for Location
education Hayatabad Warsak road
Yes 34 27
68.0% 54.0%
No 16 23
32.0% 46.0%
Total 50 50

%

61.0%

39.0%

100.0%
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