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Word from the President of the ECOWAS Commission 

 

Acknowledgement of the ECOWAS Commission through this first edition of the regional 
report on Migration Indicators in West Africa for renewing its gratitude to Member States 
for making detailed information on international migration available in West Africa. It 
wishes to thank its partners, in particular the Swedish Cooperation, IOM, ILO for their 
constant support in efforts to deepen understanding of migration and development in 
West Africa. In particular, this support enables the Commission and the Member States 
to strengthen the system for collecting, managing and disseminating regional and 
national data relating to international migration statistics and to establish databases in 
order to have access to more recent and reliable information.  

This first exercise aimed at preparing a regional report on migration indicators is quite 
valuable because it allows above all to establish the basis for analyzing trends in 
migration management in the ECOWAS region.  
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Foreword 

 

The first Regional Migration Indicators Report provides the situation at the level of Member 

States of the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS) on the management of 

migration-related issues. The data come from the National Institutes of Statistics, the 

collection systems of the border police, the Ministries in charge of nationals living abroad, 

the Ministries in charge of Labor and sometimes from the statistics databases of the 

International Organization for Migration and the World Bank. This report has dealt with 

data submitted by Member States in response to the questionnaire they received, as well 

as the results of recent censuses and national household surveys supplemented with 

estimates or imputations based on population characteristics to address major 

shortcomings.  

The first edition of the report dealt with several aspects of migration in West Africa 

including those relating to work, education, social and cultural sector, demography, abuse 

and human trafficking. Thus, it covers a wide spectrum of statistics and indicators 

belonging to several thematic areas related to socioeconomic development. It serves as a 

reference guide for ECOWAS Authorities, policymakers of Member States and analysts, 

researchers and other potential users of migration data.  

Although West Africa is the first region of the continent to have published for the first time 

a report on migration in general, it should be noted that this Report has taken into account 

the basic needs of regional, international, and national users whom we warmly thank. The 

data has been reorganized so as to allow international comparisons, and to assess the 

efforts to manage migration issues of the Member States and the region in the achievement 

of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).  

This Regional Report on Migration Indicators prepared in the three official languages of the 

Community (French, English and Portuguese) includes an executive summary, a glossary of 

concepts used in the Guidelines for migration data collection and management and a list of 

the main actors by country.  

In presenting this publication, the ECOWAS Commission Research and Statistics Directorate 

wish to commend the combined efforts of the Focal Points of all member countries of the 

Migration Data Thematic Working Group of the Migration Dialogue for West Africa (MIDWA), 

National Experts in migration statistics collection and management, experts from 

international and regional institutions namely the International Organization for Migration 

through the FMM West Africa project, and the Statistics Capacity Building of the Swedish 

Cooperation, and especially the professionals of the ECOWAS Commission, who made this 

publication possible. The contribution of these institutions and individuals, as well as that 

of the professionals in the Research and Statistics Department, deserves our most sincere 

thanks.  

 

 

Director of Research and Statistics  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

This regional report is the first exercise conducted by the ECOWAS Commission in the field of 

migration. It responds to a permanent need for data expressed by the regional actors in charge of 

migration management in West Africa at major regional and international forums to effectively make 

adequate decisions in the field of migration. For this report, three main objectives can be identified, 

namely: to provide the first elements to gradually build up a time series database on migration in 

West Africa; present the first statistics on regional migration indicators and finally contribute 

efficiently to the development of evidence-based relevant policies. Although this database will focus 

on migration, its update will consider integrating other different aspects of internal migration as well 

as the migration profile of West Africa. 

The main steps that led to this report could be summed up in: 

- the establishment at the regional level in 2017 of a Thematic Working Group on Migration 

data, made up of focal points designated by the NSIs as recommended by the ECOWAS 

Migration Data Collection and Management Guidelines; 

- the development of collection tools made available to focal points to make an inventory of 

the available national data according to regional migration standards; 

- the conduct of the collection, with the outcome of data processing, the calculation and 

analysis of regional indicators, the establishment of the Taskforce to prepare the draft 

report. 

 A total of 12 regional indicators and 11 secondary indicators were analyzed in this report. They 

relate to migratory movements and migrant stocks in 2018.  

First, the number of international migrants who crossed the borders of ECOWAS Member States 

regardless of their country of origin or destination is 2.12 million during the year 2018. This indicator 

is also called migratory movement. The proportion of females is 32.13% while for males it reaches 

67.87%. These inflows and outflows computed the number of immigrants in West Africa at 

5.46 million and emigrants at 4.70 million. The stock of intra-regional migration represents 83.70% of 

immigrants and 64.70% of emigrants.   

The main reasons given during migration depend on gender and the regions of origin. For both 

emigration and immigration, the main reason mentioned by males is work (52.43% of emigrants and 

43.80% of immigrants) while females are more concerned about family reunification (35.88% of 

emigrant females and 52.85% of immigrant females). Regarding immigrants, 64.43% are uneducated 

and come mainly from the ECOWAS region and Africa in general. The higher the level of education, 

the narrower the proportion. Thus, migrants with higher levels of education represent only 7.66%.  

Regarding the analysis of labor migration, it should be noted that in 2018 Africa had 2,202 million 

migrant workers, mostly males (64.93%). Like the structure of immigrants, migrant workers are 

mostly uneducated and very few have reached higher levels of education.   

Secondly, remittances from migrants received by ECOWAS amounted to USD 33,976.2 million 

compared to USD 9,123.2 million sent. More than 28% of the funds received come from North 

America, while most of the remittances go to countries of the Community space. The diaspora plays 

a major role in these remittances of the migrant. This diaspora, which was still active in 2018, 

amounted to 989,044 international migrants, mostly aged 25 to 30.  
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International consultations revealed that 18,540 nationals of ECOWAS Member States had submitted 

asylum applications in their host country and 93.20% were granted. In the same vein, the stock of 

refugees from ECOWAS in 2018 was 329,328. 78.45% of them are in the hotspots of refugees of West 

Africa. Some of these refugees (22,451 migrants) have benefited from assisted voluntary return and 

reintegration from IOM. However, 14,449 migrants who were in an irregular situation in the host 

countries were deported to the ECOWAS region.  

Following a surge in migratory flows in 2018, a hardening of attitudes towards migrants, was 

observed in particular towards low-skilled or irregular migrants. Yet these restrictive measures did 

not stop the wave of illegal migrants. 

From the analysis of the management of intra-regional migration, the stage of free movement of 

people and establishment of the right of residence to nationals of the region is not yet completed in 

the implementation of the ECOWAS Protocol. Indeed, several intra-regional migrants continue to 

settle irregularly to avoid harassment on regional corridors and difficulties in undergoing 

administrative formalities. Thus, several difficulties were encountered in estimating their number 

and facilitating the assessment of the Protocol on free movement.  

Also, several challenges were faced by Member States when filling in the ECOWAS questionnaire on 

migration data. Among other challenges, the panoply of data sources should be mentioned as well as 

the concepts and definitions used in the collection of national data on migration often different from 

those used at the international level. In addition, the management of migration data is at different 

stages in ECOWAS Member States. But for most States, national censuses and surveys related to 

foreigners already living on national territory. As a result, it is the notion of lifetime that has been 

used to identify international migrants.  

Moreover, at the State level, it should be noted the absence of recent data on migration statistics 

and the level of disaggregation of the variables with existing data, which does not meet the 

information needs at the regional and international level. The processing and analysis methods used 

in the report enabled to make an estimate of regional indicators. For future editions, particular 

emphasis will be placed on: 

- Harmonization of collection and management tools with international standards on 

migration data; 

- Improving the quality of migration data and data production procedures; 

- Continuing to refresh national actors on regional concepts and standards. 

Future editions will certainly address more aspects related to labor migration and gender. But 

beforehand, the ECOWAS Commission must establish and maintain effective systems for the 

collection, management and analysis of migration data and strengthen the framework for regional 

consultation among all actors in charge of migration issues at the regional level in order to ensure 

improved quality and availability of data in real time on all regional migration indicators and 

especially on the main aspects. 
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1.1 Demographic context 

 

1.1.1 ECOWAS population growth from 2009 to 2018  

The West African population is ever-increasing and this trend is expected to last until the middle of 

the 21st century. Over the past ¾ century, West Africa’s population has more than doubled, with an 

annual growth rate of 2.7%. Translated into absolute terms, this represents an increase from 

180.5 million inhabitants in 1950 to 377.12 million in 2018. According to UNDESA projections made in 

2019, the regional population could reach 516.32 million in 2030 and 796,464 million in 2050.  

Demographic policies in ECOWAS Member States have not yet seen tangible results in controlling 

population growth for the development of the Community. Indeed, in 1974, at the World Population 

Conference in Bucharest, African countries aligned themselves with a common position suggesting 

that development should address all of the continent’s socioeconomic problems. Over the following 

decades, this position changed, and adopted family planning programs to contain population growth.  

ECOWAS target should aim to halve the fertility rate, which was around a regional average of 5.6 

children per woman over the 2010–2015 period. The necessary measures to accelerate a 

demographic transition have focused on the rapid decline in the fertility rate with a view to achieving 

a change in the age structure of the 

population, essential to capture the 

demographic dividend. But this desired 

control of population growth in West African 

States, has not yet borne fruit as it is likely to 

continue its strong acceleration over the next 

decades. Indeed, the overall fertility rate of 

West and Central Africa was rather 

established at 5.1 for a life expectancy at 

birth of 57 years according to the estimates 

of the United Nations Fund for Population 

(Cf. UNFPA, Report on the State of the World 

Population 2018). 

Since 2018 the GDP growth rates were already 

very variable from country to country, ranging 

from 2.3% per year for Cabo Verde, which was 

engaged in the demographic transition combined 

with massive emigration, to 7.1% in Niger 

followed by Mali (6.3%) and Nigeria (5.4%).  

According to the UNDESA World Population Prospects, 2019 (The 2019 Revision. Medium variant), 

the West African population is predominantly young with more than 44% of individuals under the 

age of 15. This situation imposes a considerable need for job creation in the years to come, as the 

108 million young people aged between 5 and 14 will enter the labor market in the next decade. In 

the era of globalization and increased exposure to digital media, rural youth have other ambitions 

and find traditional agriculture less attractive, because it is too painful, unprofitable and very risky in 

their opinion. They converge to other places of residence in search of employment.  

 

 

Box 1 Demographic Dividend  

By demographic dividend we mean the potential for economic growth 

resulting from the evolution of the age pyramid of the population of a 

country, characterized by a share of the population of working age 

greater than that of the population beyond working age. This 

development occurs when death rates start to decline but fertility 

rates remain high, resulting in a very large population of young people, 

both in absolute and relative terms in relation to the number of older 

people. As these young people reach working age, the high percentage 

of working adults in comparison with dependent persons can help 

economies boost growth, temporarily but significantly (Lee and 

Mason, 2006). 

GRAPH 1: GLOBAL FERTILITY RATE - 2018 

http://thierryhommel.fr/blog/croissance-demographique-quelles-evolutions-en-afrique-de-louest/
http://thierryhommel.fr/blog/croissance-demographique-quelles-evolutions-en-afrique-de-louest/
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TABLE 1: EVOLUTION OF POPULATIONS FOR ECOWAS MEMBER COUNTRIES FROM 2009 TO 2018 

Country/Pays 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

1. Benin  8,778,648 9,067,076 9,364,619 10,008,749 10,303,637 10,605,996 10,915,375 11,231,549 11,554,473 
2. Burkina Faso 15,730,977 16,248,558 16,779,200 17,322,796 17,880.386 18,450,494 19,034,397 19,662,532 20,291,733 
3. Cabo Verde 494,040 499,929 505,983 512,173 518,467 524,800 531,200 537,574 544,025 

4. Côte d’Ivoire 20,474,854 21,001,771 21,543,206 22,099,581 22,671,331 23,334,439 23,950,475 24,571,000 25,195,540 

5. The Gambia 1,725,482 1,778,972 1,833,230 1,857,000 1,913,639 1,972,004 2,032,151 2,095,147 2,160,097 
6. Ghana 24,658,823 25,235,000 25,825,000 26,428,000 27,043,000 27,670,000 28,308,000 28,916,622 29,538,329 
7. Guinea 9,643,000 9,855,146 10,071,959 10,293,542 10,520,000 10,825,080 11,233,038 11,553,180 11,784,244 
8. Guinea Bissau 1,481,100 1,513,700 1,547,000 1,581,100 1,615,884 1,651,434 1,687,765 1,724,896 1,762,844 
9. Liberia 3,627,144 3,704,838 3,784,197 3,865,256 3,946,315 4,030,064 4,115,590 4,202,018 4,290,260 
10. Mali 15,053,915 15,595,856 16,157,306 16,738,969 17,339,014 17,963,219 18,609,894 19,279,851 19,973,925 
11. Niger 15,661,268 16,313,820 16,993,563 17,679,758 18,389,162 19,124,882 19,865,066 20,651,070 21,466,862 

12. Nigeria  159,500,688 164,272,861 169,087,829 173,876,409 178,604,355 
183,439,10

6 
188,231,942 193,125,973 198,147,248 

13. Senegal 12,509,434 12,855,153 13,207,873 13,567,337 13,955,560 14,354,690 14,742,267 15,140,308 15,549,096 
14. Sierra Leone 5,746,799 5,890,078 6,037,657 6,190,277 6,348,341 6,513,398 6,682,746 6,856,498 7,034,767 
15. Togo 6,191,155 6,364,507 6,542,714 6,725,910 6,914,235 7,107,834 7,306,853 7,464,681 7,625,918 

Total ECOWAS 
301,277,327 310,197,265 319,281,336 328,746,857 337,963,326 

347,567,44
0 357,246,759 367,012,899 376,919,361 

SOURCE: STATISTICS 2019, DRS, ECOWAS COMMISSION 

From a demographic point of view, West Africa is made up of one huge country, six moderate-sized 

countries and eight small countries. With 198,147 million inhabitants in 2018, Nigeria alone 

represents 52.5% of the total, and two other countries, Ghana and the Côte d’Ivoire, additional 

14.5%. These three non-LDC countries therefore represent two thirds of the population of the region, 

mainly concentrated along the West Coast, with growth, in absolute terms, centralized in the coastal 

States. The demographic distribution and migratory flows are strongly influenced by agro-climatic 

conditions, access to land, access to financing for SMEs/SMIs and the economic opportunities of 

countries in the region. Three quarters of the West African population lives in humid and subhumid 

areas, 20% in semi-arid areas (Sahel) and 5% in arid areas (ECOWAS et al., 2007).   

TABLE 2: PAST ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS FOR ECOWAS MEMBER COUNTRIES (IN MILLIONS OF INHABITANTS) (%) 

Country 1990 1950 2018 
Actual Strength 

2020 2030 2050 ECOWAS Share Total in 2018 

1. Benin  2.3 4.8 11.8 12.1 16.2 27.5 3.1 
2. Burkina Faso 4.3 9.3 20.3 20.9 28.4 49,860 5.4 
3. Cabo Verde 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.1 

4. Côte d’Ivoire 2.6 12.5 25.2 26.4 34.8 58.1 6.7 
5. The Gambia 0.3 1.0 2.2 2.4 3.3 5.6 0.6 
6. Ghana 5.0 14.8 29.6 31.1 39.1 58.9 7.8 
7. Guinea 3.1 5.8 11.8 13.1 17.6 29.7 3.1 
8. Guinea Bissau 0.5 1.0 1.8 1.9 2.5 4.1 0.5 
9. Liberia 0.9 2.1 4.3 5.1 6.6 10.7 1.1 
10. Mali 4.6 8.7 19.9 20.3 27.9 50.8 5.3 
11. Niger 2.5 7.8 21.5 24.2 35.8 74.7 5.7 
12. Nigeria  37.9 97.6 198, 1 206.1 271.3 459.6 52.5 
13. Senegal 2.4 7.2 15.5 16.7 22.3 37.2 4.1 
14. Sierra Leone 1.9 4.0 7.0 7.9 10.0 15.1 1.9 
15. Togo 1.4 3.7 7.6 8.3 10.8 17.6 2.0 
TOTAL ECOWAS 69.8 180.5 377.1 397.2 527.3 900.4 100.0 

        SOURCE: UNDESA, 2011. 55. SOURCE: ECOWAS, 2019, DRS, 
POPULATION STATISTICS 

1.1.2 Regional distribution and population densities  

West Africa is a land region covering the entire western part of sub-Saharan Africa. With its total area 

of 5,114,658 km², it occupies 17% of the entire African continent and includes approximately the 

coastal countries north of the Gulf of Guinea to the Senegal River, the countries covered by the Niger 

River basin as well as the countries of the Sahelian hinterland. 
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The mapping of the Economic Community of West African States, with populations of millions of 

inhabitants of the Member States, reveals the areas of high concentration of populations in the 

region in 2018.     

Figure 1: Population (in million inhabitants) 

 

SOURCE: DRS, ECOWAS COMMISSION, POPULATION STATISTICS - 2019 

The average of the West Africa’s population density is 74 inhabitants/km² in 2018, nearly 50% higher 

than the average for the entire African continent which averaged 43 inhabitants/km². In the world 

ranking, Africa is the 2nd most populated continent with more density in terms of inhabitants/km² 

after Asia (4.5 billion inhabitants, or 142 inhabitants/km²). 

It is therefore obvious that from this average, Nigeria and The Gambia have the highest populations 

per km² (214 and 207 inhabitants/km² respectively) in West Africa. Paradoxically, Niger and Mali, 

albeit their large areas, are less densely populated with 14 and 17 inhabitants/km² respectively.  

TABLE3: DISPERSAL OF THE POPULATION IN ECOWAS MEMBER STATES 

N° States and flag  Area (km²) Population 2018 Density (hbt/km²) Capital 

1  Benin  114,763 11,554,473 101 Porto-Novo 

2  Burkina Faso  272,967 20,291,733 74 Ouagadougou 

3  Cabo Verde 4,033 544,025 135 Praia 

4  Côte d’Ivoire 322,463 25,195,540 78 Yamoussoukro 

5   The Gambia 11,295 2,160,097 191 Banjul 

6  Ghana  238,533 29,538,329 124 Accra 

7  Guinea  245,857 11,784,244 48 Conakry 

8  Guinea Bissau  36,125 1,762,844 49 Bissau 

9  Liberia  111,369 4,290,260 39 Monrovia 

10  Mali 1,241,238 19,973,925 16 Bamako 

11   Niger  1,267,000 21,466,862 17 Niamey 

12  Nigeria 923,768 198,147,248 214 Abuja 

13  Senegal 196,722 15,549,096 79 Dakar 

14  Sierra Leone 71,740 7,034,767 98 Freetown 

15  Togo 56,785 7,625,918 134 Lomé 

Total 5,114,658 376,139,601 74  

SOURCE: DRS, ECOWAS COMMISSION, POPULATION STATISTICS - 2018 
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In 2018, West Africa experienced massive departures to the other countries of the continent. The 

European Union and America respectively occupy the 2nd and 3rd place in the ranks of the major 

destination regions worldwide.  

 

1.2 Socioeconomic Context  

The economic heritage of the ECOWAS region has grown significantly since 2010. Over the eight 

years following 2010, GDP grew with an annual average of 23,405.35 million US dollars to settle in 

2018, to US$694,332 million at constant 2010 prices. The years of great achievements in real GDP 

growth are 2013, 2014 and 2011 with respective progressions of US$38,065 million, 

US$35,542.50 million by 25,876.30 million compared to 2012, 2013 and 2010. The growth observed 

in 2018 is slightly below the average over the last decade by 0 points 632 in terms of US$ millions.  

TABLE4: ECOWAS GDP BY SECTOR OF ACTIVITY AT CONSTANT 2010 PRICES (MILLION $) 

Resources GDP 

constant prices 

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

                    

1. Primary sector 123,085.4 125,193.6 133,153.2 137,411.2 143,839.5 148,949.0 156,106.6 162,824.4 167,782.1 

2. Secondary sector 127,433.1 140,123.4 145,905.8 151,615.9 160,403.5 158,861.5 151,578.7 159,489.8 166,605.4 

3. Tertiary sector 242,634.2 253,802.7 265,802.8 288,352.1 307,280.6 321,732.1 323,949.3 326,289.5 335,043.5 

GDP at factor costs 493,152.6 519,119.7 544,861.7 577,379.2 611,523.6 629,542.6 631,634.6 648,603.7 669,431.1 

Taxes on goods and 

services 

13,936.5 13,845.8 13,518.7 19,066.2 20,464.3 21,524.7 22,190.2 22,954.7 24,900.9 

ECOWAS GDP 2010 

constant prices 

507,089.2 532,965.5 558,380.4 596,445.4 631,987.9 651,067.3 653,824.8 671,558.4 694,332.0 

SOURCES: DRS, ECOWAS COMMISSION, NATIONAL ACCOUNTS 2018 

West Africa, the continent’s second-largest economic region after North Africa, is showing sustained 

growth, but exposed to external shocks. The evolution of gross value added at sectoral levels by 

branch of activity shows that the tertiary sector remains dominant and represents around half of the 

region’s GDP until 2018. The primary and secondary sectors respectively represented around 25.0% 

and 24.9% of the region’s GDP in 2018 against 22.0% and 23.0% in 2017. More specifically, the 

services sector takes the largest share in the economy of most countries, and the manufacturing 

sector represents the smallest share in all countries. Demand - 70% on average—comes mostly from 

private consumption, but gross capital formation is expected to grow fastest over the next two years. 

To reduce vulnerability to external shocks resulting from the dependence of several economies, 

notably Nigeria, on oil and other mineral extraction, West Africa must increase domestic inputs in its 

products through the manufacturing sector, in particular the processing of minerals and agricultural 

products. 

For over a decade, high GDP growth rates in West Africa have not translated into real productive 

transformation. The services sector is predominant, with its contribution to GDP, being largest in key 

countries (except Liberia and Sierra Leone, where agriculture remains dominant). In all countries of 

the region, the contribution of manufacturing industry to GDP is the lowest of any sector. The share 

of the manufacturing sector remains highest in Côte d’Ivoire—around 18% of GDP in 2017. In most 

West African countries, the manufacturing sector is limited to primary processing products of light 

industry and to the production of consumer goods. 
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Despite their progress towards economic and financial integration, the 15 States of the region, major 

exporters of unprocessed raw materials, are lagging behind in terms of industrialization, 

competitiveness and rise in value chains (cf. National Accounts 2018, ECOWAS Commission). 

As for the forecasts in the dominant sectors and sub-sectors of the economy, they vary from country 

to country. In Burkina Faso, the manufacturing sector and industry will be a driver of growth, given 

the sustained pace of the National Economic and Social Development Plan (PNDES) 2016–2020, while 

agriculture will occupy the second position after having recently benefited from investments. But in 

Cabo Verde, tourism, transport, manufacturing, hotels and restaurants will dominate in 2019. In the 

2018–2020 forecast for Côte d’Ivoire, manufacturing and services sectors will be the main drivers of 

economic growth.  

Overall, demand from the economy must be well channeled to support entrepreneurship in the 

region. Currently, imports exceed exports, worsening the current account balance. The economic 

damage is even greater when the imports consist largely of consumer goods, because the 

manufacturing industries in the States are too limited to produce them.  

However, high population growth has absorbed in recent years the positive impacts of real but too 

modest economic growth. After several prosperous years, average GDP growth in West Africa 

stagnated at 0.6% in 2016, then climbed to 2.9% in 2017. It reached 3.4% in 2018 after Nigeria 

consolidated its exit from recession. The 

forecast will reach 3.9% in 2019.  

In 2018, all economic activity in West Africa 

benefited from the resilience of the sectors, 

particularly agriculture, from the dynamism 

of the construction industry and the 

continuation of the performance in particular 

as regards to trade, real estate activities, 

transport and communications. These 

sectors are the greatest consumers of the 

physical strength of the working populations 

of the region. Performance has varied across country, but the trends are mostly regional as Nigeria 

contributes nearly 70% of regional GDP. 

Since 2015, the double-digit inflation has also hampered growth as well as the importance of the 

informal economy which still remains overlooked as a source of public revenue. Consequently, the 

poverty rate is high; in 2013, 43% of the population lived below the international poverty line of 

US$1.90 per day per capita. Post-civil war conflicts in Liberia and elsewhere also lead to higher 

figures. Income inequality remained high, including during the period of economic growth until 2018. 

Reducing inequalities will require structural economic transformation, which will shift labor from 

low-skilled sectors of the economy to higher-skilled and better-paying sectors.  

 

1.3 Political and institutional context  

The Economic Community of West African States was established by the Treaty of Lagos of May 28, 

1975, by 15 Member States: Benin, Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea 

Bissau, Liberia, Mali, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Togo Cabo Verde joined the Community in 

1976 but Mauritania decided to leave it in 2000. The main objective of ECOWAS is to “promote 

GRAPH 2: GDP GROWTH OF AFRICA AND WEST AFRICA 
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cooperation and integration, leading to the establishment of an economic union in West Africa in 

order to raise the living standards of its peoples, and to maintain and enhance economic stability, 

foster relations-among Member States and contribute to the progress and development of the 

African Continent.” 

Headquartered in Abuja, Nigeria, ECOWAS is made up of 6 main institutions: The Community 

Parliament, the Economic and Social Council, the Community Court of Justice, the Commission, the 

ECOWAS Bank for Investment and Development (EBID), the West African Health Organization 

(WAHO), and the Inter-Governmental Action Group against Money Laundering in West Africa 

(GIABA). Among these institutions, the Commission is the main body responsible for implementing 

the policies and measures adopted by the Authority of Heads of State and the Council of Ministers. It 

was established in 2006 to replace the Secretariat (previously the kingpin of the Community) and 

currently consists of 15 statutory each from a member country. 

The territory of West Africa emerged from different administrative and colonial systems1 that 

defined the borders of its States. Even if today the Member States of this community use three 

different official foreign languages (English, French and Portuguese), they have more than a thousand 

local languages, including cross-border languages such as Ewe, Fulfulde, Hausa, Mandingo, Wolof, 

Yoruba, Ibo, Ga, etc. which are spoken by a population of over 300 million people spread over an 

area of approximately 5.1 million km². 

West Africa is today a community of people, which is tending to politically rebuilt itself, notably with 

ECOWAS, and a space of civilization forged by a millennial history. West African States created 

ECOWAS with the initial goal of creating a West African Economic and Monetary Union. However, in 

1990, its power was extended to the maintenance of regional stability with the creation of ECOMOG, 

a military intervention group which became permanent in 1999, thereby giving it significant 

diplomatic leverage. 

Nevertheless, major 

dysfunctions appear within 

ECOWAS following difficult 

democratic transitions in 

Guinea (2009) and Côte 

d’Ivoire (2010). They are 

growing in the face of the 

emergence of various 

jihadist groups which today 

are the first security threat 

in the region. Thus, in 2012, 

armed groups took control 

of northern Mali, which was 

forced to request military 

intervention from France faced with ECOWAS inaction, and no joint military response was put in 

place to deal with the jihadist insurgency led since 2009 by Boko Haram and Ansaru in Nigeria. 

                                                           

1 France granted independence in 1958 to Guinea / French West Africa and in 1960 to Benin / Dahomey, Burkina Faso / Upper Volta, Côte d’Ivoire, Mali / 

French West Africa, Niger / French West Africa, Senegal / French West Africa, Togo / Togoland 

Portugal restored independence to Guinea Bissau in 1974 and to Cabo Verde in 1975. 

Great Britain signed the independence of Ghana/Gold Coast, Nigeria, Sierra Leone and The Gambia, respectively in 1957, 1960, 1961 and 1965. 

History of the serving Presidents of ECOWAS:  

• Gnassingbé Eyadéma (Togo) 77–78 

• Olusegun Obasanjo (Nigeria) 78–79 

• Léopold Sédar Senghor (Senegal)79–80 

• Gnassingbé Eyadéma (Togo) 80–81 

• Siaka Stevens (Sierra Leone) 81–82 

• Mathieu Kérékou (Benin) 82–83 

• Ahmed Sékou Touré (Guinea) 83–84 

• Lansana Conté (Guinea) 84–85 

• Muhammadu Buhari (Nigeria) 85  

• Ibrahim Babangida (Nigeria) 85–89 

• Dawda Jawara (the Gambia) 89–90 

• Blaise Compaoré (Burkina Faso) 90–91 

• Dawda Jawara (the Gambia) 91-92 

• Abdou Diouf (Senegal) 92–93 

• Nicéphore Soglo (Benin) 93–94 

• Jerry John Rawlings (Ghana) 94–96 

• Sani Abacha (Nigeria) 96 –98 

• Abdulsalami Abubakar (Nigeria) 98 – 99 

 

 

 

• Gnassingbé Eyadéma (Togo) 99 

• Alpha Oumar Konaré (Mali) 99 –01 

• Abdoulaye Wade (Senegal) 01–03 

• John Agyekum Kufuor (Ghana) 03 –05 

• Mamadou Tandja (Niger) 05 –07 

• Blaise Compaoré (Burkina Faso) 07-08 

• Umaru Musa Yar’Adua (Nigeria) 08 –10 

• Goodluck Jonathan (Nigeria) 10–12 

• Alassane Ouattara (Côte d’Ivoire) 12 –14 

• John Dramani Mahama (Ghana) 14–15 

• Macky Sall (Senegal) 15 –16 

• Mrs. Ellen Johnson Sirleaf (Liberia) 16–17 

• Faure Gnassingbe (Togo) 17–18 
 

Muhammadu Buhari (Nigeria) 18 -19 
 

Issoufou Mahamadou (Niger)—19—until date 
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The diverse sociocultural dimension of development should be an essential component for the 

restoration of peace and security in this region. Building on the past, Community leaders have made 

enormous sacrifices to maintain the political structure of the region. 

It should also be recalled that in 2018, ECOWAS held on July 31 in Lomé its 53rd and 54th Ordinary 

Sessions of the Assembly of Heads of State and Government. These summits, like those of previous 

years, have always ruled on measures strengthening regional integration, among other things, 

through the acceleration of the implementation of the Protocol on the Free Movement of Persons 

and Goods in the ECOWAS region. Among other Decisions adopted on free movement, mention 

should be made of: 

 Protocol on free movement of persons, right of residence and establishment, of May 1, 1979;  

 Supplementary Protocol A/SP amending and complementing the provisions of Article 7 of the Protocol on 

free movement of persons, right of residence and establishment, of June 1, 1989;  

 Protocol A/P relating to the Definition of Community Citizen, of May 5, 1982;  

 Supplementary Protocol A/SP establishing the Code of Conduct for the implementation of the Protocol on 

Free Movement of Persons, Right of Residence and Establishment, of July 1, 1982;  

 Supplementary Protocol A/SP on the Second Phase (Right of Residence) of the Protocol on Free 

Movement of Persons, the Right of Residence and Establishment, of July 1, 1986;  

 Supplementary Protocol A/SP on the Third Phase (Right of Establishment) of the Protocol on Free 

Movement of Persons, the Right of Residence and Establishment, of May 2, 1990;  

 Decision C/DEC. of December 3, 1998, on the Introduction of a Harmonized Immigration and Emigration 

Form in ECOWAS Member States;  

 Decision A/DEC of May 10, 1982, relating to the application of the Protocol on Free Movement and the 

Public Information Program;  

 Decision A/DEC of May 2, 1990, Establishing a Resident Card of ECOWAS Member States;  

 Resolution A/RE of November 2, 1984, of the Authority of Heads of State and Government relating to the 

application of the First Phase of the Protocol on Free Movement of Persons, the Right of Residence and 

Establishment. 

 

Regarding the main elections in 2018, four 

States held elections for either presidential, 

legislative, senatorial, regional or municipal. 

In total, 7 ballots were organized including 2 

presidential elections with 2 rounds in Sierra 

Leone and Mali.  

 

1.4 Sociocultural Context of West Africa 

Before the arrival of the colonists, West Africa was the cradle of several successive empires and 

kingdoms whose influence spanned the centuries. The most renowned were the Empire of Ghana, 

the Mali Empire, the Songhai Empire, the empires of Jolof, Oyo, Benin and Kanem-Bornou. The West 

African region is a group of countries with common influences and heritage. The joking kinship 

system that still binds West African ethnic and social groups to each other today is a striking 

example. 

Fragmented and weakened after the Battle of Tondibi, West Africa suffered European and American 

colonization at the end of the 19th century and during the 1st half of the 20th century. Certain 

foundations of the West African civilization as well as the imperial history then gradually sank into 

Date  States Types Steps 

4/2 Guinea Local Single round 

7/3 Sierra Leone Legislative and presidential Legislative Single 

presidential 1st round  
24/3  Côte d’Ivoire Senatorial Indirect elections. 

31/3  Sierra Leone Presidential 2nd round. 
29/7  Mali Presidential 1st round. 
12/8  Mali Presidential 2nd round. 
13/10  Côte d’Ivoire Regional and municipal Single round   
20/12  Togo Legislative Single round   
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oblivion, but the rediscovery of the Timbuktu manuscripts opened considerable hope for their 

understanding. 

The three languages of the former colonial powers (French, English and Portuguese) are the official 

languages of the West African States. The languages traditionally spoken include all the so-called 

Niger-Congo A languages, excluding the Adamawa-Ubangi languages (Central Africa) and the 

Kordofanian languages (Sudan). The other Bénoué-Congolese languages (Yoruba and Igbo spoken in 

Nigeria) are sometimes included, sometimes excluded depending on the sources. Linguistic diversity 

is important, the Niger-Congo A group being less homogeneous than the Niger-Congo B group (Bantu 

languages). More specifically, West African languages belong to the following subgroups: 

 The Mande languages which include Bambara, the main language of Mali, as well as Soninké, a 

language spoken mainly in Mali but also in Senegal and Mauritania. 

 The Songhai languages, spoken along the Niger River, from the inland delta to Mali, to the north of 

Benin, but especially in western Niger, in the regions of Tillabéry and Dosso. 

 Atlantic languages which include Wolof, spoken in Senegal and Gambia, and Fulani, spoken in the 

Sahel region as well as in Guinea 

 The Ijoid languages in Nigeria, including Ijo and Defaka 

 The Kwa languages, which group together the central Akan or Tano languages, spoken in Ghana and 

Côte d’Ivoire, and Gbe languages, spoken in Ghana, Togo, Benin, and Nigeria, of which the best-known 

member is Ewe. 

 The Dogon language spoken in Mali 

 The Kru language group of which Bété, Nyabwa, Dida and Neyo belong 

 The Gur group, containing the Dagbani 
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In addition to the Niger-Congo A languages, Tuareg, Berber language as well as Haussa, Chadic 

language are also spoken in the Sahelian area. The Fon language is also spoken in Benin, Goun, 

Bariba, Adja and others. 

The cultural, linguistic and ecological diversity of the region provides both opportunities and 

challenges for the integration process. The desire to combine forces politically and economically has 

always been recognized as a step towards creating common prosperity in the region. In this regard, 

the first integration effort dates back to 1945 with the creation of the CFA franc, which grouped 

together the French-speaking countries of the region within a single monetary union. Then in 1964, 

the President of Liberia, William Tubman, proposed a West African Economic Union which resulted in 

an agreement signed in 1965 by Côte d’Ivoire, Guinea, Liberia and Sierra Leone. 

BOX2: MIGRATION CULTURE IN WEST AFRICA: MOTIVATIONS OF THE SOCIETIES 

Migration, as a mediation between two regions, constitutes a privileged means of exchange of goods and cultural values, 

lifestyles and social organization. These exchanges, called cultural transfers by C. Daum (1993), have a decisive positive 

influence on the lives of populations and on the organization and management of the localities of origin.  

The collective structures of migrants, associations and tontines thus find their essence in the desire to rebuild the architecture 

of original community life. Indeed, traditional African societies fundamentally relied on the principle of the preeminence of 

the collectivity over individuality. Each individual is entirely defined in relation to his cultural and ethnic identity, and 

ultimately in relation to a community group. The recognition of this collective conscientiousness and the constraint of 

affiliation are a moral obligation to participate in these organizations, regardless of where one is located. 

Moreover, migration savings intended for families and localities of origin are at the same time a relevant indicator of the 

permanency, narrowness and intensity of the relations which bind migrants with their country of origin. This commitment to 

the community and to the country of origin explains what J. Barou (1978) calls “the desire to reconstitute a social universe” in 

France, in particular through associative structures, the ultimate purpose of which is the search for sociocultural harmony. In 

this perspective of analysis, the collective structures of migrants, associations and tontines are the expression of a cultural 

behavior. 

In Mali and in certain African countries, migration has an initiatory and cultural nature in certain regions. This is particularly 

the case for the Soninké of the Kayes region (Soninké migration in France) and of the Banamba circle in the Koulikoro region 

(migration in Congo Brazzaville), the Dogon migration in Côte d’Ivoire (Petit, 1998) and in Cameroon (Cissé, 2009). In 

Niogoméra, in the Yélimané circle. In the Soninke environment, migration is an experience that everyone must go through, 

since the decline of the Wagadu Empire. In addition, migration is perceived as an obligatory phase in the life of every man 

before he has the right to a sedentary way of life. We are talking here about handing over the “no journey” to another 

younger. 

 Moreover, in Burkina Faso, cultural factors have a significant weight in determining migration. This cultural factor is linked to 

the fact that with the neighboring countries, the populations which straddle the borders and the cross-border movements of 

these populations are very intense and permanent. We can mention the case of the Lobi who live along the southern border 

with Côte d’Ivoire. The same applies for Mali, where much of Burkina Faso was part of French Sudan (now Mali). The border 

populations (Sénoufo, Bambara, Bobos, Dogon, etc.) who are currently on each side of these two countries share the same 

languages and the same cultures and therefore the same decision-making behaviors for migrating.   

In Senegal, in a study entitled “Economic and socio-anthropological determinants of migrations in the South and Southeast 

regions of Senegal: Kolda, Kédougou and Tambacounda, 2018,” ethnicity is not always perceived as having an influence on the 

desire to migrate. However, among certain ethnic groups, “migration is a duty” that young people are reminded over and 

over again whenever the opportunity arises. For example, among the Fulani, on the occasion of cultural festivities or major 

events such as wedding ceremonies or even on the return of a successful emigrant, the Awloubé ‟Griots” sing the praises of 

the latter, in the presence of his friends who have never migrated. The rhetoric often highlighted are “So bobo yonti yo yillo 

(which is literally translated to ‘At a certain age, you have to look elsewhere’) or ‘Mo ɗannaki nénémum adoyta mandate’ 

(literal translation for ‘Whoever has not migrated, his dear mother will never show up at a post office to withdraw a money 

order’). Such rhetoric has become sayings that can really motivate a person to migrate. With such an observation, it is difficult 

not to argue that migration occupies a significant place in Fulani society. 

https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Touareg_(langue)
https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Langues_berb%C3%A8res
https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Haoussa


 

 

21 

However, these initiatives did not yield any concrete results until 1972 when the Head of State of 

Nigeria, General Yakubu Gowon, and his Togolese counterpart, Gnassingbé Eyadéma, undertook a 

tour in the region to promote the idea of integration. Thus, thanks to their efforts, projects were put 

forward and served as a basis for the draft, in 1975, of the Treaty of Lagos which would give birth to 

ECOWAS. Originally, the Treaty of Lagos was limited to the economy, but due to the political 

problems experienced by the region, it has been subject to a revision which, in 1993, enabled the 

expansion of its scope and prerogatives. 

 

1.5 Application of the Protocol of 29/5/79 on the Free Movement of Persons 

The free movement of persons means that any citizen of the Community has the right to move freely 

from one State to another without hindrance. According to Article 2 of Protocol A/P1/5/79 on Free 

Movement of Persons, the right of residence and establishment, in its general principles provides: 
“The Community citizens have the right to enter, reside and establish in the territory of Member States.” The 

right of entry, residence and establishment referred to in paragraph 1 above shall be progressively 

established in the course of a maximum transitional period of fifteen (15) years from the definitive entry into 

force of this Protocol by abolishing all other obstacles to free movement of persons and to the right of 

residence and establishment.”  

The protocol of May 29, 1979, guarantees free entry, that is to say without the obligation to hold a 

visa in the Member States for citizens whose stay does not exceed ninety (90) days. There is only one 

condition to be met, to be in possession of a valid travel document and international vaccination 

certificates.  

The right of residence in the territory of an ECOWAS Member State is recognized for citizens wishing 

or not to access and exercise an income earning employment, apart from public administration jobs, 

unless otherwise specified by national regulations. Citizens2 will have the same rights and freedoms 

as nationals of the host Member State, with the exception of political rights.  

To ensure facilitation and simplification of crossing formalities for citizens into ECOWAS internal 

borders, the Commission had instituted the ECOWAS Travel Certificate and the ECOWAS passport. 

According to the Supplementary Protocol of July 6, 1985, relating to the Code of Conduct for the 

application of the Protocol on the Free Movement of Persons, the Right of Residence and 

Establishment, Member States have an obligation to inform citizens about the conditions of entry, 

stay, residence and establishment in other Member States as well as the conditions of deportation. 

Apart from this requirement of citizenship, the right of residence requires certain conditions that are 

essential for its enjoyment: The Resident Card is equivalent to a residence permit or stay permit with 

the validity of 3 years renewable for successive periods of 3 years.  

Following the adoption of the Cross-border Initiatives Program and the Cross-Border Cooperation 

Facilitation Fund in January 2006 by the ECOWAS Authority of Heads of State and Government, pilot 

units to monitor the free movement of persons at the borders were created in January 2007 in 

Nigeria, Benin, Togo and Ghana. The aim is to identify all violations of the free movement of people 

at borders.  

It is undeniable that in terms of the free movement of people, significant progress has been made in 

West Africa. So that in certain aspects, the region is cited as an example. Thus, it is easily recognized 

                                                           

2 Cf. Protocol of May 29, 1982, on the citizenship code of ECOWAS 
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that: no visa is required anywhere from nationals of Member States for their travel within the 

ECOWAS region. West African nationals now have the right to move freely, to settle wherever they 

want in the Community with a view to whether or not to exercise an activity. The ECOWAS Passport 

established in December 2000 is to be replaced by Biometric ID Cards to further facilitate free 

movement as in the WAEMU region. However, only Benin, Senegal and Mali have effectively 

deployed this community Travel Document.  

 

1.6 Cooperation and Assistance Actions 

Several partners support ECOWAS in the field of migration. These include the German Cooperation 

(GIZ), the International Organization for Migration, the International Labor Office, and the Swedish 

Cooperation. Among these organizations, IOM through the FMM West Africa project and Statistics 

Sweden intervene mainly in the field of collection and management on migration data.  

 



23 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chapter II 
 

Methodological approach for 
the drafting 

 



 

 

 

24 

 

The objective of this chapter is to present the different methodological approaches used for the drafting 

of this report. This includes the document review, data sources, tools for collection, development 

process, assessment of data quality, methods for estimating indicators, method of analysis, definition of 

concepts and limitations of the study. 

 

2.1 Document Review  

The document review consisted of the collection, exploitation, analysis and synthesis of the 

documentation dealing with migration issues at regional and international levels as well as all existing 

information likely to be relevant to the study. This documentation also took into account the review of 

statistics from international institutions (UNHCR, IOM, Eurostat, STATAFRIC, etc.) published and 

available. Thus, for certain indicators, regional trends were collected to serve as comparison data. In 

addition, the legal and technical provisions that justify the context of migration in 2018 have been 

summarized. Furthermore, it should be noted that the phenomenon of migration is purely contextual 

and does not always reflect linearity with the migratory movements of previous years. This is how the 

new repressive measures taken in 2018 by European countries regarding access to their territory by 

international migrants sparked a significant wave of migratory movements in early 2018. West Africa 

was not spared from this and a very good part of the persons emigrating to other countries of Africa are 

certainly waiting for the opportunities to migrate to other regions.  

 

2.2 Sources of Data 

Several sources are generally used at the national level to obtain data on migration. The main sources 

relating to this study are general population censuses, national household surveys, administrative 

sources (Migration Police, Ministry of Labor, etc.), sources from international institutions (UNHCR, IOM, 

etc.). 

With regard to general population censuses, sources of data par excellence on stocks of international 

migrants through basic variables (age, gender, current place of residence, place of birth, previous place 

of residence, etc.), they made it possible to make projections for 2018 and to fill in tables 2, 3, 4 and 5. 

But one of the limits is the often 10-year periodicity that does not allow the observation of recent 

trends, migration being a contextual phenomenon. In addition, Regional Surveys on Employment and 

the Informal Sector (ERI-ESI) are often carried out in certain countries of the West African Economic and 

Monetary Union (WAEMU). In 2017, they were conducted in Benin, Burkina Faso, Niger and Togo. They 

were used as a basis for updating stock projections for the year 2018.  

Like censuses, national surveys do not capture all stocks according to the definition of the concept 

adopted in the guidelines. The same applies for the flows whether they are emigrants or international 

immigrants flows. Indeed, it’s the notion of Lifetime Migration that is used. It consists of crossing the 

variables place of birth and place of residence on a reference date. Thus, the lifetime migrant is any 

individual who has resided in a country other than that of his birth for more than one year. Even if in the 

majority of countries, the sheets/forms (entry/exit) of the migration services or the border police have 

been more or less used to provide data on migratory flows (Table 1), it should be noted that some 
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States, which do not have administrative data, have just extracted from the stock base the movements 

during the last year as being the migratory flow. 

For the analysis of migrant workers, data was not available at the State level. But the ILO method for 

analyzing consistency and estimating missing data was used. With regard to the remittances of migrants, 

the data from Member States have been supplemented by those contained in the balance of payments 

of the central banks of the various West African States and sometimes with the World Bank estimates.  

Other data sources (IOM, UNHCR) were also used.   

 

2.3 Migration data collection 

The migration analysis is mainly descriptive with explanatory elements to further substantiate the 

situation in 2018. To better visualize the phenomenon across countries or certain groups, graphs and 

tables have been created using Excel software. The analysis is conducted at the national, regional and 

international levels. 

 

2.3.1 Collection tool (questionnaire) 

The tool for collecting and managing migration data to inform regional indicators was designed using 

Microsoft Excel software. It covers the twelve (12) indicators disaggregated by type of migration 

(emigrants and immigrants), gender, age, etc. This questionnaire is available on www.midwa.org. The 

main indicators cover regular and irregular migration stocks and flows, stocks of refugees and asylum 

seekers, remittances, etc.  

 

http://www.midwa.org/
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To ensure that the questionnaire is properly filled in accordance with regional and international 

standards in the field of migration, the ECOWAS Commission has developed a methodological guide for 

all the actors in charge of data collection. In addition to the philosophies underlying the definitions of 

the concepts, presents through cases studies the mode of operation and use of migration data collection 

and processing systems. This guide includes filling instructions, key concepts, and data sources. 

 

2.3.2 Data Collection Method 

Data collection is an integral part of developing and updating migration statistics. It aims to gather data 

and more generally national data following a harmonized approach at regional level. 

These formalized data collection activities should be established, adapted to the national circumstances 

of the countries, and periodically revised as part of the implementation of good practices. Data 

collection procedures are necessary to find and process existing data (i.e., data collected and stored for 

statistical purposes).  

This data collection began in July 2018 with the submission of the ECOWAS collection tool 

(questionnaire described above) to the fifteen (15) Member States via the focal points responsible for 

providing it with all the national data available on migration and to forward it to the ECOWAS 

Commission. Some Focal Points were facing difficulties in processing information to fill out this 

questionnaire, confronted with obsolete and outdated data, lack of data or the absence of a 

coordination framework at the national level for the management of migration data, etc. However, 

several States were able to properly fill the ECOWAS questionnaire. The States that filled all the data on 

the indicators are Nigeria and Côte d’Ivoire, while those having the most difficulties are Ghana and 

Sierra Leone.  

The data collection method used was essentially quantitative; which besides consists of researching data 

from administrative sources or survey data, using mathematical and statistical analysis tools, in order to 

describe and explain these data in form of measurable variables. 

However, data from States sometimes had limitations for in-depth analysis of regional migration 

indicators in West Africa. Among other limitations, the following can be mentioned for most States: 

 The lack of several recent data (2018) on certain indicators; 

 The non-availability of data according to the declension of the variables and modalities of the 

ECOWAS questionnaire; 

 etc. 

 

2.4 Data quality assessment 

Data quality assessment is an important step in demographic studies. It aims to detect errors and 

inconsistencies in these data and possibly to adjust them. Data quality assessment consists of checking 

the completeness rates of each indicator (responses provided by member countries), definitions of 

concepts and consistency of data. 
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2.4.1 Completeness Rate of the Variables  

The assessment of the response rates to the indicators of the report enables to detect the potential 

errors that could affect the analyzes and the quality of the data. The completeness levels recorded for 

the 12 indicators vary from 16% (see table 10) to 100% (see table 2), with an overall average of 65%. 

Considering the minimum list of 6 priority indicators validated by the Thematic Working Group on 

Migration Data covering the stocks, this rate has reached over 84%. In order to determine regional 

trends for each of the indicators, a sustainable approach adopted by a Taskforce made it possible to 

estimate data not provided by the countries. This Taskforce is made up of eight (8) focal points 

belonging to the Technical Working Group on Migration Data, and experts in the analysis of migration 

indicators from Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, Liberia, Mali, from Niger, Nigeria, Senegal and Togo. 

 

2.4.2 Data Consistency 

The verification of the consistency of the data provided by the States was carried out according to a 

consistency analysis plan in compliance with international migration standards. It consisted of quality 

checks of data sources, of reference periods for the projections and estimates for the year 2018 and of 

totals at the table level. Thus, between the tables of stocks and flows this consistency analysis has 

enabled to detect the errors in considering the definition (lifetime migrant) used by the focal points. All 

the inconsistencies observed could be corrected using other data sources and the contribution of the 

focal points of the different countries.  

 

2.5 Data estimation and collection  

2.5.1 Method for estimating indicators 

The literature on population projections offers two main methodological approaches for estimating data 

at the national level. The first is based on the non-existence of national projections and/or a good 

understanding of demographic dynamics within the different geographic entities that make up the 

country. It proposes for each relevant subnational subdivision, to use the component method. The 

results obtained are then put together to come up with the national projections. The second approach 

uses available national projections to produce estimates of the numbers within each party. 

At the regional level, the method used is that of relative proportions or weights. It was more applied to 

missing data from the stock. The choice of this method is based on certain considerations ranging from 

the response rate for the stock data (over 84%) to the specification of the behavior of the ECOWAS area 

vis-à-vis each region.  

Thus, the indicators for which the missing data have been estimated cover the flow and stock of regular 

migration, the Specific-Reasons (education, family reunification, health, others), the Immigrant 

population by gender, age and level of education (stock of immigrants), Labor migration by gender and 

age and Migrant remittances by sources and volume. For Labor migration the methodology developed 

by the International Labor Office (ILO) was used for data processing. In addition, migrant remittances 

were supplemented with estimates from central banks and the World Bank.  
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Regarding the indicators of the Diaspora, the Stock of asylum seekers, the Stock of Refugees, Human 

trafficking cases, Assisted Voluntary Return and the Stock of irregular migration, the national projections 

combined with the estimates of international organizations, UNHCR, the international diaspora and IOM 

were used.  

 

2.5.2 Methodology of the analysis 

The analysis of migration in this 1st regional report is essentially descriptive, reinforced with explanatory 

and supporting elements for the situation in 2018. Graphs, tables and figures as well as illustrative 

images are used to better visualize the phenomenon across ECOWAS member countries, other non-

ECOWAS African countries and in the rest of the world. The level of disaggregation of the data is based 

on the data available either by country, by region, by gender, by age, by immigrants/emigrant 

categories, or by a group of countries. The comparative analysis with data from other regions is also 

carried out as well as the analysis enabling to identify by indicators the large numbers or sometimes the 

countries of major departures and major destinations of migrants.  

This analysis is based on the quality, consistency, probity and descriptiveness of the data collected. At 

the end of the treatment process, it can be considered that even if the data from the migration analysis 

are of acceptable quality, the analyzes of the regional indicators remain nevertheless descriptive and 

limited because they do not enable to thoroughly understand migration in West Africa for lack of certain 

explanatory elements.  

 Finally, it should be noted that three (3) levels of analysis have been adopted for each indicator, 

namely: 1st level: By considering ECOWAS as a bloc and from the regional global trends to assess 

migratory behavior including around the world 

 2nd level: With details by region and State, analyze ECOWAS migratory movements with regard to 

the regions of the world 

 3rd level: On the basis of the proportions by gender and age, describe the migratory movements 

within the region, that is, between ECOWAS Member States. 

Finally, for each indicator, the migration profile was determined according to the variables and 

modalities at stake. 

  

2.6 Approach to the Report Preparation 

2.6.1 Regional coordination of migration data collection and management 

To facilitate the production of migration data in the region, the ECOWAS Commission with the support 

of IOM carried out a diagnostic study whose resolutions include the establishment at regional level of a 

Thematic Working Group on Migration Data. This Working Group under MIDWA3 was set up in 2017 and 

is made up of national experts (focal points) on migration issues appointed by the National Institutes of 

Statistics Several capacity building activities at regional and national levels have been undertaken for 

                                                           

3  Migration Dialogue for West Africa, Dialogue sur la Migration en Afrique de l’Ouest 



 

 

 

29 

them as part of the harmonization of concepts and to facilitate data collection and management. These 

include the training workshops on Guidelines for migration data collection and management from May 

22 to 26, 2017 and the extraordinary meeting of the Technical working group from February 15 to 16, 

2018 in Abuja, Nigeria.  

The regional workshop on “Implementation of the regional action plan for the harmonization of data 

collection tools on migration and labor statistics” from July 24 to 26, 2019 in Abuja, Nigeria validated the 

collection questionnaire on the 12 regional indicators selected and launched data collection at the end 

of 2018. The conduct of data collection on regional migration indicators at ECOWAS States level was 

ensured by the focal points. Indeed, each focal point ensures national coordination through the 

establishment and operationalization of the Migration Data Management Committee. This National 

Committee is made up of all the national actors involved in migration. It enables to explore and 

synergize all the sources of production of migration data.  

 

2.6.2 Selection of the Analysts 

For the preparation of the report, the ECOWAS Commission opted for the establishment of a taskforce 

made up of eight (8) focal points of the Technical Working Group on Migratory Data. These experts in 

analysis of migration indicators come from each of the Member States, Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, 

Liberia, Mali, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal and Togo. Under the coordination of the ECOWAS Commission 

Research and Statistics Directorate, the preparation of this report benefited from SCB, IOM and ILO 

technical and financial support. 

 

2.6.3 Various Technical Meetings 

Several technical meetings were held before the final validation of the report. The objective of these 

meetings was to define and validate the compilation methodology, calculate regional migration 

indicators, analyze these indicators and identify major migration trends in West Africa. Among these 

main meetings, one should mention: 

 Methodological workshop for the preparation of the regional report on migration from June 15 

to 17, 2020 (video conference): The aim was to hold separate exchanges with each focal point to 

take stock of the collection of missing data and to improve the quality of national data on 

migration and cover all regional indicators. 

 1st Virtual Meeting on July 6, 2020: The objective was to launch the preparation of the regional 

report on migration in West Africa. 

 2nd Virtual Meeting on July 13, 2020: The objective was to establish the Taskforce for the 

drafting of the report and distribute the tasks between the members of this team. 

 3th Virtual Meeting on Monday, July 20, 2020: The objective was to exchange views on the 

method of data processing, compilation and analysis. 

 4th Virtual Meeting on Wednesday, July 29, 2020: The objective was to take stock of the 

roadmap drawn up on this subject. 
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 Series of ten individual Virtual Meetings with members of the Taskforce from August 4 to 10, 

2020: The objective was to assess the progress in the preparation of the report and to take stock 

of the remaining tasks for its finalization. 

 Series of Virtual Meetings with the Taskforce from July 29, 2020, to August 19, 2020, to analyze 

the shortcomings of the report and the difficulties encountered by members when analyzing 

migration data. 

 Series of Virtual Meetings from September 3 to 7, 2020: The aim was to review the 1st draft of 

the report, section by section. 

 October to November 2020: Transmission of the document to IOM for translation and 

proofreading of the draft report.  

 Report validation meeting on December 28, 2020. 

 Consideration of participants’ comments and submission of final version to IOM for translation. 

 Etc. 

 

2.7 Definition of key concepts of migration in West Africa 

It is important to recall that the phenomenon of migration is difficult to understand both from a 

theoretical and practical point of view; in fact, any definition of this phenomenon considers the 

temporal and spatial dimensions, hence a diversity of methods of approach. This diversity leads to 

difficulties in comparing the results of studies on migration. It’s to correct this fact that ECOWAS has 

adopted harmonized definitions aligned with international standards. 

TABLE 5: DEFINITION OF THE CONCEPTS 

CONCEPTS DEFINITIONS PHILOSOPHIES 

INTERNATIONAL 

MIGRANT 

Person who moves between countries. The 

migration concept encompasses all types of 

population movements involving a change in 

the place of usual residence, irrespective of 

(1) the legal status of the person, (2) the 

voluntary or involuntary nature of the 

displacement, (3) the causes of the 

displacement, or 4) the length of the stay. 

International migrants include all residents of a country who 

have changed their country of usual residence. For practical 

reasons of measurement and in accordance with the 

recommendations of the United Nations, it is possible to 

identify international migrants as being "all persons who 

habitually reside in the country and who are nationals of 

another country (foreign population) or those whose place of 

birth is located in another country (population born abroad) ”. 

EMIGRANT Anyone who has left his State of residence to settle in a 

foreign State. 
 

FLOW 

REGULAR 

MIGRATION 

The concept of “flow” refers 

to the total number of 

persons moving to or from a 

country during a reference 

period, usually the calendar 

year. 

IMMIGRANT FLOW Number of 

persons residing in a specific 

country who changed their 

country of usual residence for 

that specific country during 

the reference period. It 

includes non-nationals as well 

as nationals.  

IMMIGRANT FLOW Number of 

persons who changed their 

It aims to consider the number of entries and exits by migrants. In fact, the 

international migrant cannot change its usual residence more than once in the 

same year. Because the notion of Usual residence refers to a place at which 

the person has lived continuously for most of the last 12 months (i.e., for at 

least six months and one day) or at least during the last 12 months, without 

taking into consideration temporary absences for holidays or work 

assignments, or the place at which a person intends to live for at least 6 

months.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- Movements regulated by the legal provisions of host and departure countries 

of international migrants at the borders: Air, land and river.  
- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and 

may possibly be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay 

is known.  
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country of residence during 

the reference period. It 

includes nationals and non-

nationals.  

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- internal movements, i.e., within the country regardless of the reason for 

change of usual residence.  
- The movements of simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), 

tourists, etc. 

STOCK 

 

The stock of regular 

migration refers to 

the total number of 

international migrants 

present in a given 

country at a given 

point in time.  

Immigrant Stock: The 

number of persons who 

have changed their country 

of usual residence to settle 

in a given country. The 

migrant stock of a country 

usually covers the group of 

foreigners who have a 

usual residence in this 

country. 

Emigrant Stock: This is the 

number of residents who 

have changed their country 

of usual residence and 

elected domicile outside 

the country in question. 

The migrant stock of a 

country is generally 

considered as the group of 

citizens of that country 

who usually live abroad 

(i.e., the stock of foreign 

nationals). 

It refers to the number of foreigners residing in a country at a time t or at the 

time of their census. Here also, the notion of usual residence is paramount and 

refers to a place at which the person has lived continuously for most of its rest 

period during the last 12 months (i.e., for at least six months and one day) or at 

least during the last 12 months, without taking into consideration temporary 

absences for holidays or work assignments, or the place at which a person 

intends to live for at least six months.  

It is important to take into consideration a specific moment to count the stock. It 

is generally done on December 31st of the year under review. To this end, 

several surveys are carried out during the 4th quarter of the year to minimize the 

margins of error for the year. For censuses, the questions need to be more 

specific in terms of deadlines for the migrants’ identification.  

- To be taken into consideration: foreigners already residing or intending 

to reside in the country are taken into consideration;  

- persons who were not part of the country at the beginning of their life and 

who came to settle their usual residence in the country; 

- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and may 

possibly be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay is 

known; 

- the notion of “regular” refers to the legal or official character in the country. 

The designation of regular migrants depends on the laws in force in the 

country. 

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- returning national migrants regardless of the reason for change of usual 

residence and/or the duration of their stay abroad. That is to say, the 

nationals of the country where they are registered who previously emigrated 

then returned to live in the country;  

Simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), tourists or others for stays 

of less than 6 months. 

SPECIFIC 

REASON 

(EDUCATION, 

FAMILY 

REUNIFICATION, 

HEALTH, 

OTHERS) 

MIGRATION 

This is the stock 

of regular 

migration 

broken down 

according to the 

specific reasons 

of the migrants.  

We recall 

that the 

definition of 

the stock of 

regular 

migration 

refers to the 

total number 

of 

It should be noted that if stocks of regular migration are available at any given time, it 

would be ideal to break them down according to the specific reasons listed and to analyze 

them in an appropriate manner for this indicator. The net flows of regular migration in the 

years following the census enable the establishment of more up-to-date migration stocks at 

more recent times, if not at any desired time. The advantage of this method is that it 

allows for more approximate values of the stocks rather than relying on estimates that at 

the end do not always reflect reality. Indeed, the phenomenon of migration is multi-

complex and changing at any moment. Which is why it’s better to build on very recent data 

for the daily analysis.  

Thus, the provision of information on net flows will allow to some extent to rectify the 

numbers to have the recent stock. This stock broken down according to the specific reason 

for international migration offers more recent data for an updated migration profile, the 

phenomenon of migration being changing and complex.  

It is important to note that the periods for accounting for these net migration flows are the 

years after the completion of the population census. The flow is generally assessed after 

each calendar year.  

Moreover, it is obvious that the distribution of migration according to the specific reasons 

must be carried out on the basis of the updated stock. But it is noted that information 

collected on migrant flows at the border level provides more details, especially on the 
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international 

migrants 

present in a 

given 

country at a 

given point in 

time. 

specific reasons for migration. To this end, in a gradual manner, the variables of the census 

will be aligned with the real needs for information details already provided by the flows. 

To be taken into consideration:  

- The number of migrants at the end of a period and the net flows in subsequent years up 

to the recent year requested.  

- Movements of International Migrants at the borders: Air, land and sea.  

- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and may possibly 

be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay is known.  

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- internal movements, i.e., within the country regardless of the reason for change of usual 

residence.  

- Simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), tourists or others for stays of less 

than 6 months. 

IMMIGRANT 

POPULATION BY 

GENDER, AGE 

AND EDUCATION 

The immigrant is 

any person who 

goes to a State 

of which he is 

not a national, 

with the 

intention of 

establishing its 

usual residence 

in that State. 

For this 

indicator, the 

immigrant 

population is 

broken down by 

gender and 

educational 

levels during the 

migration. 

As for Table 2, the number of foreigners residing in the country can be taken into 

consideration as the stock of immigrants. However, the same method as Table 3 should be 

applied for this indicator, but only for immigrants. Thus, the most recent stock will need to 

be established by adding the net flows to the stock obtained in the previous census (during 

the years following the census of the stock up to the most recent year).  

It is important to consider a specific period for the accounting of migration flows. 

Generally, it is the calendar year that is taken into consideration. Obviously, the 

distribution of immigrants, according to the educational level, must be based on the 

updated stock of foreigners residing in the territory.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- The number of foreigners at the end of a period and the inflows of the subsequent years 

up to the year requested.  

- The entries of international migrants at the borders: Air, land and river.  

- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and may possibly 

be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay is known.  

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- internal movements, i.e., within the country regardless of the reason for change of usual 

residence.  

- Simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), tourists or others for stays of less 

than 6 months. 

INTERNATIONAL 

MIGRANT 

WORKERS 

The concept of international migrant 

workers is used to measure the current link 

with the labor market of international 

migrants in a country, regardless of the 

original purpose of migration, and that of 

other people who are not usual residents of 

the country but which currently have a link 

with the labor market of the country where 

the measurement is made. 

The term international labor migration is used generically to 

refer, in general, to concepts related to the processes and 

outcomes of international labor migration, and in particular to 

the following three concepts: 

(a) international migrant workers; 

b) international migrants for the purpose of work; 

(c) returning international migrant workers. 

LABOR 

MIGRATION BY 

GENDER, AGE, 

EDUCATION AND 

EMPLOYMENT 

We recall the 

definition of the 

immigrant who 

is nothing but a 

person who goes 

to a State of 

which he is not 

a national, with 

the intention of 

establishing its 

usual residence 

in that country. 

This number is 

broken down 

This indicator is particular in its consideration in terms of current data needs. For the 

moment, it must be understood that these are immigrants as in Table 4. Over time, the 

following emigrant and immigrant modalities will be integrated.  

As indicated for Table 4, the number of foreigners residing in the country can be taken into 

consideration instead of the stock of immigrants. However, the same method as in Tables 3 

& 4 must be applied for this indicator. Thus, it will be necessary to combine the stock and 

the flows (flows during the years after the census of the stock until the most recent year). 

It is important to consider a specific period for the accounting of migration flows. 

Generally, it is the calendar year that is taken into consideration. Obviously, the 

distribution of immigrants, according to the educational level, could be based on the 

updated stock of foreigners residing in the territory. But it is noted that information 

collected on migrant flows at the border level provides more details, on migrants entering 
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according to age 

groups, gender 

and educational 

levels during the 

migration. 

the country.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- The number of foreigners at the end of a period and the flows of entries of the 

subsequent years up to the year of compilation of the data.  

- The entries of international migrants at the borders: Air, land and river.  

- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and may possibly 

be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay is known 

- Foreign representations in the country, associations, professional groups of foreigners, 

etc.  

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- internal movements, i.e., within the country regardless of the reason for change of usual 

residence.  

- Simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), tourists or others for stays of less 

than 6 months. 

Short term seasonal employment (less than 6 months) 

LABOR 

MIGRATION BY 

GENDER, AGE, 

EDUCATION AND 

EMPLOYMENT 

We recall the 

definition of the 

immigrant who 

is nothing but a 

person who goes 

to a State of 

which he is not 

a national, with 

the intention of 

establishing its 

usual residence 

in that country. 

This number is 

broken down 

according to age 

groups, gender 

and educational 

levels during the 

migration. 

This indicator is particular in its consideration in terms of current data needs. For the 

moment, it must be understood that these are immigrants as in Table 4. Over time, the 

following emigrant and immigrant modalities will be integrated.  

As indicated for Table 4, the number of foreigners residing in the country can be taken into 

consideration instead of the stock of immigrants. However, the same method as in Tables 3 

& 4 must be applied for this indicator. Thus, it will be necessary to combine the stock and 

the flows (flows during the years after the census of the stock until the most recent year). 

It is important to consider a specific period for the accounting of migration flows. 

Generally, it is the calendar year that is taken into consideration. Obviously, the 

distribution of immigrants, according to the educational level, could be based on the 

updated stock of foreigners residing in the territory. But it is noted that information 

collected on migrant flows at the border level provides more details, on migrants entering 

the country.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- The number of foreigners at the end of a period and the flows of entries of the 

subsequent years up to the year of compilation of the data.  

- The entries of international migrants at the borders: Air, land and river.  

- The intention of change of usual residence is taken into consideration and may possibly 

be rectified when the information on the actual length of stay is known 

- Foreign representations in the country, associations, professional groups of foreigners, 

etc.  

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- internal movements, i.e., within the country regardless of the reason for change of usual 

residence.  

- Simple travelers (business, politics, diplomacy, etc.), tourists or others for stays of less 

than 6 months. 

Short term seasonal employment (less than 6 months) 

REMITTANCES BY 

SOURCE AND 

VOLUME 

Remittances 

refer to 

amounts 

earned or 

acquired by 

non-nationals 

and who are 

transferred to 

their country of 

origin. 

This indicator outlines for each country the volumes of funds sent or received by its nationals 

residing abroad. It’s obvious that foreign nationals residing in the country send funds to their 

country of origin. It helps to understand the migration of funds.  

Here, remittances have to be understood by the outflows of monetary liquidity sent abroad 

to natural persons residing abroad. It does not include remittances between legal entities or 

between financial institutions for financing activities. Since this is cash flow, it is important 

to take into consideration a specific period for its accounting. Generally, it’s the calendar 

year that is taken into consideration but the quarterly and even monthly data exist because 

of the permanent traceability established by the central banks as part of the foreign 

exchange management. Thus, for this indicator, remittances will be established quarterly for 

seasonality analyzes.   
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However, it should be noted that the central banks take all transfers of funds between 

individuals without taking into consideration whether they are migrants or not. This situation 

will be rectified gradually over time with other instruments for identifying the financial flows 

of real migrants. It should also be noted that money transfers that do not transit through 

financial institutions are not controlled and therefore not taken into consideration. But 

studies as well as some variables of censuses and population surveys allow estimating them. 

In this case, a comment should be made indicating the estimated amounts and those of the 

financial institutions.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- The cash flows between individuals residing in different countries to correspond with real 
international migrants.   

- The remittances from the diaspora also have to be taken into consideration.  
- The countries sending and receiving these funds. 
- The operations are recorded only when they are actually performed. 

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- The in-kind remittances, even if assessed in currency  
- The intentions to send or receive funds for whatever reason 
The intra-country remittances 

DIASPORA BY 

AGE AND 

GENDER 

The International 

Monetary Fund (IMF) 

defines diaspora as a 

group of persons who 

have migrated and their 

descendants who maintain 

a connection to their 

homeland. The African 

Union defines its diaspora 

as: “consisting of people 

of African origin living 

outside the continent, 

irrespective of their 

citizenship and 

nationality and who are 

willing to contribute to 

the development of the 

continent and the 

building of the African 

Union.” 

Taking account of the definition of the African Union which is harmonized in the 

definitions of the concepts of migration within the ECOWAS region, the diaspora 

of a country includes only the population originating from this country and 

residing abroad, in other words, outside the territory of origin. This definition 

simultaneously insists on the constraints of nationality (native person or national 

of a country), usual resident settled outside the country and especially on 

maintaining cooperative ties to participate in the development of its country of 

origin.  

To be taken into consideration:  

- The number of associations in one country who are composed by nationals of 

another country at the end of a given period.  

- People who were not part of the country at the beginning of their life and have 

settled their usual residence in another country but contribute to the 

development of their country of origin or birth in one way or another. 

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- The internal or local associations, i.e., within the country whatever the reasons 

for their grouping.  

The nationals from other countries, even if they have cooperation relationships 

and/or contribute to the development of the country concerned. 

STOCK OF 

ASYLUM 

SEEKERS—

AVERAGE 

REFUGEE 

REQUESTS AND 

RESPONSES 

The stock of asylum seekers corresponds to all 

persons applying for admission to the territory of 

a State as refugees and awaiting a decision on 

their application by the relevant authorities. In 

the event of a rejection, the unsuccessful 

applicant must leave the territory of the State 

concerned; he can be subject to deportation on 

the same basis as any foreigner in an irregular 

situation unless a residence permit is granted for 

humanitarian reasons or on another basis. 

It is important to pay attention to the operational and legal 

definitions of “refugee” and “asylum seeker” when 

exploring the questions and sources of data below.  

The asylum application is usually individual. The reasons 

are in principle political. While refugees often apply en 

masse. Moreover, in the ECOWAS Common Approach on 

Migration, it is stipulated: 1) Aware of the increasing 

movement of refugees in West Africa, and 2) in view of the 

difficulty in managing them and regularizing their status 

after conflicts, ECOWAS Member States undertake to put in 

place regional integration mechanisms. (ECOWAS, 2008a, 

5.) In addition, Target 16.9 of the Sustainable Development 

Goals includes a provision to ensure legal identity for all 

(United Nations, 2015, 25).  

With regard to human trafficking, it concerns persons who 

have crossed the border. With this group, focus should be 

put on migrants, i.e., those who have changed their usual 

STOCK OF 

REFUGEES—AGE 

GROUPS AND 

WILLINGNESS TO 

RETURN 

It’s any person, who, “owing to well-founded 

fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, 

religion, nationality, membership of a particular 

social group or political opinion, is outside the 

country of his nationality and is unable or, owing 

to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself of the 

protection of that country.” (Article 1, A.2, the 

1951 Convention Relating to the Status of 
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Refugees, as amended by the 1967 Protocol.) residence, or who have expressed during their crossing the 

intention to spend more rest period in another country for 

the next 12 months. 

To be taken into consideration:  

- Non-nationals of the country who have formally 

submitted asylum applications for any reason, regardless 

of length of stay.  

- Populations displaced by social conflict, who are directly 

assisted by UNHCR and other NGOs providing support to 

refugees. 

- Among the migrants, those who have been trafficked. 

Not to be taken into consideration: 

- The displaced within the same State  

The national refugees. This category of refugees is very 

frequent and enjoys the support of international non-

governmental organizations. 

CASES OF 

HUMAN 

TRAFFICKING 

RECORDED—AGE 

GROUPS AND 

DISPOSITION TO 

RETURN 

The recruitment, transportation, transfer, 

harboring or receipt of persons, by the threat or 

use of force or other forms of coercion, of 

abduction, of fraud, of deception, of the abuse 

of power or of a position of vulnerability or of 

the giving or receiving of payments or benefits 

to achieve the consent of a person having 

control over another person for the purpose of 

exploitation. (Art. 3(a), Protocol to Prevent, 

Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, 

especially Women and Children, supplementing 

the United Nations Convention against 

Transnational Organized Crime, 2000). 

Trafficking in persons may take place at the 

national level or be transnational in scope.  

RECORDS OF 

ASSISTED 

VOLUNTARY 

RETURN AND 

REINTEGRATION 

This indicator concerns unsuccessful asylum seekers, trafficked migrants, students 

in distress, qualified nationals and other migrants who do not wish to remain in the 

State concerned or who cannot legally stay in that State. Reintegration relates to 

administrative, logistical and financial supports to returning migrants or asylum 

seekers and to their rehabilitation into the country of origin on a voluntary basis. 

To be taken into 

consideration:  

- Forced or voluntary 

returning migrants  

- Populations displaced 

by social conflict, who 

are directly assisted by 

UNHCR and other NGOs 

providing support to 

refugees. 

Not to be taken into 

consideration: 

- All travelers 

 

STOCK OF 

IRREGULAR 

MIGRATION 

It is an international migration contrary to the legal framework of the country of 

origin, transit or destination. There is no universally agreed definition for irregular 

migration. From the stand point of the country of destination, it is the illegal 

entry, residence and work in the country, implying that the migrant does not have 

the necessary authorizations or documents required according to the immigration 

law to enter, reside and work in the country concerned. From the stand point of 

the country of origin, for example, irregularity occurs when a person crosses an 

international border without a valid passport or travel document, or does not fulfill 

the administrative requirements to leave the country. There is, however, a 

tendency to restrict the use of the term “illegal migration” to cases of trafficking 

in persons and smuggling of migrants. 
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Chapter III 
 

Analysis of key indicators of migration 
in West Africa 
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3.1 Flow of Regular Migration 
 

3.1.1 Migratory Movement  

ECOWAS migration movements (inflows and outflows between States in the region and/or with other 

regions) reached an overall level of 2.12 million in 2018. Males (67.87%) have been more mobile than 

females (32.13%) during this year.  

Within the ECOWAS region, these migratory flows (entry and exit) amounted to 1.01 million migrants, or 

47.80% globally. Finally, whether to or from other regions (non-ECOWAS Africa, European Union and 

North America). These flows of migrants respectively reached 13.73%, 12, 73% and 6.78%. The other, no 

less important, regions with 0.40 million migratory movements with West Africa have a regional weight 

of 18.96%.   

 

3.1.2 ECOWAS region outgoing flow: Emigration 

In 2018, outgoing movements from one ECOWAS Member State to another Member State of the region, 

represented 41.13% of all emigration flows.  

During the same period, while 22.53% of departures beyond ECOWAS borders were to other African 

countries, 23.31% of these departures were to countries of the European Union, while only 13.54% 

migrants went to countries in North America (mainly the United States and Canada). It is, however, 

important to note that 40.62% of outflows from the ECOWAS region in 2018 had four main destination 

countries in Asia, Latin America or other countries.   

GRAPH3: BREAKDOWN OF THE ECOWAS REGION OUTGOING FLOWS 

        

             SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 

3.1.3 Categorization of the ECOWAS outgoing flows  

 Proportion of emigrants from ECOWAS countries by number generated 

By classifying the countries by the overall number of outgoing flows, the analysis enables to identify the 

countries which have generated large numbers of migrant departures. Thus, it appears for the year 2018 

that: 

 Nigeria is the State of large numbers of emigrant departures to other region with 54,61 % of all emigrants 

in the region. It is followed by Niger (15,56 %);  

 The countries with average experience of emigrant departures are: Côte d’Ivoire (5,31 %), Burkina 

(4,99 %), Ghana (4,00 %), Mali (3,55 %), Senegal (3,34 %), Benin (3,31 %) and Guinea (2,75 %); 

 The countries with the low numbers of emigrants are Togo (1,01 %), Sierra Leone (0,88 %), Liberia (0,74 

%), Cabo Verde (0,61 %), Guinea-Bissau (0,30 %) and Gambia (0,01 %)).  
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GRAPH4: PRESENTATION OF WEIGHTS BY COUNTRY FOR ALL EMIGRANTS 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Relative proportions of emigrants flow to others ECOWAS States  

The analysis of data on the proportions of emigrants traveling from each State to other ECOWAS States 

enables to have the following classifications:  

 Niger and Nigeria are the two States of large numbers of emigrant departures to other States in 

the region with respectively 27.84% and 20.93% of all emigrants in the region;  

 The countries with average experience of emigrant departures are: Burkina (9.74%), Mali (8.14%), 

Benin (7.07%), Senegal (6.49%), Guinea (5.07%), Côte d’Ivoire (5.03%) and Ghana (3.85%); 

 The countries with the low numbers of emigrants are Togo (1.94%), Liberia (1.64%), Sierra Leone 

(1.57%), Guinea Bissau (0.33%) Cabo Verde (0.33%), and The Gambia (0.02%). 

GRAPH5: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF OUTGOING FLOWS TOWARDS ECOWAS BY COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of nationals emigrating to non-ECOWAS African 

countries  

Apart from West Africa, which is the first destination for migrants in the region, emigrants favor in 3rd 

position non-ECOWAS African countries (13.26% just behind the European Union) which have 

welcomed several emigrants of the ECOWAS region in 2018. The assessment of the flow of emigrants 

to other African States indicates:  
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 Nigeria (59.28%), as the State with the highest proportion of its nationals emigrating to non-

ECOWAS African countries. It is followed by more than 40 percentage points by Niger (13.09%), 

Côte d’Ivoire (6.80%), Burkina (3.98%) and Ghana (7.70%);  

 Liberia (0.09%) and The Gambia (0.00%) as the State with the lowest proportions of its nationals 

emigrating to non-ECOWAS African countries.  

GRAPH6: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF OUTGOING FLOWS TOWARDS THE REST OF AFRICA BY COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of nationals emigrating to the European Union 

The assessment of outgoing flows (emigrants) indicates that the European Union destination is 

preferred by 13.72% of migrants from West Africa who migrated in 2018. It allows for the following 

categorization:  

 Nigerian migrants have been very mobile in terms of migration to the European Union in 2018. 

Indeed, its emigrants heading to this region represent 76.50% of the entire outgoing migratory 

flow of the entire region. Côte d’Ivoire (14.28%) is in 2nd position in order of importance of the 

States with the highest proportion of emigrants heading to the European Union; Burkina, 

Senegal and Guinea have each under 2.00%. 

 Gambia and Mali during this period remain the countries which hardly have in their 

compositions outgoing nationals migrating to this region.  

GRAPH 7: PROPORTIONS OF OUTGOING FLOWS TOWARDS THE EUROPEAN UNION BY COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 
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 Classification of States by proportion of emigrants to North America 

In 2018, the North America (7.97%) destination received the lowest proportion of emigrants from West 

Africa. Graph 8 below shows that:  

 Africans emigrating to this region are predominantly Nigerians (90.06%), the highest proportion 

of national emigrating to North America;  

 Côte d’Ivoire (4.81%), Burkina (1.30%) in 2nd and 3rd positions have low proportions of emigrants 

to North America. Each of the other States has less than 0.75%. 

GRAPH8: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF OUTGOING FLOWS TOWARDS NORTH AMERICA BY COUNTRY   

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of States by proportion of emigrants to other regions 

The analysis of data on the proportions of emigrants traveling flow from each State to other regions 

enables to have the following classifications:  

 Nigeria (85.57%) remains the country which generated the majority of emigrants to other regions; 

 The countries with average experience of emigrant departures to other regions are Niger (5.64%) 

and Ghana (5.47%); 

 The countries with the low numbers of emigrant departures to other regions are Cabo Verde 

(1.35%), Sierra Leone (0.53%), Burkina (0.38%), Senegal (0.26%), Guinea (0.26%), Mali (0.20%), 

Benin (0.13%), Togo (0.09%), Guinea Bissau (0.08%), Liberia (0.04 %), The Gambia (0.0%) and Côte 

d'Ivoire (0.0%). 

GRAPH9: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF OUTGOING FLOWS TOWARDS OTHER REGONS 

 
SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 



 

 

 

41 

3.1.4 Incoming flows of migrants in the ECOWAS space: Immigration 

Overall, migratory mobility occurs mainly between States in the same region. This situation is confirmed 

with the results of INED, 2017 which concluded that the majority of international migrants (67% from 

Europe, 60% from Asia, 60% from Oceania and 53% from Africa) resided in a country located in their 

region of birth. Likewise, for ECOWAS as regards the migratory flows as 54.8% of the movements of 

income flows concern intra-regional trade.  

Furthermore, the movements of immigrants within the ECOWAS region are not dominated by the 

regions of Africa but rather by other continents. Indeed, the 2018 incoming flows from Africa represent 

only 31.41%. Migratory movements from the European Union represent 25.89%, while those from North 

America represent 12.23%, against 30.48% for those from other regions such as Asia and South America.  

The gender structure of incoming migrants to the ECOWAS area remains unbalanced in 2018 as 70.50% 

are male and only 29.50% are female.    

GRAPH10: DISTRIBUTION OF INCOMING FLOWS IN THE ECOWAS REGION 

 

      SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 
 

3.1.1 Categorization of the flow entering the ECOWAS region  

 Classification of ECOWAS countries by quantity of immigrants received 

The analysis of data on incoming flows enables to identify the ECOWAS countries which have received 

more immigrants than the others. Thus, the following major trends emerge: 

 45.03% of the immigrants in Nigeria reported coming from the ECOWAS region, that is nearly 

half of all immigrants in 2018;  

 The countries that received average numbers of incoming migrants are Niger (9.73%), Côte 

d’Ivoire (8.40%), Liberia (8.09%), Mali (6.22%), Burkina (5.18%), Benin (4.26%), Ghana (4.03%), 

Senegal (3.36%) and Guinea (2.77%);  

 The countries with the low numbers of emigrants are Togo (1.94%), Liberia (1.1%), Sierra Leone 

(1.04%), Guinea Bissau (0.6%) Cabo Verde (0.21%), and The Gambia (0.01%). 
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GRAPH 11: PRESENTATION OF WEIGHTS RECEIVED BY COUNTRY FOR ALL IMMIGRANTS    

 
SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of immigrants from ECOWAS states 

The analysis of data on incoming flows from each country enables to identify the ECOWAS countries 

which have received more immigrants from ECOWAS among all movements of these countries. Thus, 

the following major trends emerge: 

 The countries whose inflow is essentially made up of migrants from ECOWAS countries are Côte 

d’Ivoire (14.67 %), Niger (14.61 %), Nigeria (14.11%) and Liberia (13.87%). 

 The countries that received an average proportion of migrants from ECOWAS among all its 

movements are Mali (9.87%), Burkina (8.43%), le Benin (7,07%), le Senegal (5.14%), Guinea 

(4.18%) and Ghana (3.85%);   

 The countries with low proportions of immigrants from ECOWAS are Sierra Leone (1.57%), Togo 

(1.52%), Guinea-Bissau (1.06%), le Cabo-Verde (0.03%) and Gambia (0.02%).  

GRAPH12: RELATIVE PROPORTIONS OF ECOWAS INCOMING FLOWS BY COUNTRY    
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SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of immigrants from non-ECOWAS African countries 

The analysis of data from ECOWAS Member States by proportion of immigrants from other regions of 

Africa enables the following trends:  

 Nigeria alone received 71.24% of all immigrants from Africa non-ECOWAS; 

 Three countries are positioned as being those having received moderately immigrants from 

Africa non ECOWAS: Ghana (7.70%), Mali (4.97%) and Niger (4.32 %). The other countries are 

considered to be those with low proportions of immigrants from Africa non-ECOWAS. 
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GRAPH 13: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF INCOMING FLOWS FROM NON-ECOWAS AFRICAN COUNTRIES BY COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA  

 Classification of countries by proportion of immigrants from the European Union 

The results of the classification of States according to the proportion of immigrants from the European 

Union could be summarized to the fact that:  

 Nigeria (93,89 %) far ahead of Cabo Verde (0.99%) is the State that received the largest number 

of immigrants from the European Union;  

 All other countries are with very low proportions (under 1.0%) of immigrants from the 

European. 

  GRAPH 14: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF INCOMING FLOWS FROM THE EUROPEAN UNION BY COUNTRY   

 
SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of immigrants from North America 

For the year 2018, the aim is also to classify the ECOWAS Member States by proportion of immigrants 

from North America. Thus, two groups of attractions of immigrants are observed:  

 Nigeria remain the only country that received the highest proportion of immigrants among all 

their movements from North America, 95.30%.  

 The other Member States are with very low proportions (under 1.0%) of immigrants from North 

America. 
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GRAPH 15: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF INCOMING FLOWS FROM NORTH AMERICA BY COUNTRY   

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 

 Classification of countries by proportion of immigrants from other regions 

For the year 2018, the classification of ECOWAS Member States by proportion of immigrants from other 

regions make appear the followed observations:  

 Nigeria as for all regions, remain the only country that received the highest proportion of 

immigrants among all their movements from other regions, 95.30%.  

 Some of Member States are with very low proportions (under 1.0%) of immigrants from other 

regions but Niger with 7.76%, is at 2nd position of the classification followed by Ghana (5.47%). 

GRAPH 16: PRESENTATION OF THE PROPORTIONS OF INCOMING FLOWS FROM OTHER REGIONS BY COUNTRY   

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 MIGRATION DATA 
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3.1.5 Migratory balance 

The migratory balance also called “net migration” is the difference between the exits and the entries of 

migrants in a territorial unit. This balance is positive when the recorded outflows are greater than the 

inflows. 

Thus, the analysis of the migratory balance shows that the ECOWAS region had a surplus of 45,129 

international migrants. In other words, in 2018, ECOWAS has been a region of emigration, that is to say 

that there were more emigrants than immigrants during this period. 

 
3.2 Regular migration (Stock) 

3.2.1 Global stock of migrants from West Africa.   

In 2018, West Africa is affected by more than 10.16 million international migrants worldwide. These are 
individuals who have regularly established their habitual residence for more than a year in a country 
other than the one of their nationality. Indeed, it is the notion of lifetime migration4 that has been used 
by ECOWAS Member States to capture international migrants.  

Thus, the volume of international migrants present in the ECOWAS territorial space has reached 
approximately 5.46 million immigrants, of which 83.70% are nationals of ECOWAS Member States. The 
other regions such as non-ECOWAS Africa, the European Union and North America respectively 
host 7.27%, 2.87%, and 1.24% of the total immigrants from West Africa.  

During the same period, 4.70 million nationals from the region have emigrated to other countries and 
regions. Among the latter, 64.90% have settled as emigrants in the ECOWAS region. The details of the 
other regions indicate as shown in the following graph non-ECOWAS African countries with 11.29%, the 
European Union with 5.71%. In addition, the proportion of emigrant males (82.65%) is higher than that 
of females for all regions.   

GRAPH17: PROPORTION OF MIGRANTS BY GENDER 

 Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

                                                           

4 Lifetime migration is defined by relating the place of birth and the place of residence at a reference date. Thus, the lifetime migrant is any 

individual who has resided in a country other than that of his birth for more than one year. 
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West Africa remains the most preferred region by its migrant nationals. The implementation of the 

Protocol on Free Movement since 1975 has certainly favored community life for emigrants from the 

region up to 64.90%, while 83.70% of immigrants from all regions including West Africa have settled in 

the ECOWAS area. The graph above indicates that the European Union and North America come just 

after non-ECOWAS African countries in terms of emigrants from West Africa or immigrants to the 

region. The proportion of emigrant males is higher than that of females for all regions. 

 

3.2.2  Characteristic of International Migrants Who Departed from West Africa  

In 2018, the number of international migrants departing from ECOWAS States (emigrants) amounted to 

more than 4.70 million (1.25% of the total population of West Africa). Males and females represented 

respectively 82.65% and 17.35%.  

GRAPH 18: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS AT GLOBAL LEVEL  

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Côte d’Ivoire, while being consistent with its State tradition of major international migrations since 2015 

(see report on Labor Migration in Africa in 2015), has with Niger over 51% of the total number of 

emigrants from West Africa. The shares of emigrants in their respective total populations are 6.43% and 

3.68%. Ghana, Nigeria and Burkina Faso together represent a share of more than 1/3 of the emigrants in 

the region (or 36.12%). With the exception of Benin, Mali and Senegal, which occupy the 6th, 7th and 8th 

positions respectively in the ranking of States of major migration departures in West Africa, the rest of 

the States have each less than 1.00% emigrants of the region. Liberia has the lowest numbers in the 

region in 2018.  

The age structure of the migrant stock indicates a predominance of the 20–24 age groups for males and 

35–39 for females. So, just after the teenage years, males are potential candidates for migration. 

However, females migrate with a certain advanced age. Regarding quartiles, 50% of emigrants are under 

30 for males and under 35 for females. As for the last quartile (75 to 100%), it is occupied by migrants 

over 41 years old, whether they are male or female. In addition, active emigrants of working age (15–64 

years) account for 80.32% among males and 88.38% among females. Thus, the able-bodied population 

of West Africa is most likely to leave their country to establish their habitual residence in another 

country or region, certainly for work reasons. 
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GRAPH19: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS BY AGE GROUP 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Thus, out of 10 emigrants from West Africa at least 8 are males and only 2 are females. Females who 

migrate are most often more or less 10 years older than men. The majority of migrants (over 88.92%) 

belong to the Labor Force class (15 to 64 years old).  

 

3.2.3 Characteristics of the Emigrants of the ECOWAS Region  

The analysis of migration data from Member States in 2018 enables to identify a stock of 3.05 million 

emigrants (64.90% of the total) heading to ECOWAS countries, and 0.53 million (11.29%) leaving West 

Africa to establish their habitual residence in other African States, 268,135 who migrated to the 

European Union (i.e., 5.71%) and 128,156 (i.e., 2.73%) who have settled their habitual residence in 

North America. The number captured during national surveys and censuses is no less negligible for the 

other regions and reached 0.72 million (or 15,374%) emigrants in 2018. It should be noted that 

regarding business activities, many Africans settle in Asia and very few in Australia and South America. 

 

3.2.3.1 ECOWAS Intra-Emigration  

Migration within the region established a stock of 3.05 million emigrants heading to other countries in 

the region. The distribution by age and country enabled to produce the following graphs.  
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GRAPH20: INTRA-EMIGRANTS WITHIN ECOWAS BY COUNTRY AND AGE GROUP 

   

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The Ivorian nationality (50.24%) represents more than half of departures from West Africa to other 

States in the region, followed by Niger (20.35%), Burkina Faso (8.87%), Benin (6.75%) and Ghana 

(5.62%). Nigeria although having the largest population in the region with its 198.15 million inhabitants 

in 2018, occupies the 6th place with a proportion of 3.06% of nationals emigrating to other States in the 

region. The main reasons underlying this position are among others the drop in the exchange rate of the 

naira in 2015, foreign trade reforms unfavorable to foreigners, combined with the economic recovery of 

certain States such as Ghana, which formerly was its 1st provider of migrants, which facilitated the 

return to the fold of several migrants between 2016 and 2018.    

The age structure of intra-emigrants shows the 20–24 age group for males and the 30–34 age group for 

females as being dominant in the numbers by age. The 15–64 age group, referred to as labor force, 

represents 77.04% among males and 82.48% among females. 

In short, assuming that the structure of emigrants to West Africa could be the same as the distribution 

of immigrants from this region, under the same circumstances, the educational levels of immigrants 

show that it is young people without any school diploma or who didn’t go beyond primary school are 

the one migrating within the region. These young people are generally working in trade and craft 

sectors.  

 

3.2.3.2 Emigration from ECOWAS to Non-ECOWAS African Countries 

The stock of emigrants to non-ECOWAS African countries stood in 2018 at 530,091 migrants from 

ECOWAS Member States, i.e., 11.29% of all emigrants from Member States worldwide. The graphs 

below show the distribution by age and by country of these emigrants. 
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GRAPH 21: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS TO NON-ECOWAS AFRICAN COUNTRIES BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

    
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Ghana provides more than a third (33.54%) of the departures from West Africa to non-ECOWAS African 

countries. Niger (17.74%) is the 2nd West African State from which nationals migrate to the rest of Africa. 

Followed by Nigeria (16.07%), Burkina Faso (11.60%) and Benin (7.81%) respectively. However, Côte 

d’Ivoire which was the country of major departures in the ECOWAS area, now occupies the 6th position 

with 6.74%. The other States are affected by 6.50% of departures from ECOWAS to other States in 

Africa.  

The population pyramid created from the gender distribution of emigrants to non-ECOWAS Africa shows 

an age structure which is admittedly not regular like that of the populations in Africa, but indicates the 

same dominant age groups as that of the overall number of emigrants from West Africa, namely 20–24 

years for males and 35–39 years for females.  

Non-ECOWAS Africa is therefore the second region to which nationals of the region migrate. 77.76% of 

males and 96.09% of females are aged between 15 and 64; in other words, they belong to the labor 

force class of West Africa.  

 

3.2.3.3 Emigration from ECOWAS to the European Union 

All emigrants heading to the European Union amounted to 268,135 international migrants, that is 5.71% 

of the global stock of emigrants from West Africa in 2018. 65.36% of them are men. The following 

graphs show the details of emigrants by State and by age group.  

GRAPH22: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS TO THE EU BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

   
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 
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Paradoxically to the results of the classifications according to the ranks of the countries which reported 
national stocks of emigrants in the West African and non-ECOWAS African regions, the Nigerian 
nationality is in first position of emigrants heading towards the European Union with 42.43% followed 
by less than 24 percentage points by Mali (18.82%) and Burkina Faso (17.00%). Cabo Verde (5.07%) and 
Côte d’Ivoire (4.28%) come in 4th and 5th position. The other States, with a number of fewer than 8,500 
emigrants each, represent together around 14.00%. But it should be noted that Niger, Guinea and 
Liberia reported stocks of fewer than 1,000 emigrants.  

With reference to the distribution by age group, emigrants from the ECOWAS area in Europe are 
essentially 10 years older than those in Africa for males and 5 years younger for females. They both 
belong to the 30–34 age group. The 15–64 age group, also referred to as the labor force, represents 
92.67% of males and 97.02% of females emigrating to Europe. In addition, the population pyramid 
reveals a third peak in the 65–69 age group for males and 60 to 64 for females. These age groups 
generally correspond to the period of health check for third-age people as well as the support of their 
offspring through the care of small children. 

 
3.2.3.4 Emigration from ECOWAS to North America 

In 2018, ECOWAS Member States reported 128,156 emigrants in North America. Males represented 

60.25% and females 30.75%. With these numbers, the North American region (2.73%) occupies the 

fourth place in the order of the regions in which nationals of the ECOWAS area have settled for more 

than a year. As a reminder, it should be noted that this region has not colonized any West African State. 

But this relatively small number has certainly been facilitated by the granting of Canadian visas to those 

who wish to settle permanently in Canada. Thus, thousands of visas are granted each year with 

employment guarantee and assurance. The following graphs show the details of emigrants by State and 

by age group.  

GRAPH 23: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS HEADING TO NORTH AMERICA 

     
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Regarding emigration to North America, Nigeria is in first position in terms of emigrants from West 
Africa and represents 60.69% of the total. This position of Nigeria could be justified in addition to its 
large population, by the fact that it shares the same official language (one of the determining factors of 
regular migration) with the United States. It is followed by Burkina Faso (21.76%) and Ghana (4.82%). 
The States of Cabo Verde, Côte d’Ivoire, Mali, Sierra Leone, Senegal and The Gambia have fewer 
emigrants in North America, between 3,100 and 1,300. Each of the other States has fewer than 1,000 
emigrants and together they account for 2.95% of emigrants to this region. 
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The pyramidal distribution of emigrants to North America is not consistent, and indicates the modal 
class of 30 to 34 years for males and 35 to 39 years for females. Over 95.00% of emigrants from 
ECOWAS to North America are aged 15 to 64 years old for both males and females. 

 

3.2.3.5 Emigration from ECOWAS to the Other Regions 

Apart from the regions mentioned above, the other regions concern those of low migratory influx with 

the ECOWAS area. These include South America, Asia and Oceania, among others. All emigrants from 

the ECOWAS area heading to these other regions amounted to 0.72 million international migrants, that 

is 15.37% of the global stock of emigrants from West Africa in 2018. Males represent 75.70% and 

females about 24.30% of this overall number. The following graphs show the details of emigrants by 

State and by age group.  

GRAPH24: ECOWAS EMIGRANTS TO OTHER REGIONS BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

     

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data    Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

For the other regions, it would not be interesting to assign a rank as for the regions mentioned above. 
However, the number of emigrants (15.37%) is relatively large and exceeds the regions of Europe and 
North America by more than 12 percentage points. In these other regions, 63.59% emigrants are from 
Ghana and Nigeria. The States of Burkina Faso (13.74%), Niger (10.13%), Côte d’Ivoire (5.50%), Sierra 
Leone (2.35%) and Benin (2, 00%) follow respectively. The rest of the other eight States represents less 
than 3.00%.  

Regarding the distribution by age group, emigrants from the region to the rest of the world are mainly 
between 15 and 39 years old for males, the modal age group being 30–34 years old. Females aged 20–
39 are more numerous, with the greatest peak in the 35–39 age group. 

All in all, emigrants from the ECOWAS area are more present on the African continent than in the rest of 

the world. The majority presence differs from country to country. Thus, according to the graphs below 

by country, and apart from Africa, in relation to their number of emigrants, the nationals of Cabo Verde 

and Guinea Bissau migrate more to Europe, certainly towards Portugal, their colonial country. All other 

States are more present in other regions around the world.  
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GRAPH25: WEIGHT OF REGIONS AMONG EMIGRANTS FROM EACH ECOWAS STATE  

     

     

     

     

             Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

3.2.4 Characteristic of international immigrants heading to West Africa  

The population of ECOWAS immigrants has been grasped especially during national population 

censuses. These are foreigners, that is, individuals born abroad and having another nationality, who 

have resided in the country for at least one year. With this in mind, the data provided by the States, 

after compilation, reveal at the end of 2018, a stock of immigrants of more than 5.46 million which 

3.00 million are males (55.00%) and 2.46 million are females (45.00%). Out of this number, intra-

immigration represents more than 83.70% with a total of 4.47 million and non-ECOWAS Africa (396,724 

immigrants). The European Union and America reached 2.87% and 1.24% with respective stocks of 
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156,475 and 67,638 immigrants. The other regions cover 4.93% of the total immigrants present in Africa, 

that is 269,419 immigrants. The graph 26 shows in order of growth the numbers by States.  

GRAPH 26: GLOBAL IMMIGRANTS BY STATE 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

As a reminder, the Côte d’Ivoire is traditionally a State of major international migration since 2015 as 

indicated above in the analysis of international emigrants. Among the total number of immigrants 

present in the ECOWAS area, it accounts for 41.95%. It outnumbers Guinea Bissau which is in second 

position with 10.71% in 2018. To Ghana (8.78%), Nigeria (8.56%), Benin (6.21%) and Senegal (4.59%) 

together represent a share of more than 4/5 of immigrants settled in the region. Besides Niger, which 

occupies the 7th position in the ranking, the rest of the States identified at the end of the year under 

study fewer than 200,000 immigrants. Guinea and Cabo Verde have the lowest percentages in relation 

to the region’s number of migrants in 2018 with 0.53% and 0.14% respectively.  

The age structure of the immigrants’ stock indicates a predominance of the 30–34 age groups for males 

and 25–29 for females. Regarding quartiles, 50% of emigrants are under 34 for males and under 29 for 

females. As for the last quartile (75 to 100%), it is occupied by migrants over 42 years old for males or 

over 37 for females. The 15–64 age group represents 79.01%. In addition, active emigrants of working 

age (15–64 years) account for 79.83% among males and 78.02% among females. Thus, immigrants in 

West Africa are predominantly active people of working age. 

GRAPH27: IMMIGRANTS IN THE ECOWAS AREA BY AGE GROUP 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 
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Thus, out of 100 immigrants in West Africa at least 55 are males and only 45 are females. Females who 

migrate most often are more or less 5 years older than men. The majority of migrants (over 90%) are 

under 53 years old.  

 

3.2.5 Characteristics of the Emigrants of the ECOWAS Region  

The compilation of migration data from Member States in 2018 revealed a stock of immigrants of 

around 4.57 million (83.70% of the total) from ECOWAS countries, 0.40 million (7, 27%) having left other 

African countries to establish their habitual residence in West Africa, 0.16 million who migrated from 

the European Union (i.e., 2.87%) and 0.07 million (or 1.24%) from North America. Nationals from other 

regions, which in isolation have low migratory influxes with West Africa, account for 0.27 million; which 

represents 4.93% of the total number of immigrants in the region. 

 

3.2.5.1 ECOWAS Intra-Immigration  

The distribution by age and country of international migrants in West Africa in 2018 enabled to produce 

the following graphs. 

GRAPH 28: ECOWAS INTRA-IMMIGRANTS BY COUNTRY AND AGE GROUP 

    

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Côte d’Ivoire (49.10%) is a country of major international migration in West Africa. It hosts most of the 

emigrants heading to other ECOWAS States and at the same time retains its rank as the top country of 

great attractiveness for West African nationals. It represents 49.10% of all regular immigrants captured 

from West Africa. It is the notion of lifetime migration that has been used for data collection, especially 

during national population censuses. As a reminder, these are rather foreigners who reported having 

established their habitual residence in the country of destination for more than a year. Côte d’Ivoire far 

outnumbers Guinea Bissau (12.07%), 2nd State in the ranking, by over 37 percentage points. Benin, 

Ghana and Senegal follow with proportions of 6.59%, 5.49% and 4.60% respectively. Guinea and 

Cabo Verde are the States with the lowest numbers of migrants from the ECOWAS region.  

The age structure of intra-immigrants indicates that the modal class for males is 20–24 while that for 

females is 30–34. About 80.38% of males and 78.43% of females are aged between 15 and 64 years, the 

labor force class. Only 5.00% are 60 years old or more.  
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3.2.5.2 Immigration from Non-ECOWAS African Countries  

The stock of immigrants from non-ECOWAS African countries stood at 0.40 million migrants in 2018, or 

7.27% of all immigrants registered in the ECOWAS area. The graphs below show the distribution by age 

and by country of these immigrants. 

GRAPH29: IMMIGRANTS FROM NON-ECOWAS AFRICAN COUNTRIES BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

   
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The above graph indicates that Ghana (32.80%) is the preferred country for African nationals in general. 

Indeed, the recovery of Ghana’s economy during the 2014-18 five-year term, which had favored the 

return to the fold of Ghanaians who had previously emigrated, is certainly also the fundamental reason 

for the attractiveness of migrants from Africa. Nigeria (26.49%) comes in 2nd position, followed by a 

distance by Benin (7.64%), Senegal (7.23%), Côte d’Ivoire (6.59%), Guinea Bissau (4.69%), Mali (3.98%) 

and Sierra Leone (3.64%). The other States have low numbers from non-ECOWAS Africa, and Cabo Verde 

still records the lowest number.  

The age distribution of immigrants from Africa shows closer peaks between 20 and 39 years for both 
males and females, the largest peak being between 25 and 29 years for males while the modal age 
group for females is 20–24 years. Nearly 70.44% males are aged between 15 and 64, while the 
corresponding proportion for females in this age group is 70.50%. Only 4.00% are 60 years old or more. 
For males, as for females, half of the immigrants is under 27 and 75.00% must be at most 39 years old.  
 

3.2.5.3 Immigration from the European Union to ECOWAS 

All the immigrants captured in 2018 in the ECOWAS community space with a nationality of one 
European Union country amounted to 0.16 million international migrants, or 2.87% of the global stock 
of immigrants in West Africa. Out of this number, 59.44% are male and 40.56% are female. The 
following graphs show the details of immigrants from the EU by State and by age group.  
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GRAPH30: IMMIGRANTS FROM THE EU BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

     
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data    Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Europeans are more present in Nigeria (72.94%) than anywhere else in the West Africa region. The main 
determinant justifying this situation is the fact that the State of Nigeria is the hub of regional and 
international organizations in the ECOWAS region. The city of Abuja alone is probably home to most of 
these European nationals, as almost all the institutions have established their regional headquarters 
there. It is followed far behind, by Guinea Bissau (7.17%), Côte d’Ivoire (5.22%), Senegal (4.75%) and 
Ghana (3, 41%). The Gambia, Mali, Benin and Sierra Leone reported absolute lower immigrant 
proportions of 1.00% each. Cabo Verde (0.10%) in last position has the smallest number of EU nationals 
on its territory.  

Regarding the distribution by age group, EU migrants present in West Africa in 2018 belongs mainly to 
the 30–34 age group. The 15–64 age group, also referred to as the Labor Force, employs more than 
87.81% of immigrants (87.27% of males and 88.61% of females). Half of immigrant males are under 37 
years old and females under 35. 75.00% of males and females are less than 59 years old, the age just 
before retirement. 

 

3.2.5.4 Immigration from North America to ECOWAS 

For the year 2018, ECOWAS Member States reported 0.0678 million immigrants nationals of North 

American on their territory. Males represented 59.79% and females 40.21%. With this number, the 

North American region (1.24%) occupies the fourth place in the order of the regions in which nationals 

of foreign regions have established their habitual residence in the ECOWAS area for more than a year.  

The following graphs show the details of immigrants by State and by age group.  
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GRAPH31: IMMIGRANTS FROM NORTH AMERICA BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

       

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

Nigeria (80.92%) has the largest numbers in terms of stock of North American nationals living in the 
ECOWAS region, Like the European Union, North America is more present in the regional hub, Nigeria. It 
is followed far behind by Ghana (4.82%) which is also an English-speaking country with many consulates 
and embassies of States authorized to issue visas to American countries. Guinea Bissau (3.75%), 
Côte d’Ivoire (2.35%) and The Gambia (1.52%) respectively come in 3rd, 4th and 5th position in the 
ranking of States which have high stocks of international migrants from North America. The remaining 
States host fewer than 1,000 North American nationals. As for the previous regions, Cabo Verde has the 
lowest number. (0.15%). 

The pyramidal distribution of immigrants from North America in the ECOWAS region shows several 
peaks, but the graph easily identifies the 30–34 age group as modal class for males while for females it’s 
the 24–29 age group. Immigrants from North America aged at most 32 represent more than 50.00% of 
their total population in the ECOWAS region. In the 3rd quartile (75.00%), males are at most 45 years old 
and females 40 years old. The labor force (15–64 years) represents 82.27% of males and 88.68% of 
females.    

 

3.2.5.5 Immigration from Other Regions to ECOWAS  

As a reminder, the other regions concern those of low migratory influx with the ECOWAS area. These 

include South America, Asia and Oceania, among others. All immigrants from these areas amounted to 

0.269 million international migrants, that is 4.93% of the global stock of immigrants from West Africa in 

2018. Males represent 62.11% and females about 37.89% of this overall number. The following graphs 

show the details of the stock distribution of these immigrants by State and by age group.  
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GRAPH32: IMMIGRANTS FROM THE OTHER REGIONS BY COUNTRY AND BY AGE GROUP 

       

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The number of nationals from other regions of the world in the ECOWAS area is relatively large and 
more than double to three times the number of immigrants from the regions of Europe and North 
America. For the other regions, Nigeria (42.09%) still holds the record for States containing the most 
international migrants on its territory. It is followed shortly by Ghana (33.29%) and considerably higher, 
more than three times in Niger (9.33%) and Côte d’Ivoire (3.91%). The remaining States account for 
about 11.00% of the total numbers of immigrants in West Africa.   

Depending on the ages, the immigrants from other regions in the ECOWAS area are under 32 years old. 
For males, the modal age group is 35–39 while for females it’s 30–34. Immigrants under 42 account for 
more than 75.00% of their total number. The 15–64 age group represents 82.33% for males and 74.10% 
for females. 

All in all, immigrants in the ECOWAS area come mainly from the African continent in general, including 

from the ECOWAS countries. If Côte d’Ivoire has on its territory the largest number of regular 

international migrants from Africa in general and from other ECOWAS States in particular, it should be 

noted that Nigeria hosts more immigrants from all the other regions than all the other 14 West African 

States. The situation by country is as follows: 

GRAPH33: PROPORTION OF IMMIGRANTS BY COUNTRY FROM THE REGIONS 
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Figure 2: Migration profile of the region in terms of stock (in millions) 

 

SOURCE: DRS, ECOWAS COMMISSION, POPULATION STATISTICS – 2019 
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3.3 Specific reasons for migration (Education, Family reunification, Health, others) 

International migrants mention several reasons, especially when crossing international borders. These 

reasons range from work to family reunification, education, health and business.  

 

3.3.1 Specific reasons for emigration 

As indicated for the stocks of migrants in West Africa, among all 

the regions of the world, ECOWAS is the most chosen 

destination area for its emigrants. The reasons provided also 

depend on the gender of the emigrant. Indeed, if for males who 

represent 82.65% of the total emigrants departing from West 

Africa, work (52.43%) is the main reason for leaving, the main 

reason announced by females (17.35% of emigrants) is family 

reunification. Males have emigrated moderately for reasons of 

business, family reunification and education. On the other hand, 

the 2nd main reason for 22.37% of females is working. The 

percentage of business and education is +1 the same as for men.  

In addition, males (14.81%) as well as females (16.65%) mentioned several other reasons but the health 

reason which does not seem to be important for males is 6 times more worrying for females.  

Paradoxically, considering the regions of destination of emigrants, the ECOWAS region has the largest 

numbers of emigrants for reasons of family reunification (78.58%), labor (71.83%), education (58.95%) 

and business (39.45%). It is followed by non-ECOWAS Africa, the European Union and North America. 

The health reason is more mentioned for emigrants heading for other regions (28.91%). Out of the total 

emigrants for business reasons, 31.92% migrate to other regions.  

GRAPH35: DISTRIBUTION (%) OF EMIGRANTS BY REGION OF DESTINATIONS AND BY REASON FOR MIGRATION  

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

3.3.1.1 Specific reasons for emigration in the ECOWAS region 

Of all the specific reasons for emigration, 48.74% of ECOWAS nationals emigrate to other countries in 

the region for labor reason. Côte d’Ivoire, given its weight in the stock of migrants, is a decisive country 
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in the regional behavior in terms of reasons for migration. Thus, it provides alone 71.00% of the total 

number of emigrant workers in the region. It exceeds Niger and Burkina by more than 61% for this 

specific reason.  

Regarding the 2nd and 3rd reason for intra-regional emigration, namely family reunification (22.54%) and 

education (7.58%) respectively, Côte d’Ivoire has relatively high numbers. It is followed by Burkina Faso, 

Ghana, Benin and Nigeria, all ECOWAS countries.  

The 4th reason mentioned relates to business and mobilizes more Nigerien, Ivorian and Beninese 

emigrants in the region. The other States are poorly represented with less than 1% each. As for the 

health reason, Ghanaians are the most affected with 72.35% in the ECOWAS region.  

The graphs below indicate the weights of the States by the specific reason for emigration to West Africa. 

GRAPH36: EMIGRANTS IN WEST AFRICA BY COUNTRY AND BY REASON FOR EMIGRATION 

 

        

       

 Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

3.3.1.2 Specific reasons for emigration to the regions 

The analysis of migrant stocks indicates that immigrants from ECOWAS move much more to Africa than 

to Europe (4.69%) and North America (2.17%). According to the 2017 African Union report on Labour 
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Migration), the labor reason is the main motivation for changing the habitual residence of migrants from 

West Africa. This is what the graphs below indicate. West African nationals emigrate to regions of non-

ECOWAS Africa, the European Union and the other regions mainly for labor reasons and then for 

business. Apart from these reasons for emigration, other reasons not listed are mentioned up to a 

degree of importance of more than 15% of emigrants to these regions. Family reunification matters are 

of more concern to emigrants to non-ECOWAS Africa and other regions than to emigrants to the 

European Union. The health reason represents 4.54%, 2.99% and 2.25% of emigrants to Europe, other 

regions and non-ECOWAS Africa respectively.    

With regard to the North American region, unlisted reasons are more mentioned by emigrants. Labor 

(21.66%) is also important in the reasons for emigration to this region, as is education (20.51%). North 

America receives a relatively large proportion of emigrants for health reasons (10.43%) than to any 

other region.  

GRAPH37: PROPORTION OF EMIGRANTS BY REASON FOR EMIGRATION AND BY REGION 

       

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

3.3.2 Specific reasons for immigration 

As indicated in the level of migrant stock in West Africa, immigrants to the ECOWAS area come mainly 

from Africa including its Member States, then from other 

regions, the European Union and North America. The 

reasons provided also depend on the gender of the 

emigrant. Indeed, 43.80% of males (55.00% of total 

immigrants in West Africa) immigrate to West Africa for 

labor reasons. Females (45.00%) are more likely to 

migrate for family reunification (52.85% of the total 

number of female migrants). The family reunification 

reasons (17.36%) come in second position for males and 

almost at the same position as the business reason 

(15.77%) and other unlisted reasons (17.62%). For females, labor (20.42%) comes in second degree of 

importance among the motivations for immigration to West Africa. Business (9.62%) is relatively less 

mentioned compared to other reasons not listed. Education which is about 5% for males and 3.45% for 

females is little important in the reasons cited during immigration to West Africa but health does not 

appear to be a motivation for both genders.  

GRAPH 38: GENDER DISTRIBUTION OF IMMIGRANTS BY SPECIFIC REASONS 
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Meanwhile, considering the regions of origin of immigrants, the ECOWAS region has the largest 

numbers of immigrants for all reasons for migration ranging from 41.44% for business to 96.14% for 

family reunification.  

  Graph39: Distribution (%) of immigrants by region of origin and by reason for immigration 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

3.3.2.1 Specific reasons for immigration from the ECOWAS region 

Out of all the specific reasons cited by immigrants to West Africa, the ECOWAS region is full of most of 

its immigrants from its Member States. Thus, all immigrants coming from the African States, 85.67%, 

96.14%, 88.99%, 41.44% and 44.61% respectively mentioned education, family reunification, labor, 

business and health reasons. Immigrants from non-ECOWAS Africa are by far in 2nd position except for 

health and education, reasons why European Union nationals are in the first position.   

41.99% of immigrants within the ECOWAS area have joined their families, while 37.67% have moved 

their usual residence to West Africa for labor reasons. Business and education were mentioned by 4.79% 

and 4.38% respectively by these intra-regional immigrants. The health reason is weakly represented 

here. It barely concerns 0.27% of immigrants in 2018.    

Côte d’Ivoire, given its weight in the stock of migrants, is a decisive country in the regional behavior in 

terms of reasons for migration. Thus, among nationals of the ECOWAS region immigrating to West Africa 

for immigration reasons, Ivorian nationals are the most numerous. Côte d’Ivoire alone provides 56.11% 

of the region’s overall number of immigrant workers. It exceeds Guinea Bissau by more than 40.00% and 

by about 50.00% all other States.  

For family reunification, work and other reasons, Guinea Bissau is in the second position. The weights 

relating to these reasons vary between 9 and 16%. For the education reason, Gambia (9.67%) is the 2nd 

State whose nationals immigrate the most to the region. Sierra Leone (15.52%) is more present than 13 

States for business reasons in the region. The graphs below indicate the weights of the States by the 

specific reason for immigration to West Africa. 

GRAPH40: EMIGRANTS FROM WEST AFRICA BY COUNTRY AND BY REASON FOR EMIGRATION 
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Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

3.3.2.2 Specific reasons for immigrants from the rest of the world 

Business is the main reason for immigration to West Africa from the rest of the world. Apart from the 

other reasons not listed, the labor reason is almost as important in their statement of reasons for 

migration. Thus, immigrants from non-ECOWAS Africa, the European Union and other regions represent 

respectively 34.21%, 43.65% and 32.36% came for business. The migrants from North America captured 

in 2018 are predominantly in the ECOWAS region for several other reasons not listed (36.05%). But 

business is also mentioned by 26.76% of these international migrants. Family reunification reasons are 

more of a concern to immigrants from North America (15.12%) and non-ECOWAS Africa (9.40%) than 

those from Europe and other regions. For all regions, very few of their nationals provided health as a 

reason for migration. No migrant from North America has provided this reason 

GRAPH41: PROPORTION OF IMMIGRANTS BY REASON FOR IMMIGRATION AND BY REGION 

       

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 
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3.4 Immigrant population by gender, country and region by level of education 

Overall, the distribution of immigrants by educational level shows that around 6 to 7 immigrants out of 

ten (64.43%) present in the ECOWAS area have no level of education. Those who have reached the 

university level barely make up 7.66% of immigrants. Indeed, if labor is the main reason for immigration 

to West Africa, the fact remains that it is mainly the unemployed at the national level who migrate. 

However, university graduates find a job more easily than low-level graduates. Thus, immigrants at 

primary level (17.22%) are logically more numerous than those at secondary level (10.70%) who in turn 

exceed those at university level.  

GRAPH42: IMMIGRANTS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION AND GENDER 

         

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The analysis by gender shows the same structures as the overall distribution. But the proportion of 

immigrants with no education is relatively higher among females (68.25%) than among males (61.32%). 

Males therefore have higher proportions for all other educational levels. 

Moreover, considering the relative numbers of immigrants by level of education, the ECOWAS region 

has the highest numbers of immigrants for all levels. Among immigrants without level, the proportion 

for ECOWAS nationals reached 92.42% and is the highest proportion of different levels of education. 

Primary (90.70%) and secondary (80.93%) levels are also strongly represented in the region by nationals 

of ECOWAS Member States. For these levels, the other regions come more than 10 times less in 2nd 

position followed by the European Union and North America. There is less variation between regions 

among immigrants at higher-level. Indeed, apart from the North American region which has the lowest 

proportion of nationals (3.89%), all regions have more than 10.00%. The ECOWAS region is necessarily 

proportionally represented (56.13%).   

GRAPH43: IMMIGRANTS BY REGION AND LEVEL OF EDUCATION 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 
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3.4.1 Level of education of intra-immigrants of the ECOWAS region 

45.28% of all immigrants of the region from Member States are uneducated. These are the individuals 

who have not had the opportunity to benefit from school education. This category of migrants is 

generally unskilled workers and in craft activities. 23.80% stated they have reached the primary level 

and 19.86% reached the secondary level. Immigrants from ECOWAS Member States with the highest 

level of education are barely 11.06%. The latter are essentially part of the staff of regional and 

international institutions.  

In each country, immigrants in the ECOWAS region are predominantly uneducated. Côte d’Ivoire, given 

its weight in the stock of migrants, occupies the first rank in all levels of education in terms of numbers. 

With regard to the immigrants who have never attended school, Côte d’Ivoire (37.66%) is followed by 

Guinea Bissau. Ghana, Niger, Benin and Mali are moderately represented with 6.00% each in this 

category of immigrants.  

Guinea Bissau comes in second position regarding intra-regional immigrants with primary and secondary 

levels. Senegal comes in 2nd position with 5.89% of migrants with higher levels of education. Senior 

managers in Burkina Faso hardly migrate.  

The graphs below indicate the weights of the States by the level of education of immigrants in West 

Africa. 

GRAPH44: INTRA-IMMIGRANTS FROM WEST AFRICA BY COUNTRY BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION 

    

     

     

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 
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3.4.2 Levels of educational of immigrants from the rest of the world  

Depending on the region, immigrants from ECOWAS States with no education (45.28%) are more 

numerous than those from other regions of the world. However, for immigrants from non-ECOWAS 

regions of Africa, the European Union and America, the proportion of immigrants with a higher level of 

education is higher than other levels of education. Indeed, immigrants from these regions officially 

settle mainly for business, and/or work. As shown by the graph below, Europeans migrate to West Africa 

with higher levels of education (higher education: 60.60%) than those from other regions and very few 

are uneducated (8.83%). For nationals of non-ECOWAS Africa, North America and other regions, it 

should be noted that the uneducated immigrants exceed those of the primary level.  

GRAPH 45: DISTRIBUTION (%) OF THE IMMIGRANT POPULATION BY REGION OF ORIGIN AND BY EDUCATION ATTAINMENT 

    

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The interpretation that appears from the analysis of this graph is that migratory movements in the 

ECOWAS region, encouraged by the enforcement of the Protocol of the Free Movement of People and 

Goods, lead to the immigration of uneducated nationals seeking employment in another State with 

more opportunities. 
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3.5 Labor migration by gender, age, education and employment 

3.5.1. Analysis of the number of international migrant workers by gender 

Through the ILO estimation method based on the stock of foreign-born migrants, the number of migrant 

workers from West Africa in 2018 is 2,202 million international migrants of which 64.93% are male and 

35.07% are female.  

In most ECOWAS countries, the proportion of male international migrant workers is significantly higher 

than that of the female. Indeed, of all ECOWAS Member States, Guinea Bissau is the only country where 

the proportion of male international migrant workers (46%) is lower than that of female international 

migrant workers (55.2%).   

Nigeria (80% against 20%) and Cabo Verde (76% against 24%) are the countries where the gap between 

the proportion of male international migrant workers and that of female international migrant workers 

is higher. In other words, in each of these two countries, out of 100 international migrant workers, at 

least 76 are men. They are followed by Senegal and Liberia, where for each of these two countries, out 

of 100 international migrant workers; at least 72 are men.    

GRAPH46: DISTRIBUTION (%) OF THE NUMBER OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRANT WORKERS BY GENDER 

 
Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

The Gambia (53.70% against 46.30%) is the country where the gap between the proportion of male 

international migrant workers and that of female international migrant workers is lower. In this country, 

out of 100 international migrant workers, at least 46 are females. 

Guinea Bissau remains the only country where the proportion of male international migrant workers is 

lower than that of female international migrant workers. Indeed, out of 100 international migrant 

workers, 54 are females.  

 

3.5.2. Analysis of the number of international migrant workers residing in the ECOWAS area by level 
of education  

3.5.2.1. International migrant workers with no level of education 

The results of the study show that among the ECOWAS countries, Côte d’Ivoire has the highest 

proportions of international migrant workers with no level of education, 54.8% for males and 36.7% for 
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females. It is followed by Nigeria (12.7% against 9.1% respectively) and Ghana (10.5% against 11.1% 

respectively). Cabo Verde has the lowest proportion of international migrant workers with no level of 

education regardless of the gender. 

GRAPH 47: DISTRIBUTION IN (%) OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRANT WORKERS BY GENDER 

 

Source: Estimates, 2018 migration data 

3.5.2.2. International migrant workers with primary level of education  

According to the results of the study, the proportion of male international migrant workers with primary 

level of education residing in the ECOWAS area is higher in Côte d’Ivoire (37.7%) followed by Nigeria 

(11.4%), Guinea Bissau (10.7%) and Burkina Faso (9.9%). Guinea (0.5%) and Cabo Verde (0.4%) register 

the lowest proportions. 

Regarding female international migrant workers, among the ECOWAS countries, Guinea (17.4%) has the 

highest proportion followed by Burkina Faso (15.2%) and Côte d’Ivoire (15, 1%). However, The Gambia 

(0.4%) and Cabo Verde (0.1%) register the lowest proportions. 

GRAPH 48: DISTRIBUTION IN (%) OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRANT WORKERS WITH PRIMARY LEVEL OF EDUCATION BY GENDER  

 

Source: Estimates, 2018 migration data 

 

3.5.2.3. International migrant workers with secondary level of education 

In 2018, in the ECOWAS area, Côte d’Ivoire, Guinea Bissau and Burkina Faso were the main host 

countries for international migrant workers with secondary education regardless of gender.  
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Graph 49: Distribution in (%) of international migrant workers with primary level of education by gender  

 

Source: Estimates, 2018 migration data 

3.5.2.4. international migrant workers higher level of education 

The results of the study reveal that in 2018, in the ECOWAS area, the main host country of international 

migrant workers with higher levels of education, regardless of gender, is Guinea Bissau (35.0% for males 

and 34.9% for females). It is followed by Burkina Faso (25.4% males and 23.0% females), Ghana (10.1% 

males and 9.9% females) and Nigeria (12.2% males and 6.9% females).  

Graph 50: Distribution in (%) of international migrant workers with higher levels of education by gender 

 

Source: Estimates, 2018 migration data 

 

Ultimately, the results of the analysis show that in the ECOWAS area, Côte d’Ivoire is the main host 

country for migrant workers without education, at primary and secondary level. However, the 

proportion of senior migrant workers is believed to be higher in Guinea Bissau than in Côte d’Ivoire 

regardless of gender.  
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3.6 Remittances by source and volume 

Source: BEN MIM Sami, MABROUK Fatma (2011) Transferts des migrants et croissance économique : quels canaux de transmission ?  Cahiers du 

GREThA, n°2011-28 

 
3.6.1 Sources of Data  

Out of the 15 ECOWAS Member States, only 4 (Cabo Verde, Guinea, Guinea Bissau and Togo) provided 

almost complete data allowing the analysis of migrant remittances. These shortcomings explain the use 

of two other different data sources (the balance of payments of the BCEAO and the estimates of the 

World Bank) to circumvent this obstacle. 

Table 6: Matrix of flows of remittances from intra-community migrant workers in ECOWAS in 2018 (in millions of US dollars) 
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Benin   6.1 0.0 11.2 0.0 32.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 3.9 15.6 626.0 7.5 0.0 6.0 708.6 

Burkina Faso 4.6   0.0 27.8 0.0 101.5 0.0 0.1 0.0 31.2 5.8 70.7 11.5 0.0 12.0 265.2 

Cabo Verde 0.0 0.0   0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.7 4.4 0.0 0.0 16.5 

Côte d’Ivoire 17.9 28.8 0.3   0.1 146.7 6.0 6.9 59.1 116.1 14.8 595.1 40.4 0.1 33.9 1066.1 

The Gambia 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0   0.0 2.2 4.0 0.5 6.5 0.0 0.0 325.7 0.2 0.0 339.1 

Ghana 6.8 26.9 0.0 12.8 1.4   0.0 0.0 19.2 5.9 7.0 961.5 0.3 0.2 116.0 1158.1 

Guinea 0.5 0.1 0.1 2.1 0.5 2.6   1.4 66.9 34.3 0.6 7.9 11.1 19.2 0.7 147.9 

Guinea Bissau 0.7 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.4 0.0 0.3   0.5 0.1 0.6 0.0 14.7 0.1 0.7 20.3 

Liberia 0.0 0.1 0.0 40.5 0.6 25.8 1.9 0.1   0.9 0.1 70.1 0.9 1.4 0.3 142.7 

Mali 5.9 5.7 0.0 24.6 4.2 59.5 1.0 0.2 2.5   11.7 169.2 56.4 0.8 15.5 357.2 

Niger 1.5 4.1 0.0 10.3 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 11.1   1344.2 7.0 0.0 14.2 1398.6 

Nigeria 130.6 2.4 3.3 1.2 6.8 726.8 0.4 1.8 14.9 130.7 94.4   12.6 0.4 129.7 1255.8 

Senegal 6.8 10.6 0.0 20.3 5.0 5.3 2.8 7.0 0.0 44.6 8.0 11.2   1.3 5.9 129.0 

Sierra Leone 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 4.3 4.1 3.7 0.0 11.3 1.2 0.1 28.4 1.8   0.0 55.1 

Togo 5.3 7.2 0.0 11.5 0.9 146.5 0.2 0.2 0.1 6.2 8.6 446.0 6.0 0.0   638.8 

ECOWAS 180.6 92.2 4.1 163.3 25.3 1,257.1 18.3 24.4 175.0 392.6 167.2 4,339.9 500.4 23.8 334.8 7,699.0 

Source: BCEAO & BM, 2018 n DRS/CEDEAO, 2018 Migration Data 

Thus, for Cabo Verde, Guinea, Guinea Bissau and Togo, the analysis is carried out using their data 

supplemented in places by those from the BCEAO balance of payments and World Bank estimates. 

However, for the other 11 countries, the analysis is based entirely on data from the BCEAO balance of 

payments and World Bank estimates. 

BOX3: HOW ARE REMITTANCES MEASURED? 
According to a working group set up to propose harmonized definitions and measurement instruments [United Nations (2006)], 
remittances are recorded in three different parts of the balance of payments:  
Remuneration of non-resident workers or resident workers in the country for a short period which does not exceed one year;  
Transfers of funds or assets from migrant workers are called remittances;  
Transfers made at the time of return migration, or capital repatriated at the time of return.  
However, on the basis of the recommendations made in 2006 by a Technical Working Group on Improving Data on Remittances by 
Migrants in their Countries of Origin, led by the United Nations, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund, this 
definition has come under review. This definition also excludes amounts that are not associated with income from an activity, and 
transfers from second generation migrants or persons of foreign origin who have been naturalized.   
Since 2009, the IMF considers in its statistics on the balance of payments that the remittances consist only of two components: (1) 
workers’ compensation and (2) personal transfers. It should be noted that the income of short-term migrants (less than 12 months) 
is included in the definition, while sometimes it is never transferred (at least not entirely) to the countries of origin. 
However, the World Bank’s bilateral remittance estimates use migrant stocks, host country income, and home country income. 
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The BCEAO balance of payments provides information on remittances from intra-community migrant 

workers in 2018 from WAEMU member countries (Benin, Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, Guinea Bissau, 

Mali, Niger, Senegal and Togo). 

World Bank estimates provide information on remittances from extra and intra-community migrant 

workers from other ECOWAS member countries outside WAEMU in 2018.  

These World Bank estimates are based on the methodology developed by Ratha and Shaw, 2007 in the 

study “South-South Migration and Remittances.” This estimation methodology is applicable to all 

remittances by destination. 

 
3.6.2 Remittances of ECOWAS Intra and Extra-Community Migrants 

In 2018, the ECOWAS region received more financial flows from intra and extra-community migrants 

than it paid into this region and in other regions of the world. Indeed, graph51 shows that the 

remittances received in the ECOWAS region amount to US$33,979,2 million, that is 78.83% of the 

financial flows in the said region. 

GRAPH51: DISTRIBUTION OF REMITTANCES (IN MILLIONS OF US DOLLARS) FROM THE ECOWAS REGION IN 2018 

 
Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 

 
3.6.3 Remittances Received and Sent by the ECOWAS Area 

North America remains the main source of migrant remittances with 28.3% of the total amount 

received in the ECOWAS area. Migrants residing in non-ECOWAS African countries contribute a small 

share (11.1%) to remittances to the ECOWAS area. However, the results show that the ECOWAS area 

sends fewer remittances than it receives from other large regions. Indeed, North America being the 

main provider of funds to the ECOWAS area, does not receive from it even 1% of remittances sent to 

the area (graph 52). 

GRAPH52: TRANSFERS OF FUNDS RECEIVED IN THE ECOWAS AREA BY MAJOR REGIONS OF THE WORLD AND THOSE SENT BY THE ECOWAS AREA IN MAJOR REGIONS OF THE 

WORLD 

 
Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 
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3.6.4 Remittances received by ECOWAS countries from other major regions of the world 

The remittances from other major regions of the world received by ECOWAS countries also show 

disparities in 2018. Only Nigeria receives more than half of the transfers from each of these regions. 

Indeed, Nigeria receives 79.3%, 58.7%, 82.7% and 79.2% of transfers from non-ECOWAS Africa, the EU, 

North America and other regions of the world respectively. That is millions US$3006, 3994, 7959 and 

5058 respectively. This makes it, among all the ECOWAS countries, the country that receives the most 

remittances from each of the other regions of the world taken individually. 

Senegal is the second country (after Nigeria) that receives the most remittances from non-ECOWAS 

Africa, the EU and North America. Indeed, it receives respectively from each of these regions 8.2%, 

19.7% and 2.5%. That is millions US$311.1342 and 247 respectively. Ghana is the 2nd country (after 

Nigeria) that receives the most remittances from other regions of the world with more than 

US$512 million. 

Of all the ECOWAS countries, Gambia is the country that receives the fewest remittances from non-

ECOWAS Africa. It is followed by Sierra Leone. These two countries, taken individually, receive fewer 

than one million US dollars from this region. That is, for each of the two countries, less than 1% of 

remittances from the region. 

As for the EU, Sierra Leone (US$4.1 million) is the country that receives the least remittances from this 

region. It is followed by Guinea which receives 8.4 million US dollars. These two countries, taken 

individually, receive from this region less than 1% of remittances from the region. 

For North America and the other regions of the world, Guinea Bissau (less than US$1 million and 

US$3.3 million respectively) is the country that receives the least remittances from these two regions. It 

is also followed by Guinea which receives respectively US dollars 1.2 and 4.5 million for each of the two 

regions mentioned above. These two countries, taken individually, receive less than 1% of transfers from 

these regions (Graph 53). 

GRAPH53: REMITTANCES RECEIVED BY ECOWAS COUNTRIES FROM THE OTHER MAJOR REGIONS 
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Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 

 

3.6.5 Remittances sent by ECOWAS countries to the other major regions of the world 

Figure 54 shows that remittances sent by ECOWAS countries to other major regions of the world also 

show glaring disparities in 2018. 

Indeed, for non-ECOWAS Africa and the EU, two countries together, out of all fifteen, make 75% of the 

remittances to this region. Nigeria (36.6%) and Liberia (41.4%) combined make about 78% of transfers to 

non-ECOWAS Africa. Mali (43.5%) and Senegal (31.3%) together make almost 75% of remittances to the 

EU. For North America and other regions, a single country makes most of the transfers. This is Togo, 

which makes 72.8% of transfers and Côte d’Ivoire which makes 64.7%.  

Liberia is the country that sends the most funds to non-ECOWAS Africa with nearly US$170 million. 

Benin, Burkina Faso and Nigeria hardly send money to non-ECOWAS African countries. 

Mali is the country that sends the most funds to Europe with more than US$247 million. It is followed by 

Senegal with US$178 million. Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, The Gambia, Niger and Nigeria hardly send 

money to EU countries.  

As for North America, of all the ECOWAS countries, Togo sends the most money to the countries of this 

region with more than US$43 million. Countries such as: Benin, Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire, The Gambia, 

Niger and Nigeria hardly send money to countries of North America. 

As for the other regions, Côte d’Ivoire sends the most funds to this region with nearly US$65 million. The 

Gambia being the only country that hardly sends any money to countries in this region. 
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GRAPH54: REMITTANCES BY ECOWAS COUNTRIES TO THE OTHER MAJOR REGIONS 

 

Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 

 

3.6.6 Remittances within ECOWAS countries  

3.6.6.1 Remittances received 

Remittances from ECOWAS and received by the countries of the region show glaring disparities in 2018. 

Indeed, 76% of these funds received are distributed between two countries alone (Nigeria and Ghana). 

Cabo Verde, The Gambia, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Sierra Leone and Togo, which account for 40% of 

ECOWAS countries, each received less than 1% of remittances. These are below US$500 million for 80% 

of the countries.  

Nigeria is the country that receives the most remittances from ECOWAS countries. Indeed, it intercepts 

US$4,339.9 million in transfers, that is 59% of remittances. This represents more than half of the funds 

coming from the ECOWAS region. It is followed by Ghana (17%) which receives US$1,257.1 million and 

Senegal (7%) which receives US$506.5 million.  

Cabo Verde is the country that receives the least remittances in the ECOWAS area with only 

US$4.1 million. It is followed by Guinea Bissau ($19.9 million) and Guinea ($31.1 million). All these three 

countries, aforementioned, do not even receive 1% of the remittances made in the ECOWAS area 

(graph 55).  

GRAPH55: REMITTANCES FROM ECOWAS AND RECEIVED BY THE COUNTRIES OF THE REGION 

 

Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 
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3.6.6.2 Remittances Sent 

Remittances made by ECOWAS countries in the region (Chart 56) are unevenly distributed. Indeed, some 

countries such as Côte d’Ivoire, Ghana, Niger and Nigeria have each sent over US$1,000 million to other 

ECOWAS countries. The other countries that remain sent less.  

On average, each country sends $481 million to the ECOWAS region. 

Niger is the country that sends the most remittances to ECOWAS countries. Indeed, it amounts to 

$1,399 million, or 19% of remittances. It is followed by Nigeria (17%) which sends $1,256 million, Ghana 

(16%) with $1,158 million and Côte d’Ivoire (15%) with $1,066 million. Cabo Verde is the country that 

sends the least with only US$7 million. It is followed by Guinea Bissau ($13 million), Sierra Leone 

($55 million) and Senegal ($64 million). These three countries, aforementioned, carry out less than 1% of 

the remittances received in the ECOWAS area. The number of the remittances made is below 

US$400 million for 67% of countries.  

This uneven distribution is less disparate than that of transfers received by ECOWAS countries. Indeed, 

Niger, which carries out the most remittances, sends less than 20% of total transfers. The gap in 

remittances between the country that makes the most transfers (Niger) and the one that makes the 

fewest (Cabo Verde) is estimated at $1,391 million, three times less than that for transfers received.  

GRAPH56: REMITTANCES SENT BY ECOWAS COUNTRIES IN THE REGION 

 

Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 

 

3.6.7 Analysis of Remittances Between ECOWAS Countries and Non-ECOWAS African 

Countries  

Remittances made by ECOWAS countries in the non-ECOWAS African region (Chart 57) are unevenly 

distributed. Indeed, about 78% of transfers are made by two countries (Liberia and Nigeria). Out of the 

fifteen ECOWAS Member States, only three have each made more than 5% of transfers to the non-

ECOWAS African region. 
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Liberia is the country that made the most remittances to this area with US$167.9 million or 41.4% of all 

transfers. It is followed by Nigeria which sent US$148.6 million or 36.6% of transfers made.  

The remittances received by ECOWAS countries from the non-ECOWAS African region also show glaring 

disparities (Chart 57). Indeed, only one country (Nigeria) received more than 79% of the transfers from 

this region. Of all the ECOWAS Member States, only two (Nigeria and Senegal) received more than 5% of 

transfers each from the non-ECOWAS African region. 

Nigeria, the country that received the most remittances from the non-ECOWAS African region, 

intercepted US$3,005.5 million. It is followed by Senegal (8.2%) and Mali (4.5%) which received each, 

respectively US$311.5 and 172.3 million from the non-ECOWAS African region. 

GRAPH57: REMITTANCES BETWEEN ECOWAS COUNTRIES AND NON-ECOWAS AFRICAN COUNTRIES 

 

Source: BCEAO 2018; WB Estimates 2018 

3.6.8 Limits  

The statistics on remittances from the balance of payments are relatively comprehensive since they 

include the non-resident workers’ compensation (seasonal and cross-border workers whose duration of 

residence in the host country is less than one year), remittances from resident migrant workers as well 

as remittances from migrants appearing in the capital account of the balance of payments. These 

statistics generally only include remittances using official or legal channels (commercial banks, postal 

services, specialized networks such as Western Union or Money Gram, etc.). They therefore ignore the 

financial flows of emigration transiting through informal circuits, the relative weight of which is 

admittedly variable between countries but on average rather high.  

The aim of this analysis was to highlight the ECOWAS countries that carry out the most remittances 

within the region (or between other regions of the world).  

Thus, Nigeria has stood out among all ECOWAS countries for its leadership in the field of remittances 

sent and/or received from ECOWAS countries and other regions of the world.  

In addition, in 2018, the ECOWAS area received more remittances from intra and extra-community 

migrants than it sent within the area and to other regions of the world. Of all the regions of the world, 

North America is the one that has sent the most remittances to the ECOWAS area. Of all the ECOWAS 

countries, Nigeria has received the most remittances from each of the regions of the world taken 

individually. Niger is the country that sends the most remittances to ECOWAS countries. Nigeria and 
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Liberia, in that order, were the two countries that made the most remittances to non-ECOWAS Africa. 

Cabo Verde and Guinea Bissau, in that order, were the ones that received the least remittances from the 

ECOWAS area.  

The development of African countries depends heavily on external financing. In a context of continued 

decline in foreign direct investment and official development assistance, remittances, which constitute a 

large part of countries’ foreign exchange reserves, could help significantly reduce poverty. However, if 

they are used only for consumption then their impacts on development and economic growth will not 

be significant. This is why these remittances should be regulated so that the funds raised can be 

allocated to major development projects. 
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3.7 Diaspora by age and gender 
 

3.7.1 Definition and causes of Diaspora 
 

BOX4: DEFINITION OF DIASPORA. 

The term diaspora comes from the Greek verb diaspeirō meaning “to scatter” or “to spread about.” As first used in Ancient Greece, 

diaspora referred to people of dominant countries who voluntarily emigrated from their homelands to colonize conquered countries. Today, 
scholars recognize two kinds of diaspora: forced and voluntary: forced and voluntary. Web site: http://www.ambassadorjohnprice.com 

The term “diasporas” has no fixed definition and its meaning has changed considerably over time, making it very difficult to measure. IOM 

defines diasporas as “Migrants or descendants of migrants whose identity and sense of belonging, either real or symbolic, have been shaped 
by their migration experience and background.” (IOM Migration Glossary, 2019) While the term was originally used to describe the forced 
displacement of certain peoples, “diasporas” is now generally used to describe those who identify with a “homeland,” but reside outside of 
it. Definitions of “diasporas” also include not only first-generation emigrants, but also foreign-born children of these individuals, as long as 

they maintain some link to their parent’s home country. These links—whether cultural, linguistic, historical, religious or affective—are what 

distinguishes diaspora groups from other communities. 

Normally, diasporas are characterized by most, if not all, of the following aspects: 

 Migration, which may be forced or voluntary, from a country of origin in search of work, trade, or to escape conflict or 
persecution; 

 An idealized, collective memory and/or myth about the ancestral home; 

 A continuing connection to a country of origin; 

 A strong group consciousness sustained over time; and 

 A sense of kindship with diaspora members in other countries. (Adapted from Cohen, 2008.) 

The terms “brain drain,” “brain gain,” “brain bank” and “brain circulation” are often mentioned in the context of understanding and 

studying diasporas. IOM defines “brain drain” as the “emigration of trained and talented individuals from the country of origin to another 

country resulting in the depletion of skills/resources in the former.” “Brain gain,” also called “reverse brain drain” refers to the benefits 

gained from the immigration of skilled individuals into a country. It has long been understood that when highly skilled or educated 
individuals emigrate en masse, it can pose problems for their country of origin. 

However, in most circumstances the continued involvement of diaspora groups in their countries of origin can provide a solution to brain 
drain. Since the late 1990s, the positive effects of emigration have given rise to new terms such as “brain circulation” and “brain bank.” 
“Brain circulation” refers to those emigrants who transfer new skills and knowledge invaluable for development to their home country. Even 
when skilled emigrants do not return to their countries of origin, they often provide the skilled professionals that remained behind with 
access to the valuable knowledge learned abroad, referred to as “brain bank.” (Kapur, 2001). 

 

There are different types of Diasporas according to the reasons. Labor or commercial migration, 

imperialism and social cohesion within the community are among the main causes of the expansion of 

communities across the world. One of the largest diasporas of modern times is that of sub-Saharan 

Africans, which dates back several centuries. During the Atlantic slave trade, 9.4 to 12 million people 

from West Africa survived transportation to the Americas and arrived there as slaves. 

Four regions of residence around the world will be considered in the analyzes;  

- ECOWAS 
- Africa Non-ECOWAS 
- Europe  
- North America 
- Other regions of the world  

The impact of diaspora engagement is difficult to assess, due to the difficulty in distinguishing causality 

and correlation, and quantifying the impact of non-distrainable goods like skills and knowledge 

transfers. However, governments can certainly do more to remove barriers and create opportunities for 

diasporas to engage in economic development. Specific actions include identifying objectives, mapping 
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the location and skills of the diaspora, promoting a relationship of trust with the diaspora, maintaining 

sophisticated means of communication with the diaspora and, ultimately, encouraging diaspora 

contributions to national development. Diaspora-focused government entities in home countries must 

play a dual role, both in facilitating diaspora contributions to the homeland and in serving the diaspora.    

 

3.7.2 Analysis of the Diaspora  

The number of active West African diaspora in 2018 was 989,044 migrants. The analysis of this diaspora 

will be done through its profile by age and gender using the population pyramid for the different 

regions.  

 

3.7.2.1 ECOWAS Diaspora residing in the Community Space  

GRAPH58: POPULATION PYRAMID OF THE ECOWAS DIASPORA 2018/2019 

 

SOURCE: DSR/ECOWAS COMMISSION 

The diaspora of ECOWAS countries residing in a country of the community space other than their 

country of origin (ECOWAS diaspora) is estimated at 242,739 persons including 158,353 males (65.2%) 

and 83,020 females (34.8%). The population pyramid—graph 58—reveals a tapered summit and a trunk 

(20–44 years) wider than the base (0–9 years). The significant entries between 10 and 19 years should 

also be noted.  

It appears from the profile of the ECOWAS diaspora residing in the Community space that this diaspora 

is made up mainly of young people aged 20 to 34. The data seem to explain that most diaspora residents 

in ECOWAS Member States have migrated with their children, hence the proportions of children aged 0 

to 9 are higher than children aged 10 to 19).  



 

 

 

81 

 

3.7.2.2 ECOWAS Diaspora in Non-ECOWAS Africa 

This diaspora has 27,271 migrants composed mainly of males 15,028 or 55.2% and 12,241 females or 

44.8%. Despite the irregularities, the distribution by age and gender of the ECOWAS diaspora in non-

ECOWAS Africa indicates a narrowed base, which suggests that this diaspora has few children (0–9 

years) and an enlarged trunk and a tapered summit. Just like the age structure of ECOWAS diaspora 

residing in ECOWAS, the ECOWAS diaspora in Africa remains predominantly made up of labor force. 

GRAPH59: ECOWAS DIASPORA IN NON-ECOWAS AFRICA BY AGE AND GENDER 

 

SOURCE: DSR/ECOWAS COMMISSION 

The low proportion of children indicates that few children accompany their parents.  

 

3.7.2.3 ECOWAS diaspora in the European Union 

For this diaspora made up of 9,381 migrants, 59.5% are male and 40.5% are female. The population 

pyramid shows that the ECOWAS diaspora in the European Union also has few children (under 19) and 

that it is made up mainly of individuals of working age.   
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GRAPH60: DISTRIBUTION OF THE EU DIASPORA BY AGE AND GENRE 

 

SOURCE: DSR/ECOWAS COMMISSION 

 

3.7.2.4 ECOWAS Diaspora in North America and other regions of the world  

North America also hosts the West African diaspora, whose number is estimated at 11,472.  

This diaspora, like that of ECOWAS countries residing in other regions of the world, presents the same 

profile, i.e., high proportions of persons of working age. 

GRAPH61: DISTRIBUTION OF THE NORTH AMERICAN DIASPORA BY AGE AND GENRE 

 

SOURCE: DATA PRODUCED BY ECOWAS NATIONAL FOCAL POINTS  
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3.8 Stock of asylum seekers—Average of refugee requests and responses  

3.8.1 Characteristics of asylum seekers from ECOWAS 

From the analysis of data collected in 2018 on international migration, 18,540 nationals of ECOWAS 

Member States had submitted asylum requests in their host country. 93.20% were granted. Apart from 

the other regions of the world (countries of South America, Australia and Asia) which have a fairly high 

number of 6,481 West Africans with asylum rights, West Africa is the first region where its nationals 

have more asylum status (4,931). In 2018, 2,123 asylum seekers from West Africa resided in North 

America while in the EU there were around 1,146.  

GRAPH62: PERSONS WHO HAVE SUBMITTED APPLICATIONS FOR LEGAL PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS  
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SOURCE: ECOWAS, UNHCR, 2018 

 

By region, we note that the number of males is significantly higher than that of females. Overall, 54.21% 

are males while the distribution is more or less balanced for asylum seekers to reside in North America 

(50.84% males against 49.16% females) and in the other regions (51.30% males against 48.70% women). 

In the African region, the gender gap could reach 14.58% and in West Africa 14.51%. In the European 

Union, males and females occupy 53.66% and 46.34% respectively.  

GRAPH63: PERSONS OBTAINING LEGAL PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS BY NATIONALITY AND GENDER IN THE ECOWAS REGION 2018 
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SOURCE: ECOWAS, UNHCR, 2018 

 
From the proportions by Member State of ECOWAS nationals seeking asylum rights in 2018, it appears 
that Senegal and Nigeria are the States whose nationals are the most represented with 10.9% each. The 
States of Sierra Leone, Guinea Bissau, Mali, Ghana, Niger and Togo follow respectively with an average 
of 1% of the previous ones.  
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GRAPH64: PROPORTION BY MEMBER STATE OF ASYLUM RIGHTS GRANTED  

 
SOURCE: ECOWAS, UNHCR, 2018 

 

3.8.2 Residence status by nationality of West African asylum seekers in 2018 

Only 6.80% of all applications for permanent residence with the authorities of the host countries were 

granted. Of the 93.20% of asylum rights granted, Senegalese migrants are those who have benefited the 

most among West African nationals. Yet in 2018, Senegal was not a State of conflict or sociopolitical 

crises. Sierra Leone, Guinea Bissau, Ghana, Mali, Niger and Togo have average proportions of over 10%. 

However, nationals from Côte d’Ivoire, which is a State of major international migration, represent 

1.12% of the number of West African nationals who have benefited from asylum rights.  

GRAPH65: PROPORTION BY STATE AND BY RESIDENCE STATUS OF ASYLUM SEEKERS  
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SOURCE: ECOWAS, UNHCR, 2018 

Regarding the number of rejections, it is significantly high for citizens of Nigeria (92.94%). The rest of the 

rejections in 2018 concern nationals of Guinea (4.60%) and Côte d’Ivoire (2.46%). Asylum applications 

from the 12 other States were all granted in 2018. On the other hand, for the other regions, it reaches a 

total of 1,157 while it is marginal for citizens of the EU and North America. We note that the number of 

rejections to nationals of the ECOWAS region is not negligible; These rejections amount to 98 while the 

Protocol on Free Movement of persons and goods gives the right of residence and establishment of 

economic activity in ECOWAS to all citizens of the Member States. Among the requests for asylum by 

country, some were denied. For ECOWAS nationals, there are generally little rejections.   
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GRAPH66: PERSONS WHO WERE REJECTED ASYLUM BY NATIONALITY AND GENDER IN THE ECOWAS REGION 2018 
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Source: UNHCR, ECOWAS 

 

3.8.3 Structure by State of asylum rights granted in the regions 

As shown in the graphs below, Senegal (30.91%) has a high proportion in the ECOWAS region followed 

by Liberia (22.06%), Guinea (11.80%), The Gambia (8.70%) and Burkina Faso (5.39%). The other States 

each represents less than 3%, while Côte d’Ivoire and Cabo Verde have low proportions of less than 

0.60%. 

In non-ECOWAS Africa, Nigerian nationals (23.91%) have benefited the most from asylum rights, 

followed by Senegal (9.93%), and Togo, Sierra Leone, Niger, Mali, Guinea Bissau and Ghana with 9.04% 

each. Regarding asylum rights granted by the European Union, Senegal with 11.87% has the highest 

proportion followed with about - 2% point by Liberia, Ghana, Togo, Sierra Leone, Niger, Mali, Guinea 

Bissau and Benin. For the region of North America, the States of Togo, Sierra Leone, Mali, Niger, Guinea 

Bissau and Ghana have the highest proportions.  

Finally, in the other regions, nationals from West Africa have benefited from the rights of permanent 

residence in their host country. These are mainly nationals from Ghana, Togo, Sierra Leone, Niger and 

Mali with 15.25% each. The States of Côte d’Ivoire, Senegal, Cabo Verde, Liberia and especially The 

Gambia have the lowest proportions, below 1%.   

GRAPH67: PROPORTION BY STATE IN THE REGIONS OF RESIDENCE RIGHTS GRANTED TO ASYLUM SEEKERS  
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SOURCE: ECOWAS, UNHCR, 2018 
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3.9 Stock of refugees—age groups and willingness to return 

3.9.1 Large host countries for refugees in the ECOWAS area  

The total number of refugees from ECOWAS in 2018 was 329,328. 78.45% of the refugees are in the 

hotspots of refugees of West Africa. Analysis of the data in graph 54 below shows the following trends:  

 The host country that received most of the refugees in 2018 in the ECOWAS region is Niger with 

53.26% of the refugees, that is more than half;  

 The countries that moderately received refugees on their territories for the year 2018 are, 

Nigeria, Burkina Faso, Mali, Senegal, Togo, Ghana, Guinea Bissau and Liberia;  

 The countries that have received very few refugees are Guinea, Gambia, Côte d’Ivoire, Benin, 

Sierra Leone and Cabo Verde. 

     GRAPH68: DISTRIBUTION OF THE STOCK OF REFUGEES BY HOST COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: HIGH COMMISSIONER FOR REFUGEES, 2018  

 

3.9.2 Classification of countries by proportion of refugees from the ECOWAS region  

The analysis of data on the relative weight of refugees from ECOWAS at the level of each State reveals 

the following main trends: 

 Countries with stocks of refugees mainly from ECOWAS member states are in order of 

importance Liberia, Niger, Sierra Leone, Gambia, Burkina, Guinea, Togo, Guinea-Bissau and 

Ghana. 

 The countries with an average number of refugees from ECOWAS are: Côte d'Ivoire, Mali and 

Benin; 

 Countries with low proportions of refugees from ECOWAS among all their refugees are Nigeria, 

Senegal and Cape Verde. 
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 GRAPH69:  RELATED PROPORTIONS OF STOCK OF ECOWAS REFUGEES BY COUNTRY 

 

SOURCE: HIGH COMMISSIONER FOR REFUGEES, 2018  

 

3.9.3 Presentation of the countries most represented in the stock of refugees by country 

 Presentation of the most represented countries by major host countries for refugees from 

ECOWAS 

After having classified major host countries for refugees from ECOWAS, below are the most represented 

countries which provide the most refugees. Thus, the analysis provides us with the following diagram:     

Most represented 

countries 

 Host country 

Liberia  Sierra Leone   

Liberia  Senegal 

Ghana  Togo 

Nigeria  Niger 

Côte d’Ivoire  Guinea 

Côte d’Ivoire  Liberia 

Côte d’Ivoire  Ghana 

Senegal  Guinea Bissau 

Senegal  The Gambia 

Mali  Burkina 

Thus, Liberian refugees are more present in Senegal as in Sierra Leone while Ghanaians are more 

concentrated in Togo with whom they share linguistics (Ewé) and cultural ties. As for the Nigerian 

refugees, they are more likely to go to Niger. Indeed, the majority of them come from the northern 

regions (Haussa and Fulani) known to be in socioeconomic and political conflicts and which shares 

borders with Niger. Much of the Ivorians are heading to their neighboring countries, Ghana, Liberia and 

Guinea, while a relatively large number of Senegalese travel to Guinea Bissau and The Gambia. The 

majority of Malian refugees are in Burkina Faso. 

The classification of the major representations of nationalities from around the world in the West Africa 

region shows that Central African refugees are more present in large numbers in Benin and in Ivory 

Coast, which also hosts more Liberian refugees. Paradoxically, the Mauritanian and Cameroonian 

refugees are most concentrated in their countries bordering Mali and Nigeria respectively. 
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The entire stock of refugees for 2018 in the ECOWAS area is 329,328 refugees including 172,952 females 

(52.5%) and 156,376 males (47.5%). Most of the refugees in the ECOWAS region come from its Member 

States. Also, more than half of the refugees are young and the female population is the most affected by 

this phenomenon.   

The largest host country in the ECOWAS region is Niger. Furthermore, the countries with the stocks of 

refugees mainly made up of individuals from the ECOWAS area are, in order of importance, Liberia, 

Niger, Sierra Leone, Gambia, Burkina, Guinea, Togo, Guinea Bissau and Ghana.  
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3.10 Cases of Human Trafficking Recorded  

The term “trafficking in persons” means the recruitment, transport, transfer, harboring or reception of 

persons for the purpose of exploitation. This is the worst form of illegal migration. Taken as such, the 

data relating to cases of trafficking and to characteristics of victims are very incomplete and reliant on 

the effectiveness of measures to combat it. For this collection, many countries were unable to provide 

data on the number of human trafficking cases registered and disaggregated by age and willingness to 

return. Since the estimation methods do not apply to this specific case of irregular migration, this 

section will be limited to a typology of countries.   

The phenomenon of trafficking can be observed at the departure and destination of all ECOWAS 

countries, but overall, there are three categories of countries. Countries of origin, countries of transit 

and countries of destination of trafficked persons. Nigeria, Ghana, and Senegal are the main countries of 

origin, transit and destination. Mali, Niger, Burkina Faso in addition to coastal countries such as Benin, 

Togo, Guinea and Gambia are essentially the countries from which the victims depart to Côte d’Ivoire, 

Nigeria, Ghana and Senegal or to countries in other regions such as Central and North Africa. For the 

latter destination, the Sahel countries, in particular Mali and Niger, serve as transit countries for 

traffickers.  

The documentation on the profile of victims of human trafficking indicates that women and children are 

particularly victims of the phenomenon. The management of data on trafficking in persons poses 

problems: quality, comparability and representativeness of statistics. The data collected generally does 

not reflect the extent of the phenomenon. For example, 683 and 239 cases of trafficking of Nigerian 

nationals were intercepted and rescued in ECOWAS countries and across the world in 2017 and 2018 

respectively. In the Gambia 31 cases of trafficking were registered with a high proportion of females, 

reaching 93%. 
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3.11 Assisted Voluntary Return and Reintegration by Country and Region 

Migrants face many difficulties in their migration project. For various factors, these difficulties arise 

either in the host country or during the journey of the migrants in transit countries. These difficulties 

lead migrants in great precariousness, to the point that improving their living conditions depends on the 

intervention of organizations including the International Organization for Migration (IOM), the European 

Union through special programs on assisted voluntary return. 

 

In total, 22,451 migrants from regions other than ECOWAS have benefited from the assisted voluntary 

return program in ECOWAS countries.  

The disaggregation by profile of the beneficiaries of assisted return is presented in the sections below 

 

3.11.1 Voluntary returns by region of origin and country of return 

Depending on the region of origin (Graph 70), the beneficiaries of voluntary return have returned mainly from 
African countries. 15,125 persons who returned voluntarily, or 71% who returned to their country of origin from 
other African countries other than ECOWAS countries. 16% or 3,377 migrants whose countries negotiate voluntary 
return agreements with the European Union, have benefited from this assisted return against only 249 from North 
America. 

These numbers obtained compared to other data sources including those from IOM assisted programs may be 
different. Indeed, migrant beneficiaries sometimes do not return directly to their country of origin. They transit 

BOX5: IOM ASSISTED VOLUNTARY RETURN AND REINTEGRATION 

Since 2015, IOM has been developing Assisted Voluntary Return and Reintegration (AVRR) programs in the 

ECOWAS region. These programs offer migrants the possibility of return and reintegration under conditions 

which comply with human dignity, and that are economically advantageous to those who are unable or 

unwilling to remain in the host country who volunteer to return to their countries of origin. 

For migrants who have to return home and who lack the means of subsistence, AVRR programs are often the 

only possible solution. These programs are open to anyone abroad who needs IOM’s assistance, such as 

rejected asylum seekers or those at risk of being rejected, irregular migrants, migrants in distress, victims of 

trafficking and other vulnerable groups, including unaccompanied minors, the elderly or those with special 

medical needs. 

The inability to quickly repatriate these categories of migrants in safe conditions can have serious 

consequences for them and constitute a considerable socioeconomic burden on the asylum and social 

assistance systems of the countries of destination and transit. 

Key actors have everything to gain from AVRR programs: for migrants, they offer an alternative solution to 

forced return; for the country of destination, they are economically more advantageous and administratively 

better suited than forced return; as for the country of origin and the bilateral relations it maintains with the 

host country, assisted voluntary return is less sensitive than forced return and offers more guarantees of 

reintegration. 

AVRR programs have been undertaken around the world today for almost three decades. Over the past 

decade, they have enabled just over 400,000 migrants to return safely to more than 160 countries of origin—

in many cases from Europe. 

https://iomfrance.org/aide-au-retour-volontaire-et-insertion 

https://iomfrance.org/aide-au-retour-volontaire-et-insertion
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through hotspots such as Niger, or other non-ECOWAS African countries which have negotiated return agreements 
with the countries of Europe. Upon entering their country of origin, from which the data processed for this report 
are taken, these migrants from hotspot countries are counted although they come from sources of assisted return 
programs as voluntary returning migrants from Europe or North America, for example. The transit through a 
hotspot country explains the low numbers coming from countries of the European Union or America from which a 
large number of migrants would come. Also, voluntary returning migrants do not necessarily return to their 
country of origin. They can choose another ECOWAS country from which they benefit from the Protocol on the 
Free Movement of nationals of the ECOWAS region to settle there. 

GRAPH 70: DISTRIBUTION OF VOLUNTARY RETURNS BY REGION OF ORIGIN  

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

 

In 2018, the International Organization for Migration (IOM) assisted 63,316 migrants to return home, 

through its voluntary return and reintegration programs. 

According to the 2018 IOM report outlining highlights on the return and reintegration of migrants, this figure 

represents a 12% decrease compared to 2017 “As in the previous year, this trend still indicates a return to 

normal, after the assistance of an exceptionally high number of beneficiaries from the European Economic 

Area (EEA) and Switzerland in 2016. 

Of the 63,316 migrants assisted in 2018, nearly half - 30,919 persons, that is 49% of all program 

beneficiaries—were assisted by IOM in just two countries, Germany and Niger, each with around 15,000 

migrants. 

More broadly, 2018 confirmed other key trends, such as an increase in assisted voluntary returns from non-

EEA regions and Switzerland, particularly in West and Central Africa, as well as an increase in the workload 

for assistance to migrants in vulnerable situations around the world. 

Among those who chose to return, the Iraqis made up the largest contingent in 2018, with 5,661 returnees, 

followed by Guinea (5,088), Ethiopia (4,792), Mali (4,042), Georgia (2,681), Afghanistan (2,232), Albania 

(2,167), Russia (1,952), Ukraine (1,901) and Côte d’Ivoire (1,834). In addition, 65 IOM country offices in host 

or transit countries provided reintegration-related counseling services to 18,274 beneficiaries before their 

departure. 

Source: https://news.un.org/fr/story  

https://www.iom.int/fr
https://news.un.org/fr/story
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By country of return from ECOWAS (graph 71), Nigeria has 7,962 voluntary returning migrants. Mali 

(7,669), Guinea (1,970) and Senegal (1,033) stand out for their numbers, that is 36%, 34%, 9% and 5% 

respectively. Despite their low demographic weight, Cabo Verde (998 or 4.5%) and The Gambia (856 or 

3.8%) have a large number of voluntary returnees. Numbers are particularly low for several countries, in 

particular for Niger, which is a hotspot. Migrants who have benefited from the assisted return program 

in Niger are not counted in these results because they come from ECOWAS.   

The same observation must also be noted in the difference that would exist within the number of 
migrants according to the various sources. The IOM statistics presented in the boxes take into account 
beneficiaries in reception centers by nationality as citizens of their country of origin. That is why there 
are differences. 

GRAPH 71: VOLUNTARY RETURNS BY ECOWAS MEMBER STATE   

 
SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

According to Graph 71 below, irrespective of the countries of the ECOWAS region, migrants come more 

from other regions of Africa. Only Nigeria is experiencing diversification according to the regions of 

origin of migrants. There are almost as many migrants from non-ECOWAS Africa (2,832) as from the 

European Union (2,595) and those who have returned from other parts of the world (2,454). The region 

of origin also varies for Cabo Verde. In contrast, for the other countries, particularly Mali, Guinea, 

Senegal, The Gambia and Guinea Bissau, almost all migrants returned voluntarily in their country of 

origin from another region of Africa. 

GRAPH72: VOLUNTARY RETURNS ACCORDING TO THE COUNTRY AND BY REGION OF ORIGIN 
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Source: DRS/ECOWAS, Migration data 

 

3.11.2 Profile of voluntary returns by age and gender  

Given that the majority of international migrants from West Africa are young, it is therefore evident that 

the majority of those who benefit from assisted voluntary returns and integration are also young. 

Indeed, 17,240 migrants, that is 80.6% are 15 to 34 years old. The number of migrants from the second 

part of the working population, aged 35–59 who have benefited from assisted voluntary return, is 3,751, 

i.e., just under one in five migrants (17.5%).  

The number of children who most often accompany their parents and that of the elderly are very low. 

They represent respectively 1.3% or 269 and 0.6% or 127 voluntary returning migrants (graph 73 below). 

GRAPH73: DISTRIBUTION OF VOLUNTARY RETURNS BY SPECIFIC AGE GROUP OF MIGRANTS 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, Migration data 

According to graph 74 below, the predominance of males over females in terms of migrant flows or 
stock is observed at the level of voluntary return of migrants. Indeed, 8 out of 10 voluntary returning 
migrants (81.9%) that is 18,079 are males compared to 18.1% for females who have returned 
voluntarily.  

GRAPH 74: DISTRIBUTION OF VOLUNTARY RETURNS BY GENDER  
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Source: DRS/ECOWAS, Migration data 

22,451 migrants from non-ECOWAS regions have benefited from the assisted voluntary return programs 

in ECOWAS countries. Depending on the region of origin, these migrants returned to their country of 

origin, mainly from African countries. Their current strength is 15,125 migrants, or 71%.  

In ten ECOWAS countries, i.e., 2/3 of the Community for which data is available on assisted voluntary 

return, 22,451 migrants from non-ECOWAS regions benefited from assisted voluntary return programs 

in the countries of the Community area. Depending on the region of origin, these migrants returned to 

their country of origin, mainly from African countries, i.e., 15,125 migrants corresponding to 71% of the 

beneficiaries of assisted return. With regard to the profile by age and gender, young people, aged 15–

34, have benefited the most from assisted voluntary return, reaching 17,204 or 80.6%, followed by the 

35–59 age group, with 3,751 or 17.5%. These two age groups, representing the potentially active 

population, constitute almost all of the beneficiaries of assisted return. Females represent only 18.7% or 

3,861. 
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3.12 Deportation in Situation of Irregular Migration 

Faced with the intensification of illegal migration linked to problems of economic development and 

insecurity in certain regions of Africa, the countries of destination are tightening migration management 

measures. These measures go from the restriction of conditions of entry to the deportation of migrants 

to their country of origin or to third countries that accept to host them. It appears as a fallback solution 

to the failures of immigration policies that is gaining importance worldwide as a mechanism for 

“managing” immigration.  

The statistics presented in this section are those of migrants deported to countries in the ECOWAS 

region. In total, there are 14,449 migrants deported to the ECOWAS region.  

 

3.12.1 Country of Destination and Regions of Origin of the Deportees  

The distribution of deported migrants by country is strongly correlated with the flow of immigration. 

According to the graph 75 below, Nigeria is the first destination country for deportations given its 

demographic weight. Indeed, about 8 out of ten (77.6%), that is 11,226 migrants, were deported to 

Nigeria.  

GRAPH75: DISTRIBUTION OF DEPORTEES BY COUNTRY  

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

Depending on the region of origin (graph 76), the deportees do not come only from the European Union 

or North America, which are the regions which make the headlines on illegal migration. Only 1,631 or 

11% and 305 or 2% of migrants were deported from the EU and North America respectively. The 

majority of the deportees, 7,354 or 51% returned to the ECOWAS region from non-ECOWAS African 

countries and 5,159 or 36% from other regions of the world.  

It should be noted that the route of clandestine migration to Europe goes through many African transit 

countries such as Morocco and the Maghreb countries (Algeria, Libya and Tunisia). Deportations of 

migrants to borders occur mainly in these transit countries.  
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GRAPH 76: DISTRIBUTION OF DEPORTED BY REGION OF ORIGIN 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

 

3.12.2 Profile of the Deportees  

The majority of the deportees in ECOWAS are males. Indeed, males are the most numerous. The same 

observation is made for almost all of the national deportees. According to the two graphs below, the 

number of deported male migrants stands at 9,175 or 63% against 5,274 of female deported migrants, 

or 37%. As regards citizenship (see graph 77), 91% of deportees, or 13,205 are nationals. 

GRAPH77: DISTRIBUTION OF DEPORTEES BY GENDER 

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

GRAPH78: DISTRIBUTION OF DEPORTEES BY CITIZENSHIP  

 

SOURCE: DRS/ECOWAS, MIGRATION DATA 

SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS 
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14,449 migrants were deported while heading to the ECOWAS region. According to the region of origin 

of the deported migrants, more than half (51%) or 7,354 of deportees returned from non-ECOWAS 

African countries and 1,631 or 11% from European Union countries. The profile of deported migrants 

shows that, most of the deportees are males, 9,175 or 63% and almost all deportees have returned to 

their country of citizenship. The number of nationals is estimated at 13,205 representing a proportion of 

91%. 
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4.1 Migration and education  

4.1.1 Education as a factor of international migration 

Migration and education evolve in a multidimensional field. Education and skill acquisition play an 

important role in many stages of an individual’s migration. Young individuals can develop knowledge, 

skills, and competences and contribute to socioeconomic development (UNESCO, 2017b) through 

migration. The differential returns to skills in the country of origin and in the country of destination are 

one of the main drivers of migration. Education becomes a factor of international migration especially at 

university level. The economic success of the immigrant in the country of destination is to a large extent 

determined by his educational background, the degree of transferability of these skills in the labor 

market of the host country and the amount he invests in other skills after his arrival. The desire to 

acquire deeper skills in host countries with high valorization in the home country might be another 

important reason for migrating. 

The motivations vary. For many young people, especially in developing countries like those in West 

Africa, universities nationally do not provide them with an internationally competitive level of education 

that can propel them into good careers. So according to Samuel Hall Consulting, 2015, most young 

people think that a “good education” can only be obtained abroad. The hope of studying in a developed 

country has become a key element in some societies. The expectation of international migration 

structures educational choices, such as the language to be learned and the classes to be taken, in order 

to facilitate subsequent migration (Ali, 2007). There is also hope of acquiring a better job, either in the 

country of origin or of destination after graduation (Samuel Hall Consulting, 2015). However, it should 

be noted that the qualifications of developing countries are often not recognized in developed 

economies. These migrants can then enroll in training courses allowing them to convert their capacities 

into recognized qualifications (Banerjee & Verma, 2009; Bloch, 2005). So, education may not have been 

the driver behind their migration, but becomes important once they have migrated.  

From a perspective analysis of a future migration, the decisions of migrants regarding their own 

educational investment and their expectations regarding future projects can affect the level of 

educational of the population in the countries of origin. But, by alleviating the constraints of 

remittances, migration can thus help some to access the right educational training. Renewed global 

competition for skilled migrant labor could further increase the challenge of brain drain in the ECOWAS 

region through student mobility. Likewise, migratory flows have an impact on the educational outcomes 

of a society (Economics of Education Review, 2009:739–749). ECOWAS Member States must meet the 

challenges of seeking higher education abroad, by improving educational standards in their home 

countries, in order to reduce emigration and brain drain. 

 

4.1.2 Labor Migration and Education 

Far from being a new phenomenon, international mobility has significantly increased since the 1960s. 

The current context of globalization tends to accelerate migration dynamics while at the same time 

occurs a rise in levels of education. Thus, the sustainability of the increase in brain drain in the world 

raises questions and reflections. 
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The weight of the flow of skilled migrants, combined with the relative fragility of data, poses the need to 

address the problem of brain drain in depth. A case-by-case analysis is necessary (Fanny-Aude 

Bellemare, 2010).  

 

4.2 Diaspora Implication  

The countries of the ECOWAS sub-region have a strong involvement of the diaspora in the countries of 

origin. Many people of the diaspora living and working in the ECOWAS sub-region and other parts of the 

world remain strongly linked to their countries of origin. For example, the Liberian diaspora regularly 

returns home to provide counseling services in the health, agriculture and education sectors. Some are 

employed in the public and private sectors of the economy and help build the nation. 

The aim is to use the development potential of migration to strengthen the diaspora link with countries 

of origin, facilitate its engagement through knowledge transfer and entrepreneurship. All actions in this 

regard must aim at its contribution to sustainable development and poverty reduction. For example, in 

Liberia, after the civil war, most of the people from ECOWAS countries closely linked to their home 

country engaged in knowledge transfer. The diaspora at the center of all actions, using its potential as 

experts or entrepreneurs to support the development of their country of origin. They contribute to their 

new country but can also be powerful development actors in their former country. Their expertise, 

cultural affinity and strong commitment can make them entrepreneurs in business, trade, innovation, 

international experts, as well as excellent agents of human and economic development. 

The data available on the diaspora is analyzed as follows: ECOWAS Member States, non-ECOWAS Africa, 

North America, European Union and other regions respectively: 

- Graph 58 reveals a total of 242,739 members of the diaspora (65.2% males and 34.8% females) in 

ECOWAS. The data seem to explain that most members of the diaspora in ECOWAS Member States have 

migrated with their children. 

- The diaspora of non-ECOWAS Africa broken down by age and gender suggests that 27,271 (55.1% 

males and 44.9% females) were considered to be members of the diaspora in ECOWAS Member States. 

The data in Figure 60 indicates the presence of approximately 9,381 (5,581 males and 3,800 females) 

members of the EU diaspora in the ECOWAS region. 

- North America has also contributed to the number of members of the diaspora in the ECOWAS region. 

Data shows that a majority of North American members of the diaspora are migrant workers (15–18 

years old). 

- Other diasporas refer to other nationals, excluding these regions of the world, ECOWAS, non-ECOWAS 

Africa, the EU and North America. The data in Figure below shows the distribution of other diasporas 

within the ECOWAS region by age and gender specifically. These other nationals move with fewer 

children; which means low dependency as parents are more engaged in paid work and a good lifestyle 

as well as in birth control. The countries of the ECOWAS region have a strong involvement of the 

diaspora in the countries of origin. Many diasporas living and working in the ECOWAS sub-region and 

other parts of the world remain strongly linked to their countries of origin. 
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4.3 Governance of ECOWAS Borders 

The border governance system is the main control mechanism for the overall migration management. 

Developments in the world, in particular the advent of globalization, have resulted in accelerated 

movement across international borders, thus placing increased pressure on existing border control 

mechanisms in West Africa. The problems of “mixed flows” and “irregular flows” of people across 

national borders have raised new challenges which require the strengthening of the capacity of border 

management agents to analyze the changing dynamics of international migration and to distinguish 

between legitimate and non-legitimate persons and legitimate or non-legitimate reasons of entry and 

stay. 

Borders are therefore the nodes that link the State’s public action in the security, economic, 

commercial, infrastructural, environmental, social, ..., sectors. Their governance system helps the States 

concerned and the region to develop border policies and at the same time facilitates the coherence of 

procedures and practices of the relevant agencies to strengthen coherence and jointly promote their 

intervention. 

The ability to resolve migration issues is a fundamental condition for responsible national governance, 

effective international relations and full participation in international or regional institutions. Although 

migration has been primarily a positive force for development in countries of origin and destination, 

unregulated migration can have social, financial and political costs for individuals, societies and 

governments. Comprehensive, transparent and coherent approaches to immigration on border 

governance processes, involving all countries in the migration continuum, can help to minimize the 

negative impact of migration and preserve its integrity as a natural social process. (International 

Organization for Migration—IOM, 1211 Geneva—www.iom.int.) 

      

4.3.1 Function of the Borders 

Borders should be understood as an instrument for promoting peace, security and stability and as 

facilitating areas for regional integration and sustainable development. In this regard, the political, 

economic and strategic choices of the State to assert its sovereignty must define a border regime 

capable of combining national, regional and continental interests. Borders should also be seen as 

political membranes of implemented policies, as well as a point of contact, a junction, a gateway and 

bridges, and also have a function of separation, control and protection within and between Member 

States. 

 

4.3.2 An Efficient Border Governance 

For effective border governance, States are encouraged to develop appropriate immigration policies and 

legislation. They must develop administrative structures, operational systems and the human resource 

base necessary to effectively respond to various migration challenges, and establish an appropriate 

migration on governance aimed at promoting peace, security and stability, improving and accelerating 

integration through effective border governance while facilitating the movement of people, goods, 

services and capital between Member States.  

http://www.iom.int/
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Member States should promote subsidiarity and partnership and strengthen local capacities, not only at 

the central level, but also at the level of local communities (border communities).  

The main operational elements of an effective border governance system are interconnected 

(preferably automated) subsystems which will include trained staff, audit capacity, interagency and 

international cooperation and strategic partnerships with carriers and industry. 

 

4.3.3 Staff in charge of border management 

The efficiency and effectiveness of border management are problematic in the globalized economy. The 

growing economic disparity between the States, illegal immigration, transnational crime and terrorism 

seriously undermine the ability of States to control their borders. At the same time, these factors 

provide a political imperative to maintain the image of the State as capable of exercising border control. 

In order to ensure security and peace at the different borders, various security corps are placed at the 

borders. One can therefore see the military, police, immigration service, customs, firefighters, drug 

control, port health services, etc. In most French-speaking countries such as Benin, Burkina Faso and the 

Côte d’Ivoire, there are only three different corps fulfilling all the functions mentioned (police, customs 

and health officer). But in most of the English-speaking countries like Nigeria and Liberia, these functions 

are carried out by no less than seven different security corps. Thus, a separate distinction is made 

between 1. immigration, 2. personalized, 3. health, 4. military, 5. drug control, 6. police and 7. fire 

services. The functions carried out could be reduced to controlling the entry and exit of migrants, 

surveillance and border patrols, enforcement of laws and regulations between States and detaining 

illegal immigrants, etc. 

 

4.3.4 Functions of Corps Present at Borders 

The role of the police is to prevent crime at the border. It keeps an eye on the crime situation in its 

district of responsibility. It also ensures the protection of the life of every citizen of the region and 

prevent crimes likely to cause human death, preserves social order and arrest delinquents. With regard 

to the entities fighting against drugs, they look for illicit products in partnership with international 

agencies to fight against drug trafficking. It patrols at the borders to prevent the import and export of 

hard drugs; Lastly, they investigate drug-related crimes. In addition, personalized services proceed to 

the collection of revenue from activities involving import/excise duties, monitoring and combating all 

forms of smuggling activities, alerting on imports that pose threats security and work in collaboration 

with other security parastatals. Health agents for their part carry out controls on shipments of foodstuffs 

and animal feed in order to ensure that only products which are safe for consumption enter the food 

chain. 

The military is, on the other hand, responsible for border security and control, preventing cross-border 

crimes, unauthorized entry or exit from territories, smuggling and any other illegal activity at the border. 

They perform special tasks related to intelligence and the provision of cross-border escorts as well as 

army guides in border areas.  

Beyond these functions well distributed between the corps at the borders, armed violence and conflicts 

between security organs is a recurring problem in West Africa. One of the main obstacles to lasting 
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peace and security in West Africa is the exploitative and predatory relationship between State security 

institutions and the populations in general, in which the latter are more victims than beneficiaries of 

poorly motivated, poorly trained and poorly governed people. Security institutions (Ebo, 2007). 

In fact, security remains a problematic issue not only in the West African region, but across the African 

continent. The main objective of border governance is the prevention and elimination of cross-border 

threats. Given the vast dimension of borders and the complex interrelationships of threats, it is clear 

that the response to cross-border crime and insecurity must be multidimensional, inclusive and 

comprehensive. If borders are porous and do not fulfill their function of separation, control and 

protection, dangers to the State take the form of transnational organized crime (TOC), functioning of 

violent armed groups, movement of illegal and dangerous goods or communicable diseases.  

 

4.3.5 Cross-Border Cooperation Networks in West Africa 

Cross-border cooperation means any act or policy aimed at promoting and strengthening good 

neighborly relations between the border population, communities and administrations or other 

stakeholders under the jurisdiction of two or more States, including entering into a useful agreement for 

this purpose. A study conducted by Walther, O. in 2017, showed that West African borders are at the 

heart of policies designed to encourage regional trade and combat political instability. Rediscovering the 

peripheries of the nation-State has fostered a proliferation of institutional initiatives aimed at cultivating 

cooperation between countries, regions and municipalities while ensuring protection and promoting the 

interests and rights of people living in border regions. Despite these regional initiatives, the effective 

functioning of cross-border cooperation is still largely unknown in West African States. 

He further revealed that the political vision for cross-border cooperation in West Africa was based on 

two main models of integration: an EU-inspired model that prioritizes institutional structures, and a 

model shaped by American influences and focused on interactions between socioeconomic actors. In 

the long term, the success of cross-border cooperation will be determined by the adoption of an 

integration model more closely related to the socioeconomic and political specificities of the region. And 

this cross-border cooperation should be more systematically approached from the angle of relations, 

that is to say considering the interactions that take place between its actors (information and power 

networks). 

 

4.3.6 ECOWAS Member States and international conventions 

Almost all ECOWAS Member States have signed, ratified and adopted various international conventions, 

treaties and laws which comply with the standards and codes involving migration processes. 

These include 

i. the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights of 1981, which affirms that everyone has the 

right to equal protection before the law and prohibits the mass expulsion of non-nationals. This 

comprehensive legal framework for the protection of human rights and the freedom of migrants 

has been supplemented by other conventions, including the (then) Convention of the Organization 

of African Unity Governing the Specific Aspects of Refugee Problems in Africa, 1969; 
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ii. The African Union Convention for the Protection and Assistance of Internally Displaced Persons in 

Africa (Kampala Convention, 2009), which for the first time comprehensively addressed the 

regional agreement on internal displacement and, above all, of the African Charter on the Rights 

and Welfare of the Child. 

iii. Other relevant conventions include the 1984 Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, 

Inhuman, Degrading Treatment or Punishment (ratified on June 28, 2001); 

iv. The United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime - 2000 (28 June 2001); 

v. The 2000 Protocol against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea and Air, supplementing the 

United Nations Convention against Organized Crime (September 27, 2001); and the United 

Nations Convention against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances 

(November 1, 1989). 

The Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, especially Women and Children, 

supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime - 2000, ratified on 

28 June 2001. In addition, like other countries in the region, Nigeria has ratified all eight core ILO 

Conventions, including the 1997 Migrant Workers Convention. 

 

4.3.7 ECOWAS Protocol on Free Movement of Persons, Residence and Establishment 

Freedom of movement is enshrined in the ECOWAS Protocol on Free Movement of Persons, Residence 

and Establishment of May 29, 1979. The protocol allows the following: 

i. To enter any ECOWAS State without a visa; 

ii. Reside in any ECOWAS Member State for up to 90 days without a visa; and to apply, after 90 

days, for a permanent residence permit which allows to set up a business, look for a job and 

invest. 

The first phase was the establishment and adoption of an ECOWAS passport in 2000; the removal of visa 

requirements if the stay does not exceed 90 days, which has also been achieved. 

The objectives of the second and third phases, which are respectively the right of residence and the 

right of establishment, have not yet been implemented. 

According to a report by the United Nations Economic Commission for Africa, the 1975 Lagos Treaty did 

not contain elements relating to issues of peace, security, stability and governance. The maintenance of 

regional peace, stability, and security through the promotion and strengthening of good-neighborliness 

was therefore incorporated into the revised ECOWAS Treaty in 1993 as one of the fundamental 

principles set out in Article (4). However, due to regional instability in the ECOWAS region, Member 

States adopted the Non-Aggression Protocol in 1978. The Protocol has been enriched and in May 1981, 

the ECOWAS Member States signed the Protocol on Mutual Assistance in Defense against Any Threat or 

Armed Aggression Against a Member State. The Defense Committee and Council as well as the 

Community Allied Armed Force were both created to serve the stated purpose. In the face of growing 

tensions in the West African region, a coalition of English-speaking Member States decided to create an 

armed force in 1990 to maintain peace and security, known as the Economic Community of West African 

States’ Cease‑ fire Monitoring Group. 
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The Monitoring Group intervened, among others, in Liberia in 1990, in Sierra Leone in 1997 and in 

Guinea Bissau in 1999. 

The Protocol relating to the Mechanism for Conflict Prevention, Management, Resolution, Peacekeeping 

and Security was adopted in December 1999 and is certainly the most comprehensive protocol 

concerning peace and security in the region. It deals with peacekeeping, humanitarian support and 

peacebuilding capacities as well as the issue of cross-border crime. 

In addition, ECOWAS Member States also adopted the Additional Protocol on Democracy and Good 

Governance in 2001 as an instrument for promoting peace and security in West Africa. In this context, 

ECOWAS has put in place institutions and programs in order to fulfill the commitments of the above-

mentioned protocols, in particular: The Mediation and Security Council, the early warning and response 

network, the ECOWAS Standby Force, the ECOWAS Conflict Prevention Framework. 

As recommendations,  

i. Border governance must be strengthened in terms of technology, infrastructure, traveler 

inspection processes and staff training; 

ii. There should be adequate implementation of protocols and laws governing border governance 

in the ECOWAS region, especially this one on free movement of persons; 

iii. The objectives of the second and third phases on the Protocols on the Free Movement of the 

Member States (right of residence and right of establishment) should be implemented; 

iv. Cross-border cooperation between Member States is necessary as is the establishment of an 

ECOWAS border governance strategy. 

v. The development of the administrative structures and operational systems and the necessary 

human resource base to respond effectively to the various migration challenges; 

vi. The West African region should take into account the range of needs, institutional systems and 

level of development of the region and provide public goods adapted to specific socioeconomic 

challenges of each Member State. 

 

4.4 Irregular migration  

The issue of migration within ECOWAS is far from being a recent issue. It has nevertheless undergone 

some upheaval in recent years. Since the tightening of migration policies in transit and destination 

countries and with the closure of the Schengen area, a new form of migration, known as irregular, has 

emerged, to the extent that migrants are now forced to enter or stay illegally.     

Irregular migratory movements are considerable on the African continent, in particular within West 

Africa, towards North Africa (mainly to Libya), in the Horn of Africa and towards Southern Africa. It is 

estimated that movements between countries of the Economic Community of West African States 

(ECOWAS) are much larger than movements between ECOWAS and other regions: they represent more 

than 80% of all migratory flows from ECOWAS (IOM and International Center for Migration Policy 

Development 2015). 

Challenges remain to establish with accuracy the true extent of the phenomenon of irregular migration. 

With the strong media coverage of this “phenomenon,” this form of migration is sometimes approached 

superficially.  
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Although the ECOWAS Protocol on Free Movement prohibits mass expulsions, Additional Protocol of 

1986 authorizes individual expulsion of an ECOWAS citizen in accordance with the laws and regulations 

applicable in the host Member State (Article 14). All things that facilitate free movement, and reduce 

cases of irregular migration, especially since it is the difficulties of entering a country that mainly 

generate irregular migration. In practice, approaches differ from State to State. Thus, in 2018t, there are 

14,449 migrants deported to the ECOWAS region. They came mainly from the non-ECOWAS African 

region (51%), the EU (11%) and other regions (36%). Nigeria remains the leading destination country for 

deportations (77.6%). 

 

4.5 Forced Displacement 

Although forced displacement is a global phenomenon, it is in Africa that it is most pronounced. Africa is 

home to more than a third of the world’s displaced population. As of 31 December 2018, the continent 

was host to some 16.8 million internally displaced persons, 7.4 million refugees and 712,000 stateless 

persons5. As part of this study, the analysis of forced displacement will focus on refugees and internally 

displaced persons. 

In 2018, the total refugee population in ECOWAS Member States was estimated at 326,287 refugees. 

Nigeria was the first country of origin for refugees in the ECOWAS region.  

Community violence and conflicts have generated massive displacement of populations within ECOWAS 

States. The Internal Displacement Monitoring Center (IDMC) estimated the number of internally 

displaced persons (IDPs) linked to conflicts/violence in the ECOWAS region at 2,870,500 and new 

displacements at 773,200. In Nigeria, banditry, criminal activity and community clashes resulted in 

541,000 new displacements and 2,216,000 IDPs linked to conflict/violence. Community violence has also 

led to new displacements in Mali (126,000), Niger (52,000) and Burkina Faso (42,000). 

Africa as a whole, and sub-Saharan countries in particular, is experiencing unprecedented urbanization 

and economic and demographic growth, which has increased the number of people exposed to natural 

hazards. The number of new displacements linked to natural disasters in the ECOWAS region is 

estimated at 786,902 IDPs. Nigeria remains the first country of origin of IDPs in the ECOWAS region with 

613,000 new displacements and is followed by Ghana (61,000). 

 

4.6 Internal Migration  

4.6.1 Flows of regular immigrants 

Table 7 below gives an overview of the internal flows of regular immigrants between the various 
ECOWAS countries. A total of 605,875 migrants constitute the target population for this analysis. Liberia 
stands out as the country that received more migrants from the ECOWAS region in 2018. It is followed 
by Nigeria and Côte d’Ivoire. The Gambia; Guinea Bissau and Cabo Verde are the countries that hosted 
fewer migrants in 2018. 

                                                           

5  Report on Internal Displacement in Africa, December 2019. 
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TABLE7: TABLE X1 FLOWS OF REGULAR IMMIGRANTS IN THE ECOWAS REGION 

Country 

Benin 

Burkina 

Faso 

Cabo 

Verde 

Côte 

d’Ivoir

e Gambia Ghana Guinea 

Guinea 

Bissau Liberia Mali Niger Nigeria Senegal 

Sierra 

Leone Togo Total 

Benin                40,180 

Burkina Faso                47,944 

Cabo Verde        160     17   177 

Côte d’Ivoire 
1,188 39,761 2  11 1,878 3,698 101 248 12,102 2,894 963 923 16 

2,19

2 
65,977 

The Gambia                3,928 

Ghana                21,898 

Guinea 366 488 21 3,614 259 627  712 1802 4728 187 409 1666 8,391 513 23,783 

Guinea Bissau 8 2  3 328 1 222  1 67 36 2 2586   3,256 

Liberia 156 763  9,754 1,383 18,274 74,976   3238 314 12,822 904 24,967 949 148,500 

Mali                56,106 

Niger                56,555 

Nigeria 
16,392 708 17 792 586 9,252 242 121 1279 12,264 

14,84

3  13,780 1,328 

8,60

2 
80,206 

Senegal                25,270 

Sierra Leone 131 134 7 319 635 3,297 690 72 602 82 47 3,786 711  134 10,647 

Togo                21,448 

Total 605,875 

 

4.6.2  Flows of regular emigrants 

Table 8 below gives an overview of the exchanges of regular emigrants flows between the various 

ECOWAS countries. A total of 263,663 migrants constitute the target population for this analysis. 

It appears from the analysis of the table below that most of the countries in the ECOWAS region have 

exchanges of migratory flows between them and these exchanges vary from one country to another. In 

fact, the population of Guinea Conakry migrates mainly to Senegal, Côte d’Ivoire and Liberia. This could 

be justified by the geographical proximity, on the one hand, and the economic opportunities offered by 

these countries on the other. As for Benin, Ghana and Niger, they attract more nationals of Nigeria while 

Cabo Verde and Guinea Bissau attract more nationals of Senegal. This could be justified by the 

geographical proximity offered by these countries. Togolese nationals mainly go to Benin, Nigeria and 

Ghana. While those from Sierra Leone and Liberia go mainly to Ghana, Guinea and Nigeria with a 

preference in Guinea Conakry for nationals of Liberia.  
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TABLE8: FLOWS OF REGULAR EMIGRANTS IN THE ECOWAS REGION 

COUNTRY 

FLOWS OF REGULAR IMMIGRANTS 

BENIN 

BURKIN

A FASO 

CABO 

VERD

E RCI 

THE 

GAMBIA GHANA GUINEA 

GUINEA 

BISSAU LIBERIA MALI NIGER NIGERIA 

SENEGA

L 

SIERRA 

LEONE TOGO TOTAL 

BENIN                 

BURKINA 

FASO                 

CABO VERDE                 

CÔTE D’IVOIRE                 

THE GAMBIA                 

GHANA                 

GUINEA 618 258 111 18,507 8748 638   7927 15079 6,279 79 623 46,975 6715 457 113,014 

GUINEA 

BISSAU 10 5     263 1 261     34 36   2085     2,695 

LIBERIA 20 37   503 69 1,297 3,278     162 30 595 44 1,233 45 7,313 

MALI                                 

NIGER                                 

NIGERIA 21,263 783 67 187 1,846 10,729 607 166 8,066 16,252 14,881   13,037 242 5,160 93,286 

SENEGAL 406 467 880 7,887 9,102 92 2,621 1,440 119 4,833 288 429   171 180 28,915 

SIERRA LEONE 127 87 9 213 539 1,846 674 37 427 45 28 2,253 641   83 7,009 

TOGO 2,695 213   793   5,094       330 105 2,201       11,431 

TOTAL   263,663 

 

From graph 79 below, it appears that the largest regular migratory flows are with Nigeria, Côte d’Ivoire, 

Mali, Niger, Guinea and Liberia. Nevertheless, if these last two countries have relatively large numbers, 

they are not the most populous of ECOWAS. It just goes to show that the demographic weight of a 

country is not enough to justify mobility of people in the ECOWAS area. 

Thus, the analysis of the flow of regular immigrants highlights three profiles: the countries with a low 

destination of migrants, which are Gambia, Cabo Verde, Guinea Bissau, Ghana, Togo and Sierra Leone. 

Medium destination countries such as Benin, Burkina Faso, Senegal and Guinea Conakry and high 

destination countries such as Nigeria, Liberia, Guinea, Mali, Niger and Côte d’Ivoire. 

The analysis of the flow of regular emigrants, also highlights three profiles: the countries with low 

departures of natives, which are Sierra Leone, Guinea Bissau and Liberia. Medium-departure Countries 

such as Togo and Senegal and countries with high departures such as Nigeria and Guinea. 
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GRAPH79: REGULAR MIGRATORY FLOW BY ECOWAS MEMBER STATE 

  

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data 

 

4.6.3 Stock of regular immigrants  

Table n° 9 below gives an overview of the exchanges of regular emigrants flows between the various 

ECOWAS countries. A total of 3,916,572 migrants constitute the target population for this analysis. 

The analysis of table n° 9 below shows that all the countries of the ECOWAS region have exchanges of 

migratory stocks between them and these exchanges vary from one country to another. 

Indeed, nationals of Benin migrate mainly to Burkina Faso, Nigeria and Togo. While those from Burkina 

Faso and Niger migrate more to Côte d’Ivoire and Nigeria. This could be justified by the geographical 

proximity, on the one hand, and the economic opportunities offered by these countries on the other. 

There is also reciprocity in terms of migratory exchanges between Mali and Burkina Faso, on the one 

hand, and Togo and Benin on the other.  

Senegal attracts more nationals from Guinea Conakry, Mali and Gambia and Ghana attracts more 

nationals from Nigeria, Togo and Burkina Faso. Nationals of Togo mainly go to Benin, Nigeria and Ghana. 

While those from Sierra Leone and Liberia go mainly to Ghana, and Nigeria with a preference in Guinea 

Conakry for nationals of Liberia. There is also reciprocity in terms of migratory exchanges between these 

two (2) countries mentioned above. 

TABLE9: STOCK OF REGULAR IMMIGRANTS IN THE ECOWAS REGION 

Country 
 

Benin 

Burkina 

Faso 

Cabo 

Verde 

Côte 

d’Ivoire Gambia Ghana Guinea 

Guinea 

Bissau Liberia Mali Niger Nigeria Senegal 

Sierra 

Leone Togo Total 

Benin   11,116 79 29,559 150 13,961 1,179 752 334 3,019 67,209 74,970 1335 44 97,639 301,346 

Burkina Faso 152957                             152,957 

Cabo Verde         158 16 336 4493       271 830 84   6,188 
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Côte d’Ivoire 46567 1,402,408 89 288 55,858 105,347 924 6043 388,694 8,808 89,721 27,289 18,240 288 70,262 2,220 826 

The Gambia                                 

Ghana   36,869   6,010 2,319       16,090     149,966   1252 38,417 250,923 

Guinea 366 488 21 3,609 259 627   706 1,802 4,718 182 408 1,665 8,387 513 23,751 

Guinea Bissau 18 32 2,722 62 915 10 191   29 89 36 40 3,087 24 40 7,295 

Liberia 167 382   4,877 691 12,960 37,489     1,182 314 5,921 452 12,484 474 77,393 

Mali 626 8839 519 16,887 197 772 11,067 8,341     3,686 1,210 3,401   1,062 56,607 

Niger 17,959 15,482 601 23,153 718 7,429 6,523 561 2,644 30,392   45,462 27,134 398 9,084 187,540 

Nigeria 166,537 21,638 47 297 43 452 30 40 594 140 45,462   19 921 10,608 246,828 

Senegal 1,892 2,933 811 12,284 34,446 1,130 102,599 19,850 324 26,537 2184 2,413   663 2,046 210,112 

Sierra Leone 131 126 11 351 639 2,828 694 68 606 86 47 3,702 866   134 10,289 

Togo 55,074 11,940   9,598 346 37,567 1,944 692   3163 26897 16,603 692     164,517 

Total  3,916,572 

 

4.6.4 Stock of regular emigrants 

Table n° 11 below gives an overview of the exchanges of regular emigrants flows between the various 

ECOWAS countries. A total of 2,039,274 migrants constitute the target population for this analysis. 

The analysis of table n° 11 below shows that all the countries of the ECOWAS region have exchanges of 

migratory stocks between them and these exchanges vary from one country to another. 

Indeed, nationals of Burkina Faso migrate mainly to Côte d’Ivoire, Mali and Ghana. While those from 

Niger migrate more to Nigeria and Côte d’Ivoire. This could be justified by the geographical proximity, 

on the one hand, and the economic opportunities offered by these countries on the other. There is also 

reciprocity in terms of migratory exchanges between Mali and Burkina Faso, on the one hand, and 

Liberia and Sierra Leone on the other.  

TABLE10: STOCK OF REGULAR EMIGRANTS IN THE ECOWAS REGION 

Country 
Benin 

Burkina 

Faso 

Cabo 

Verde RCI 

The 

Gambia Ghana Guinea 

Guinea 

Bissau Liberia Mali Niger Nigeria Senegal 

Sierra 

Leone Togo Total 

Benin                 

Burkina Faso 1,858   168,785  10,167 6613 2,504 133 18,405 2,583 3,626 1,827  568 217,069 

Cabo Verde                 

Côte d’Ivoire                 

The Gambia                23,025 

Ghana                 

Guinea                 

Guinea Bissau                551,816 

Liberia 20 37  503 69 1,297 3,278   162 30 594 44 1,233 45 7,312 

Mali 36 8,339 519 16,887 197 690 2,984 640 263  2,196 140 2,417 343 814 36,465 
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Niger 48,227 47,002 13,585 72,429 3540 44,891 9,281 3,070 3,305 64,546  220,155 57,525 2,606 30,213 620,375 

Nigeria 74,970 3,626 271 79,965 149,966 408 408  5,921 1,210 206,580  2,413 3,702 16,603 546,043 

Senegal                 

Sierra Leone 127 14 14 351 682 2,763 1,162 66 684 70 49 3,413 921  129 10,445 

Togo 6,483 299  3,684 151 7,927    285 1,172 6,723    26,724 

Total   2,039,274 

 

From graph 80 below, it appears that the largest regular migratory stocks are with Côte d’Ivoire, Niger, 

Nigeria, Burkina Faso, Guinea Bissau and Benin. Nevertheless, if these last two (2) countries have 

relatively large numbers, they are not the most populous of ECOWAS. It just goes to show that the 

demographic weight of a country is not enough to justify mobility of people in the ECOWAS area. 

Thus, the analysis of the flow of regular immigrants highlights three profiles: the countries with a low 

destination of migrants, which are Gambia, Cabo Verde, Guinea Bissau, Ghana, Togo and Sierra Leone. 

Medium-destination countries such as Mali, Burkina Faso and Liberia and high-destination countries 

such as Côte d’Ivoire, Nigeria, Benin, Senegal, Mali, Niger and Togo. 

The analysis of the flow of regular emigrants, also highlights three profiles: the countries with low 

departures of natives, which are Sierra Leone, and Liberia. Medium-departure countries such as The 

Gambia, Togo and Mali and high-departure countries such as Nigeria, Niger, Burkina Faso and Guinea 

Bissau. 

GRAPH80: STOCK OF REGULAR MIGRATORY BY ECOWAS MEMBER STATE 

 

Source: DRS/ECOWAS, 2018 migration data  

 

4.7 Migration and trade 

Significant progress has been made in the application of the provisions relating to the free movement of 

persons. The effective abolition of entry visas in all ECOWAS Member States, recognition of the right of 

residence and establishment to citizens of the community are examples. The right of establishment is 

the right granted to a citizen, who is a national of one Member State, to settle or establish in another 

Member State other than his State of origin, and to have access to economic activities, to carry out 
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these activities as well as to set up and manage enterprises, and in particular companies, under 

conditions defined by the legislation of the host Member State for its own nationals. This provision is an 

important factor in the economic integration of migrants. Furthermore, to allow trade and payment for 

intra-regional transactions within the community, inter-State transport and road transit facilitation 

programs are being implemented.  

All these provisions have made the community space an inter-regional trade zone fueled by the 

development of several corridors, the most important of which are Lagos-Abidjan, Dakar-Bamako, and 

the major transnational roads serving landlocked countries. In various countries, trade channels are run 

by migrants. 
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Chapter V 
Challenges and constraints related 

to the analysis of migration 
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5.1  Situation of migration data collection 

From the processing of data collected from States through the National Focal Points, migration data, the 

response rate, in other words, filling in the collection questionnaire reached 65%. With the multiple 

reminders and technical support from the States, it should be noted that the minimum list of 6 

indicators selected during the Abuja workshop in July 2019 was globally informed at more than 84%.  

The data collected and filled in, come from estimates based on census data and national surveys when 

these do not relate to the year of study.  

The summary of the completion of the ECOWAS questionnaire is presented by State as follows according 

to each indicator. 

 

S/ N Member State T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 

42% 1 Benin             

42% 2 Burkina Faso             

59% 3 Cabo Verde             

83% 4 Côte d’Ivoire             

90% 5 The Gambia             

16% 6 Ghana             

60% 7 Guinea Bissau             

75% 8 Guinea Conakry             

75% 9 Liberia              

75% 10 Mali             

50% 11 Niger             

83% 12 Nigeria             

83% 13 Senegal       

 

     

33% 14 Sierra Leone             

50% 15 Togo                         

 

5.2 Process for harmonizing data collection methods 

As part of the harmonization of data collection methods, it is essential to have the same concepts and 

definitions, the same data collection methodology, the same data sources and the same classifications 

to be used within the framework of migration within ECOWAS member countries. This can make data 

analysis more sustainable and of better quality.  

It should be noted at this level that countries were faced great difficulties from data collection to data 

quality at the regional level due to the fact that the sources of migration data are very limited, disparate 

and not centralized in most countries especially when it comes to administrative data sources. 

Sometimes national concepts and definitions are different from those used at international level. In this 

specific case, an analysis of concepts and definitions at national and international level is necessary, to 

meet international demands and ensure comparability of data. 

The analysis of the correspondence between national and international classifications can sometimes 

also show inconsistencies, due to the differences that exist in the list of products/activities. At this level, 
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it will also be necessary to harmonize this nomenclature to be used in the questionnaires which will be 

administered to the respondents. 

ECOWAS Member States must also use the same data sources in filling in the tables received in order to 

allow a better comparative analysis of the data within the ECOWAS region. 

Finally, we must also think about the harmonization of questions in surveys and censuses to understand 

the stocks and flows of migrants in the same way in the ECOWAS region and also to revitalize certain 

administrative sources par excellence on migration data. 

 

5.3 Governance of migration data management 

In general, there is no political coordination process in the field of migration in ECOWAS States. 

Migration management is carried out by various government ministries and development actors. There 

is no coordinated management system for statistical data on migration. Indeed, the National Institutes 

of Statistics (NSI), which are responsible for the coordination of statistical activities, have not yet taken 

on a monitoring role to date, as well as for the centralization of these data on migratory movements and 

their impact. Furthermore, the National Committee on Migration has not been set up in some countries. 

There is also the lack of a migration management policy in some countries. 

 

5.3.1 Difficulties encountered by the national actors during data collection: Cases of Liberia & 

Nigeria 

Migration data was not usually collected by states. The main data collected during the censuses 

concerned foreigners already living on the national territory. It’s the extent of the phenomenon over the 

past decade that has prompted several States whose national surveys and population censuses were 

underway to revise their data collection questionnaires to include modules on migration. This is the case 

in 2017 of The Gambia, Sierra Leone, Ghana, Côte d’Ivoire, Mali, Burkina Faso, Benin and Cabo Verde, 

which reinforced their collection questionnaire with the thematic on migration. However, the content of 

these modules differs from survey to survey within the same State and also from State to State.  

Regarding administrative data, they are far from being synthesized at the State level. Indeed, several 

administrations deployed in the same State collect data on the same aspects of migration and in 

different and/or partial ways. This limits national compilation, analysis of temporal trends and 

comparability between States. In addition, access to data from administrative sources, especially for 

indicators of regular migratory flows, is very difficult because of the sensitivity of the information 

contained in the files of these administrative services. 

Moreover, at the State level, it should be noted the absence of recent data on migration statistics and 

the level of disaggregation of the variables with existing data, which does not meet the information 

needs at the regional and international level.  
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5.3.2 Difficulties encountered by the regional actors during data collection 

At the regional level, several observations affected the analysis of data on indicators. These findings 

range from the diversity of definitions used by States on migration to the methods of collecting related 

data. The censuses were carried out more than 10 years apart in each country, and the completion 

intervals are almost all different between the 15 ECOWAS States. The same is true of national migration 

surveys which, although frequent in WAEMU countries, are not carried out simultaneously, let alone 

with the same questionnaire to facilitate data comparability. However, to correct these shortcomings, 

the ECOWAS Commission carried out the following: 

- Definition of common rules agreed on confidentiality and the clearly sensitive nature of 

migration statistics; 

- Harmonization of collection and management tools with international standards on migration 

data; 

- Improving the quality of migration data and data production procedures; 

- Development and approval of regional migration indicators; 

- Training of all national actors on regional and international standards; 

- Electronic dissemination and exchange of data and statistical results between national data 

providers. 

The large and fairly detailed questionnaire sent to the national focal points was partially completed by 

the States and the tables completed differ from one State to another. The fact is that the data produced 

hardly corresponds to regional and international indicators and often only covers partial aspects of 

these indicators.  

Actions in favor of correcting these shortcomings include: 

- Continuing to refresh national actors on migration regional concepts and standards; 

- the development of a harmonized questionnaire that responds to the context of the region and 

takes into account the availability of data in the States; 

- technical support to national actors in the collection, processing and analysis of data according 

to regional and international standards; 

- creation of a regional migration database. 

- Etc. 
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CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

This first report on ECOWAS regional migration indicators provides data to understand the situation of 

Member States on the management of the phenomenon in 2018. It serves as a reference guide for the 

Authorities of the Economic Community of West African States, policymakers of Member States and 

analysts, researchers and other potential users of migration data.  

This report deals with the flow and stock of regular migration, specific reasons for migration, 

characteristics of the immigrant population, labor migration, remittances, diaspora, stock of asylum 

seekers, stock of refugees, cases of registered trafficking in persons and assisted voluntary return and 

reintegration. Great efforts have been made whenever possible to disaggregate data by regional 

economic community and gender. 

Ultimately, the projections of the report are presented below: 

 ECOWAS migratory movements in 2018 (entry and exit) give us an overall number of 2,121,808 

migrants. Males (67.87%) have been more mobile than females (33.1%) during this period.  

 Overall, movements within the ECOWAS region would amount to 1,014,233 migrants, or 47.8% 

of overall migratory movements. Finally, migratory movements to or from other regions (non-

ECOWAS Africa, European Union and North America), respectively reached291256 

(13.7%), 270,288 (12.7%) and 143,797 (6.8%) migrants. 

 In 2018, West Africa is affected by more than 10.10 million international migrants worldwide. 

Thus, the volume of international migrants present in the ECOWAS territorial space has reached 

approximately 5.46 million immigrants, of which 83.70% are nationals of ECOWAS Member 

States. Other regions such as non-ECOWAS Africa, the European Union and North America 

respectively host 7.27%, 2.87% and 1.24% of the total immigrants from West Africa.  

 During the same period, 4.63 million nationals from the region have emigrated to other 

countries and regions.  

 47.19% of emigrants cite work as the main reason for leaving. Other reasons are also stated 

such as family reunification (16.09%) and unspecified reasons (15.13%).  

 The study shows that a little more than six in ten (68.25%) immigrants from this regional area 

who move have no level of education against only 6.21% who have a higher level of education. 

Analysis by gender shows that the proportion of immigrants with no education is higher among 

females (64.43%) than among males (61.32%).    

 Of all the ECOWAS countries, only in Guinea Bissau where the proportion of male international 

migrant workers (46%) has lower rates than that of female international migrant workers (54%).   

 In 2018, the ECOWAS region received US$33,976.2 million in financial flows from intra and 

extra-community migrants representing 78.8% of financial flows in the said region.  

 The total refugee stock for 2018 in ECOWAS reached 329,328 refugees of which 172,952 

females (52.5%) and 156,376 males (47.5%); 

 The majority of refugees in the ECOWAS region come from its Member States, or 78.45%. 

Moreover, refugees from other parts of Africa represent 12.15%, Asia 0.27% and the rest of the 

world 9.13%.  
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In view of these various conclusions, we make the following recommendations:  

 

Well-managed migration can have a positive impact on several development indices in countries of 

origin, transit and destination. However, for governments to benefit from the positive effects of 

migration, migration statistics need to be developed. The ability to develop effective migration policies 

depends largely on the availability of reliable migration data.   

 

For ECOWAS and its Member States to support the development and implementation of realistic and 

achievable migration policies, it is necessary:  

- to establish and maintain effective systems for the collection, management and analysis of 

migration data;  

- to set up and strengthen Consultation Framework between all the actors in charge of migration 

issues; 

- Strengthen the capacities of migration data producers; 

- Consolidate cooperation relations between Member States and International Organizations 

dealing with migration issues.  
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ANNEXS 

INDICAT0R 1: Regular migration flow by country and by region in 2018 

ECOWAS States 
ECOWAS Africa non ECOWAS EU 

Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants 

BENIN 71 666 31 486 40 180 5 310 2 620 2 690 2 312 1 272 1 040 

BURKINA FASO 91 358 43 414 47 944 9 426 5 722 3 704 3 379 2 825 554 

CABO VERDE 1 641 1 464 177 309 295 14 2 355 1 146 1 209 

COTE D'IVOIRE 105 838 22 417 83 422 12 003 9 770 2 233 21 802 21 235 567 

GAMBIA 224 99 126 6 3 3 7 4 3 

GHANA 39 058 17 160 21 898 22 416 11 061 11 355 1 036 570 466 

GUINEE  46 386 22 603 23 783 5 573 3 360 2 213 3 074 2 604 470 

GUINEE BISSAU 7 482 1 464 6 018 498 295 203 1 268 1 146 122 

LIBERIA 86 172 7 313 78 860 1 073 129 944 556 106 450 

MALI 92 374 36 268 56 106 9 061 1 728 7 333 0 0 0 

NIGER 207 180 124 075 83 106 25 187 18 807 6 380 468 167 301 

NIGERIA 173 492 93 286 80 206 190 300 85 199 105 101 227 917 113 761 114 156 

SENEGAL 58 155 28 915 29 240 7 371 3 380 3 991 3 654 2 619 1 035 

SIERRA LEONE 15 925 6 997 8 929 1 640 809 831 393 216 177 

TOGO 17 280 8 640 8 640 1 082 541 541 2 066 1 033 1 033 

 TOTAL 1 014 233 445 599 568 634 291 256 143 721 147 535 270 288 148 704 121 584 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Next : Regular migration flow by country and by region in 2018 

ECOWAS States 
North America Other region TOTAL 

Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants 

BENIN 300 180 120 534 344 190 80 123 35 903 44 220 

BURKINA FASO 1 290 1 120 170 2 365 976 1 390 107 819 54 057 53 762 

CABO VERDE 553 177 376 3 943 3 507 436 8 801 6 589 2 212 

COTE D'IVOIRE 4 275 4 153 122 872 0 872 144 790 57 574 87 216 

GAMBIA 3 2 1 20 13 7 260 120 140 

GHANA 713 428 285 21 990 14 164 7 826 85 214 43 384 41 830 

GUINEE  879 617 262 2 678 665 2 013 58 590 29 849 28 741 

GUINEE BISSAU 205 177 28 221 212 9 9 674 3 294 6 380 

LIBERIA 788 331 457 3 394 100 3 294 91 985 7 979 84 006 

MALI 0 0 0 1 697 519 1 178 103 131 38 515 64 616 

NIGER 243 112 131 25 725 14 623 11 102 258 803 157 784 101 019 

NIGERIA 132 518 77 782 54 736 335 093 221 698 113 395 1 059 320 591 726 467 594 

SENEGAL 753 621 132 1 129 669 461 71 063 36 203 34 860 

SIERRA LEONE 246 148 98 2 122 1 367 755 20 327 9 537 10 790 

TOGO 1 030 515 515 451 226 226 21 910 10 955 10 955 

 TOTAL 143 797 86 364 57 434 402 234 259 081 143 153 2 121 808 1 083 469 1 038 340 
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INDICATOR 2: Regular migration Stock by ages group and by region in 2018 

Ages 

group 

ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS 

Emigrants  Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants 

Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female 

0 - 4 138 524 124 759 13 765 226 659 114 688 111 971 15 780 15 300 480 33 126 18 430 14 696 

5 - 9 173 841 156 935 16 906 275 093 131 908 143 185 27 436 26 791 645 34 667 20 705 13 962 

10 - 14 263 098 237 915 25 183 280 692 139 249 141 443 44 734 43 696 1 038 35 208 21 530 13 678 

15 - 19 319 097 283 443 35 654 398 221 196 533 201 688 41 841 38 814 3 027 30 402 16 993 13 409 

20 - 24 391 073 347 326 43 747 557 997 264 284 293 713 72 827 68 362 4 465 43 484 24 404 19 080 

25 - 29 351 578 302 739 48 839 611 136 302 526 308 610 49 293 39 962 9 331 45 112 26 267 18 845 

30 - 34 300 951 244 881 56 070 547 286 296 202 251 084 50 928 35 949 14 979 41 709 23 982 17 727 

35 - 39 272 128 227 978 44 150 446 283 259 363 186 920 67 564 45 150 22 414 38  418 19 677 18 741 

40 - 44 238 470 200 132 38 338 342 734 204 375 138 359 42 591 36 929 5 662 27 112 15 476 11 636 

45 - 49 185 562 161 099 24 463 265 837 160 949 104 888 39 207 34 064 5 143 20 625 14 316 6 309 

50 - 54 150 438 127 747 22 691 212 257 131 684 80 573 28 353 19 563 8 790 13 497 8 190 5 307 

55 - 59 92 600 78 321 14 279 141 837 91 203 50 634 28 614 18 682 9 932 12 325 7 988 4 337 

60 - 64 68 383 60 154 8 229 109 213 72 594 36 619 7 012 6 740 272 6 878 3 373 3 505 

65 - 69 36 357 31 335 5 022 63 091 41 417 21 674 5 657 5 333 324 5 059 2 568 2 491 

70 - 74 22 239 19 648 2 591 42 699 27 049 15 650 4 254 3 479 775 4 358 1 927 2 431 

75 - 79 19 935 17 804 2 131 22 963 14 658 8 305 2 062 1 990 72 2 017 1 016 1 001 

80 - 84 10 647 9 257 1 390 14 615 8 126 6 489 1 107 1 059 48 1 381 646 735 

85 - 89 5 753 5 315 438 5 616 2 533 3 083 556 527 29 681 307 374 

90+ 7 362 3 326 4 036 6 263 3 537 2 726 275 268 7 665 294 371 

Total 
3 048 036 2 640 114 407 922 4 570 492 2 462 878 2 107 614 530 091 442 658 87 433 396 724 228 089 168 635 

7 618 528 926 815 

 

 

 

 

Next: Regular migration Stock by ages group and by region in 2018 

Ages 

group 

EU North of America 

Emigrants  Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants 

Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme 

0 - 4 454 336 118 5 659 3 734 1 925 126 67 59 1 523 767 756 

5 - 9 915 584 331 2 610 1 350 1 260 314 145 169 6 384 5 741 643 

10 - 14 1 679 824 855 3 696 1 234 2 462 628 280 348 6 322 5 872 450 

15 - 19 9 187 4 051 5 136 8 391 5 364 3 027 1 507 1 179 328 2 068 1 726 342 

20 - 24 25 539 14 866 10 673 12 621 6 349 6 272 2 447 939 1 508 6 845 5 927 918 

25 - 29 36 456 24 442 12 014 15 913 8 581 7 332 12 267 4 992 7 275 7 271 3 491 3 780 

30 - 34 47 894 31 853 16 041 25 853 15 835 10 018 10 263 6 189 4 074 10 384 7 359 3 025 

35 - 39 40 227 29 401 10 826 18 825 10 722 8 103 27 750 20 284 7 466 7 243 5 100 2 143 

40 - 44 29 514 21 925 7 589 19 106 13 471 5 635 22 206 11 589 10 617 3 169 2 534 635 

45 - 49 19 196 11 770 7 426 11 637 6 394 5 243 14 265 6 992 7 273 5 867 4 640 1 227 

50 - 54 16 715 7 693 9 022 10 862 5 368 5 494 18 613 13 097 5 516 3 930 3 435 495 

55 - 59 18 012 13 009 5 003 10 572 7 032 3 540 12 105 7 882 4 223 2 979 2 534 445 

60 - 64 9 782 3 402 6 380 3 624 2 051 1 573 2 435 1 967 468 1 807 1 141 666 

65 - 69 8 170 7 864 306 4 302 3 887 415 2 045 1 195  850 845 622 223 

70 - 74 3 197 2 635 562 1 726 1 340 386 722 247 475 758 517 241 

75 - 79 580 160 420 373 165 208 342 134 208 218 94 124 

80 - 84 556 400 156 142 60 82 25 3 22 18 8 10 

85 - 89 43 26 17 525 55 470 57 3 54 5 2 3 

90+ 19 16 3 39 17 22 39 28 11 2 1 1 

Total 
268 135 175 257 92 878 156 476 93 009 63 467 128 156 77 212 50 944 67 638 51 511 16 127 

424 611 195 794 
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Next: Regular migration Stock by ages group and by region in 2018 

Ages 

group 

Other regions TOTAL countries 

Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants 

Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme 

0 - 4 10 564 8 902 1 662 16 947 9 172 7775 165 448 149 364 16 084 283 914 146 791 137 123 

5 - 9 13 664 11 166 2 498 15 768 8 164 7604 216 170 195 621 20 549 334 522 167 868 166 654 

10 - 14 27 983 18 564 9 419 15 540 7 995 7545 338 122 301 279 36 843 341 458 175 880 165 578 

15 - 19 80 877 74 976 5 901 16 239 7 859 8380 452 509 402 463 50 046 455 321 228 475 226 846 

20 - 24 93 252 73 301 19 951 28 108 20 174 7934 585 138 504 794 80 344 649 055 321 138 327 917 

25 - 29 132 501 92 643 39 858 29 755 18 942 10813 582 095 464 778 117 317 709 187 359 807 349 380 

30 - 34 130 511 113 749 16 762 37 625 23 518 14107 540 547 432 621 107 926 662 857 366 896 295 961 

35 - 39  90 805 46 153 44 652 36 597 28 379 8218 498 474 368 966 129 508 547 366 323 241 224 125 

40 - 44 29 911 19 851 10 060 23 894 12 857 11037 362 692 290 426 72 266 416 015 248 713 167 302 

45 - 49 23 564 15 520 8 044 11 016 6 096 4920 281 794 229 445 52 349 314 982 192 395 122 587 

50 - 54 60 742 53 942 6 800 9 430 5 242 4188 274 861 222 042 52 819 249 976 153 919 96 057 

55 - 59 12 470 4 765 7 705 15 818 12 753 3065 163 801 122 659 41 142 183 531 121 510 62 021 

60 - 64 8 299 7 461 838 4 924 1 932 2992 95 911 79 724 16 187 126 446 81 091 45 355 

65 - 69 2 647 2 116 531 3 081 2 063 1018 54 876 47 843 7 033 76 378 50 557 25 821 

70 - 74 1 432 1 209 223 1 970 934 1036 31 844 27 218 4 626 51 511 31 767 19 744 

75 - 79 1 360 1 054 306 1 131 555 576 24 279 21 142 3 137 26 702 16 488 10 214 

80 - 84 707 591 116 844 363 481 13 042 11 310 1 732 17 000 9 203 7 797 

85 - 89 347 296 51 360 167 193 6 756 6 167 589 7 187 3 064 4 123 

90+ 176 149 27 372 158 214 7 871 3 787 4 084 7 341 4 007 3 334 

Total 
721 812 546 408 175 404 269 419 167 323 102 096 4 696 230 3 881 649 814 581 5 460 749 3 002 810 2 457 939 

991 231 10 156 979 

 

 

 

 

Regular migration Stock by ECOWAS Members States and by region in 2018  

ECOWAS States 
ECOWAS Africa non ECOWAS EU 

Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants 

BENIN 506 971 205 625 301 346 71 704 41 402 30  302 4 010 2 343 1 667 

BURKINA FASO 397 072 270 325 126 747 68 973 61 465 7  508 45 910 45 574 336 

CABO VERDE 10 410 4 222 6 188 1 704  920    784 13 753 13 594  159 

COTE D'IVOIRE 3 775 684 1 531 398 2244 286 61 881 35 732 26 149 19 641 11 478 8 163 

GAMBIA 116 903 23 024 93 879 3 234 1 116 2 118 4 533 2 296 2 237 

GHANA 422 141 171 218 250 923 307 913 177 799 130 114 12 851 7 510 5 341 

GUINEE BISSAU 31 073 7 322 23 751 3 683 1 474 2 209 6 202 5 732  470 

GUINEE 568 023 16 207 551 816 21 632 3 019 18 613 11 882  661 11 221 

LIBERIA 85 141 7 312 77 829 1 057  124  933  613  166 447 

MALI 211 481 36 267 175 214 17 512 1 728 15 784 52 423 50 450 1 973 

NiIGER 808 571 620 372 188 199 108 482 94 035 14 447 1  520  841 679 

NIGERIA 173 492 93 286 80 206 190 300 85 199 105 101  227 917 113 761 114 156 

SENEGAL 234 301 24 189 210 112 43 451 14 773 28 678 15 862 8 422 7 440 

SIERRA LEONE 86 023 10 545 75 478 16 655 9 631 7 024 3 608 2 112 1 496 

TOGO 191 242 26 724 164 518 8 634 1 674 6 960 3 886 3 195 691 

 TOTAL 7 618 528 3 048 036 4 570 492 926 815 530 091 396 724 424 611 268 135 156 476 
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Next: Regular Migration Stock by ECOWAS Members States and by region in 2018 

ECOWAS States 
North of America Other regions TOTAL 

Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants Total Emigrants  Immigrants 

BENIN 1 192 780 412 19 883 14 429 5 454 603 760 264 579 339 181 

BURKINA FASO 28 038 27 884 154 99 818 99 182  636 639 811 504 430 135 381 

CABO VERDE 3 157 3 057 100 1 696 1  261  435 30 720 23 054 7 666 

COTE D'IVOIRE 4 512 2 953 1 559 50 230 39 687 10 543 3 911 948 1 621 248 2 290 700 

GAMBIA 2 432 1 404 1 028 11 483 6 217 5 266  138 585 34 057 104 528 

GHANA 9 437 6 176 3 261 326 968 237 289 89 679 1 079 310 599 992 479 318 

GUINEE BISSAU 1 147  885 262 3 080 1 060 2 020 45 185 16 473 28 712 

GUINEE 3 035 496 2 539 6 126 5 345  781 610 698 25 728 584 970 

LIBERIA  569 119 450 3 671  420 3 251 91 051 8 141 82 910 

MALI 2 566 2 162 404 3 163  519 2 644 287 145 91 126 196 019 

NIGER  858 560 298 98 252 73 111 25 141 1 017 683 788 919 228 764 

NIGERIA 132 518 77 782 54 736 335 093 221 698 113 395 1059 320 591 726 467 594 

SENEGAL 2 338 1 387 951 7 267 3 956 3 311 303 219 52 727 250 492 

SIERRA LEONE 2 402 1 572 830 23 326 16 941 6 385 132 014 40 801 91 213 

TOGO 1 593 939 654 1 175 697  478 206 530 33 229 173 301 

 TOTAL 195 794 128 156 67 638 991 231 721 812 269 419 10 156 979 4 696 230 5 460 749 
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INDICATOR 3: Specific reasons for migration (Education, Family reunification, Health, others) 

Migrants by sex and by specific reasons  

  Emigrants Immigrants 

Reasons Total Male Female Total Male Female 

EDUCATION 408 959 345 073 63 886 235 606 149963 84 639 

FAMILLE & RE-UNION 755 825 464 272 291 553 1 797 313 521303 1 298 991 

TRAVAIL 2 203 321 2 021 274 182 047 1 832 270 1315185 501 948 

AFFAIRES 533 791 434 701 99 090 714 074 473662 236 426 

SANTÉ 83 199 40 717 42 482 39 720 13546 26 582 

AUTRES 711 135 575 612 135 523 841 763 529151 309 352 

TOTAL 4 696 230 3 881 649 814 581 5 460 747 3 002 810 2457 937 

  

Proportion des Migrants des régions par motif de la migration  

Reasons 

ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS European Union North of America Other regions 

Total Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant  Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant  Immigrants Emigrant Immigrant 

EDUCATION 57.30% 85.67% 10.56% 5.29% 7.84% 5.56% 6.52% 0.38% 17.78% 3.10% 100.00% 

FAMILLE & RE-UNION 78.29% 96.14% 7.27% 1.87% 2.56% 0.52% 1.21% 0.51% 10.67% 0.96% 100.00% 

TRAVAIL 71.36% 88.99% 11.45% 5.26% 4.52% 1.23% 1.33% 0.62% 11.34% 3.90% 100.00% 

AUTRES 58.12% 67.30% 11.15% 14.10% 8.18% 4.64% 4.56% 3.57% 17.99% 16.51% 100.00% 

AFFAIRES 38.88% 41.44% 17.34% 25.69% 9.09% 12.93% 3.22% 3.43% 31.46% 12.47% 100.00% 

SANTÉ 23.21% 44.61% 15.53% 18.51% 15.83% 24.40% 17.38% 0.01% 28.05% 4.93% 100.00% 

ENSEMBLE 64.90% 83.70% 11.29% 7.27% 5.71% 2.87% 2.73% 1.24% 15.37% 10.39% 100.00% 

 

Proportion des Migrants par région suivant les motifs de la migration 

Reasons 

ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS European Union North of America Other regions TOTAL 

Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants Emigrants Immigrants 

FAMILLE & RE-UNION 22.54% 41.99% 12.03% 9.40% 8.37% 6.59% 8.31% 15.12% 12.97% 7.13% 18.68% 36.56% 

TRAVAIL 48.74% 37.67% 44.95% 25.66% 35.12% 15.16% 21.66% 17.76% 32.71% 27.98% 44.33% 35.42% 

AUTRES 13.68% 10.90% 15.08% 26.31% 21.88% 21.95% 25.51% 39.05% 17.87% 28.55% 15.27% 13.56% 

EDUCATION 7.58% 4.38% 8.04% 3.12% 11.80% 8.30% 20.51% 1.30% 9.94% 2.69% 8.59% 4.28% 

AFFAIRES 6.88% 4.79% 17.65% 34.21% 18.30% 43.65% 13.57% 26.76% 23.52% 32.36% 11.49% 9.67% 

SANTÉ 0.59% 0.27% 2.25% 1.30% 4.54% 4.34% 10.43% 0.00% 2.99% 1.29% 1.64% 0.51% 

TOTAL 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 

 

Répartition des Migrants par pays selon le motif de la migration  

ECOWAS States 

Education Regroupement familial Travail Affaires Santé Autres Total 

Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant Emigrant Immigrant 

BENIN 17.66% 4.36% 6.60% 7.01% 4.22% 6.41% 14.98% 8.43% 2.94% 2.14% 7.17% 6.92% 50.13% 6.59% 

BURKINA FASO 13.62% 6.44% 25.81% 2.00% 5.49% 1.06% 0.88% 0.31% 0.92% 9.07% 7.46% 5.93% 0.15% 2.77% 

CABO VERDE 0.25% 0.20% 0.18% 0.00% 0.14% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.10% 0.02% 0.14% 0.00% 0.95% 0.01% 

COTE D'IVOIRE 34.85% 65.99% 40.46% 41.90% 71.00% 56.11% 17.33% 45.85% 12.21% 18.79% 18.25% 48.01% 10.61% 49.10% 

GAMBIA 1.23% 9.67% 0.75% 1.62% 0.72% 1.06% 0.30% 1.00% 0.53% 1.41% 1.03% 1.69% 0.23% 2.05% 

GHANA 17.88% 3.01% 13.92% 6.76% 2.23% 5.37% 0.59% 10.77% 72.35% 0.25% 3.45% 3.27% 0.78% 5.49% 

GUINEE BISSAU 0.32% 5.18% 0.17% 12.98% 0.27% 16.11% 0.01% 0.20% 0.13% 4.69% 0.32% 9.09% 0.38% 12.07% 

GUINEE 0.68% 0.27% 0.40% 0.60% 0.63% 0.59% 0.25% 1.14% 1.94% 0.10% 0.37% 0.23% 3.29% 0.52% 

LIBERIA 0.47% 1.12% 0.16% 1.16% 0.16% 1.39% 0.52% 10.20% 0.16% 0.78% 0.34% 1.95% 0.81% 1.70% 

MALI 2.01% 1.08% 1.08% 5.05% 1.25% 4.93% 0.76% 1.79% 0.67% 0.28% 1.17% 1.16% 0.53% 3.83% 

Niger 1.24% 0.28% 3.84% 4.22% 9.38% 6.68% 63.28% 0.33% 0.66% 0.17% 53.89% 2.16% 6.91% 4.12% 

NIGERIA 5.64% 1.69% 4.04% 1.45% 3.06% 2.67% 0.44% 0.49% 2.17% 0.56% 3.04% 1.19% 6.52% 1.75% 

SENEGAL 1.28% 2.87% 1.04% 3.20% 0.31% 5.43% 0.41% 12.09% 4.18% 3.39% 2.02% 5.45% 0.24% 4.60% 

SIERRA LEONE 1.28% 3.65% 0.34% 0.69% 0.26% 1.02% 0.14% 15.52% 0.43% 0.04% 0.47% 1.17% 17.26% 1.65% 

TOGO 1.59% 0.78% 1.20% 3.74% 0.87% 4.51% 0.10% 5.83% 0.62% 0.40% 0.87% 2.68% 1.22% 3.60% 

 TOTAL 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
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INDICATOR 4: Immigrant population by gender, country and region by level of education  

Population immigrant by region and by level of education  

 

 

 

 

Population immigrant by sex and by level 

of education 

Level of education 

Sex 
Total Immigrants 

Male Female 

SANS NIVEAU 61.32% 68.25% 64.43% 

PRIMAIRE 17.53% 16.84% 17.22% 

SECONDAIRE 12.33% 8.69% 10.70% 

SUPÉRIEUR 8.83% 6.21% 7.66% 

Total 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
 

 Population immigrant by country of origin and by level 

of education 

ECOWAS States 
Level of education 

Sans niveau Primaire Secondaire Supérieur Total 

BENIN 6.55% 7.25% 7.68% 3.38% 2.05% 

BURKINA FASSO 4.70% 1.97% 0.84% 0.12% 1.65% 

CABO VERDE 0.14% 0.16% 0.10% 0.11% 3.60% 

CÔTE D'IVOIRE  37.66% 55.15% 55.57% 71.32% 6.59% 

GAMBIE 2.85% 1.59% 1.38% 1.02% 1.70% 

GHANA 6.91% 5.22% 3.58% 3.70% 49.10% 

GUINÉE BISSAU 13.58% 10.24% 14.42% 5.64% 0.14% 

GUINÉE  0.45% 0.40% 0.63% 0.84% 4.12% 

LIBÉRIA 2.56% 1.30% 1.00% 0.33% 4.60% 

MALI 6.52% 2.49% 1.24% 0.39% 1.75% 

NIGER 6.66% 2.85% 1.56% 1.02% 3.83% 

NIGÉRIA 1.63% 1.67% 1.85% 2.27% 12.07% 

SÉNÉGAL 4.14% 4.92% 4.55% 5.89% 2.77% 

SIERRA LÉONE 2.02% 1.07% 1.81% 1.11% 0.52% 

TOGO 3.63% 3.71% 3.80% 2.84% 5.49% 

Ensemble 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
 

 

INDICATOR 5: Labor migration by gender, age, education and employment 

ECOWAS States M_rate W_rate PW 

IMW (Number of International migrants 

workers) 

Hommes Femmes Hommes Femmes Hommes Femmes Hommes Femmes Total 

BÉNIN 0.02793936 0.03072289 0.66324249 0.42514166 3 069 395 3 347 464 56 878 43 723 100 601 

BURKINA FASO 0.00857255 0.00748127 1.21865166 0.69265737 4 916 449 5 851 075 51 362 30 320 81 682 

COTE D"IVOIRE 0.1018214 0.07929398 0.78178911 0.41564227 7 532 894 7 141 944 599 640 235 384 835 024 

CABO VERDE 0.02013111 0.00799517 0.62502045 0.48717119 198 478 201 110 2 497 783 3 281 

GAMBIA 0.01636252 0.01279432 1.06158504 1.05502022 595 794 661 066 10 349 8 923 19 272 

GHANA 0.01769217 0.01476393 1.21183819 0.7554309 7 463 008 7 575 513 160 007 84 491 24 4 498 

GUINEE 0.00265147 0.00219514 0.76436617 0.4967785 3 057 917 3 488 866 6 197 3 805 10 002 

GUINEE BISSAU 0.35378492 0.3659057 0.94552727 0.96209314 428 622 478 723 143 380 168 527 311 907 

LIBERIA 0.02227565 0.01471323 0.32326458 0.64833564 2 280 279 1 175 337 16 420 11 212 27 632 

MALI 0.00907537 0.01164919 0.81431082 0.5513238 4 465 832 5 019 747 33 003  32 239 65 242 

NIGER 0.0105512 0.01078343 0.76967819 0.34541666 5 030 467 5 306 095 40 853 19 764 60 617 

NIGERIA 0.00318854 0.00153233 1.21183819 0.7554309 50 062 901 50 817 602 193 443 58 825 252 268 

SENEGAL 0.01527421 0.01146334 0.67434928 0.33267733 4 297 669 4 557 873 44 267 17 382 61 649 

SIERRA LEONE 0.01380754 0.01212586 1.21183819 0.7554309 1 777 369 1 804 163 29 740 16 527 46 266 

TOGO  0.01879313 0.0274023 1.21183819 0.7554309 1 834 778 1 953 865 41 786 40 446 82 232 

TOTAL     
97 011 852 99 380 443 1 429 822 772 351 2 202 173 

NIVEAU D'ÉDUCATION ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS European Union North of America Other regions Ensemble 

SANS NIVEAU 2 069 598 106 791 13 821 9 877 39 345 2 239 432 

PRIMAIRE 1 087 890 55 608 18 952 7 419 29 551 1 199 420 

SECONDAIRE 907 666 108 670 28 880 15318 61 014 1 121 548 

SUPÉRIEUR  505 338 125 655 94 823 35 024 139 509 900 349 

TOTAL 4 570 492 396 724 156 476 67 638 269 419 5 460 749 
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INDICATOR 6: Remittances by source and volume 

Remittances flows matrix of send funds by intra-community migrant workers in 2018  

  

Migrants Remittances received by country 
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BÉNIN   6.1 0.0 11.2 0.0 32.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 3.9 15.6 626.0 7.5 0.0 6.0 708.6 

BURKINA 4.6   0.0 27.8 0.0 101.5 0.0 0.1 0.0 31.2 5.8 70.7 11.5 0.0 12.0 265.2 

CAP-VERT 0.0 0.0   0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.7 4.4 0.0 0.0 16.5 

CÔTE D'IVOIRE 17.9 28.8 0.3   0.1 146.7 6.0 6.9 59.1 116.1 14.8 595.1 40.4 0.1 33.9 10 66.1 

GAMBIE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0   0.0 2.2 4.0 0.5 6.5 0.0 0.0 325.7 0.2 0.0 339.1 

GHANA 6.8 26.9 0.0 12.8 1.4   0.0 0.0 19.2 5.9 7.0 961.5 0.3 0.2 116.0 1 158.1 

GUINÉE 0.5 0.1 0.1 2.1 0.5 2.6   1.4 66.9 34.3 0.6 7.9 11.1 19.2 0.7 147.9 

GUINÉE-BISSAU 0.7 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.4 0.0 0.3   0.5 0.1 0.6 0.0 14.7 0.1 0.7 20.3 

LIBÉRIA 0.0 0.1 0.0 40.5 0.6 25.8 1.9 0.1   0.9 0.1 70.1 0.9 1.4 0.3 142.7 

MALI 5.9 5.7 0.0 24.6 4.2 59.5 1.0 0.2 2.5   11.7 169.2 56.4 0.8 15.5 357.2 

NIGER 1.5 4.1 0.0 10.3 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 11.1   1344.2 7.0 0.0 14.2 1 398.6 

NIGÉRIA 130.6 2.4 3.3 1.2 6.8 726.8 0.4 1.8 14.9 130.7 94.4   12.6 0.4 129.7 1 255.8 

SÉNÉGAL 6.8 10.6 0.0 20.3 5.0 5.3 2.8 7.0 0.0 44.6 8.0 11.2   1.3 5.9 129.0 

SIERRA LÉONE 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 4.3 4.1 3.7 0.0 11.3 1.2 0.1 28.4 1.8   0.0   55.1 

TOGO 5.3 7.2 0.0 11.5 0.9 146.5 0.2 0.2 0.1 6.2 8.6 446.0 6.0 0.0   638.8 

CEDEAO 180.6 92.2 4.1 163.3 25.3 1257.1 18.3 24.4 175.0 392.6 167.2 4339.9 500.4 23.8 334.8 7699.0 

 

Source: DRS.ECOWAS Commission, BCEAO & BM 

 

 

 

INDICATOR 7: Diaspora by age and country 

Ages 

Group 
Benin 

Burkina 

Faso 

Cabo 

Verde 

Côte 

D'lvoire 
Gambia Ghana 

Guinea 

Bissau  
Liberia Mali Niger Nigeria Senegal Guinea  

Sierra 

Leone  
Togo 

0 - 4 270 2 955 788 4 379 315 3 061 253 1 110 8 211 248 13 148 3 499 3 144 505 2 086 

5 - 9 245 4 083 984 5 842 484 3 666 350 931 9 962 239 16 407 4 414 2 928 521 2 524 

10 - 14 209 5 507 1 499 8 839 627 5 204 496 1 051 14 595 225 24 400 6 465 2 954 567 3 647 

15 - 19 483 7 235 1 753 40 011 707 8 630 603 1 409 18 949 1 081 29 374 7 623 4 317 720 4 226 

20 - 24 1 944 8 314 1 996 49 315 739 10 468 669 1 852 24 721 1 911 35 013 8 992 3 950 948 5 554 

25 - 29 1 610 6 669 1 628 41 000 597 10 369 1 057 4 877 21 154 1 213 26 442 8 379 3 628 977 4 795 

30 - 34 2 248 5 179 1 233 27 009 554 9 496 1 411 4 236 14 948 2 602 20 067 8 454 4 504 828 4 420 

35 - 39 948 4 178 1 073 21 783 668 7 905 954 3 192 11 245 3 252 17 183 7 451 3 793 692 3 218 

40 - 44 2 128 3 876 906 22 245 1 162 5 586 682 3 921 9 465 1 570 15 310 5 867 2 726 525 2 445 

45 - 49 897 2 827 912 9 821 539 3 618 210 2 042 6 070 1 908 10 791 4 581 1 972 402 2 965 

50 - 54 2 286 2 248 819 7 757 421 3 750 289 713 5 260 1 102 10 475 4 683 3 174 296 1 488 

55 - 59 780 1 271 396 8 273 559 2 514 656 486 3 388 192 6 126 2 901 1 127 202 980 

 

TOTAL 14 048 54 342 13 987 246 274 7 372 74 267 7 630 25 820 147 968 15 543 224 736 73 309 38 217 7183 38 348 
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INDICATOR 8: Stock of asylum seekers—Average of refugee requests and responses 

ECOWAS 

States Application 

ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS EU North of America Other Regions Total 

Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme Total Homme Femme 

BENIN   

Granted 128 65 63 90 65 25 100 57 43 44 34 10 73 42 31 436 263 172 

Refused                                     

Total 128 65 63 90 65 25 100 57 43 44 34 10 73 42 31 435 263 172 

BURKINA FASO   

Granted 266 156 110 79 45 34 67 33 34 19 12 7 123 56 67 744 502 242 

Refused       0                             

Total  266 156 110 79 45 34 67 33 34 19 12 7 123 56 67 744 502 242 

CABO VERDE  

Granted 18 12 6 12 5 7 10 5 5 7 4 3 15 10 5 72 46 26 

Refused                                     

Total  18 12 6 12 5 7 10 5 5 7 4 3 15 10 5 72 46 26 

COTE D'IVOIRE   

Granted 26 15 11   39 26   12 6   13 11 61 36 25 194 115 79 

Refused 13 6 7   8 9   0 0   0 0   0 1 31 14 17 

Total  39 21 18 82 47 35 18 12 6 24 13 11 61 36 26 225 129 96 

GAMBIA   

Granted 429 241 188 27 16 11   0 0   0 0       456 257 199 

Refused   0 0         0 0   0 0             

Total  429 241 188 27 16 11                   456 257 199 

GHANA   

Granted 138 70 68 234 117 117 110 55 55 294 147 147 988 494 494 1764 883 881 

Refused                                     

Total  138 70 68 234 117 117 110 55 55 294 147 147 988 494 494 1764 883 881 

GUINEE  

Granted 582 414 168   5 2   24 12   45 64   73 23 830 561 269 

Refused 53 27 26   0 0   0 0   3 2   0 0 58 30 28 

Total  635 441 194 7 5 2 36 24 12 114 48 66 96 73 23 888 591 297 

GUINEA BISSAU 

Granted 141 72 69 234 118 116 110 56 54 294 148 146 988 498 490 1887 992 895 

Refused                                     

Total  141 72 69 234 118 116 110 56 54 294 148 146 988 498 490 1887 992 895 

LIBERIA  

Granted 1 088 435 653   17 12   74 43   56 27   7 6 1330 589 741 

Refused   0 0   0 0   0 0   0 0   0 0       

Total  1088 435 653 29 17 12 117 74 43 83 56 27 13 7 6 1330 589 741 

MALI 

Granted 138 71 67 234 119 115 110 57 53 294 149 145 988 498 490 1756 885 871 

Refused                                     

Total  138 71 67 234 119 115 110 57 53 294 149 145 988 498 490 1756 885 871 

NIGER   

Granted 112 43 69 234 117 117 110 60 50 294 147 147 988 498 490 1688 805 823 

Refused                                     

Total  112 43 69 234 117 117 110 60 50 294 147 147 988 498 490 1688 805 823 

NIGERIA  

Granted 93 63 30   380 239   1 1   0 1   103 33 851 547 304 

Refused 32 22 10   620 520   0 0   0         1172 642 530 

Total  125 85 40 1759 1000 759 2 1 1 1   1 136 103 33 2023 1189 834 

SENEGAL  

Granted 1524 1021 503   234 23   76 60   28 54   12 23 2034 1371 663 

Refused   0 0   0 0   0 0   0 0   0 0   0 0 

Total  1524 1021 503 257 234 23 136 76 60 82 28 54 35 12 23 2034 1371 663 

SIERRA LEONE  

Granted 141 74 67 134 124 110 110 55 55 294 154 140 988 498 490 1767 905 862 

Refused                                     

Total 141 74 67 134 124 110 110 55 55 294 154 140 988 498 490 1767 905 862 

TOGO  

Granted 107 70 37 234 117 117 110 50 60 284 147 147 988 500 488 1733 884 849 

Refused                                     

Total 107 70 37 234 117 117 110 50 60 284 147 147 988 500 488 1733 884 849 

TOTAL 

Granted 4931 2822 2109 1512 1518 1071 837 615 531 1824 1084 1049 6200 3325 3155 17542 9605 7876 

Refused 98 55 43 0 628 529 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 0 1 1261 686 575 

Total  5029 2877 2152 3646 2146 1600 1146 615 531 2128 1087 1051 6480 3325 3156 18802 10291 8451 
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INDICATOR 9: Stock of refugees and refugees flow in 2018 

ECOWAS States 
ECOWAS Africa Non ECOWAS Other regions ASIA  Refugees Stock (Inflow) Weight  

Inflow 

Refugees flow 

(outflow) 

Weight  

Outflow 

Balance 

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female TOTAL 

BENIN 94 92 506 435 17 23 
  

617 550 1 167 0,4 665 0,1 509 

BURKINA Faso 11 646 13 083 223 163 
 

5 
  

11 869 13 251 25 120 7,7 11 460 2,0 13 662 

CABO VERDE 
        

0 0 0  0,0 13 0,0 -13 

COTE D'IVOIRE 457 475 412 318 76 70 
  

945 863 1 808 0,6 38 323 6,5 -36 513 

GAMBIE 1 912 2 067 25 23 
    

1 937 2 090 4 027 1,2 17 251 2,9 -13 217 

GHANA 5 473 5 380 564 254 152 73 
  

6 189 5 707 11 896 3,6 18 086 3,1 -6 187 

GUINEE 2 109 2 066 62 44 5 8 
  

2 176 2 118 4 294 1,3 23 493 4,0 -19 199 

GUINEE-BISSAU 4 431 5 163 16 12 0 0 275 339 4 722 5 514 10 236 1,5 2 049 0,3 2 801 

LIBERIA 4 646 4 429 5 13 10 0 
  

4 661 4 442 9 103 2,8 5 525 0,9 3 597 

NIGER 82 359 92 085 653 305 11 0 
  

83 023 92 390 175 413 8,1 158 275 27,0 -131 736 

NIGERIA 227 116 15 019 18 964 283 118 
  

15 529 19 198 34 727 53,8 2 725 0,5 172 693 

MALI 3 732 3 973 8 375 8 076 
 

9 
  

12 107 12 058 24 165 10,6 276 853 47,3 -242 115 

SENEGAL 20 12 6 819 7 508 
    

6 839 7 520 14 359 4,4 18 222 3,1 -3 863 

SIERRA LEONNE 324 346 
 

8 0 0 
  

324 354 678 0,2 4 837 0,8 -4 245 

TOGO 5 071 6 568 347 317 20 12 
  

5 438 6 897 12 335 3,8 8 040 1,4 4 296 

TOTAL 
122 501 13 5855 33 026 36 440 574 318 275 339 156 376 172 952 329 328 100,0 585 817   

258 356 69 466 892 614 329 328      

Source: Annuaire statistique 2018 du HCR 

 

Internal displaced persons by country and reason in 2018 

Pays de la 

CEDEAO 
Conflict Stock Displacement Conflict New Displacements Disaster New Displacements 

BENIN 3 500 3 500 23 000 
BURKINA FASO 47 000 42 000 5 100 
CÔTE D'IVOIRE 302 000 700 3 200 

GHANA 5 000 5 000 61 000 
GUINEA 

  
3 900 

GAMBIA, THE 
   GUINEA-BISSAU 
  

3 700 
LIBERIA 

  
15 000 

MALI 120 000 126 000 19 000 
NIGER 156 000 52 000 40 000 

NIGERIA 2 216 000 541 000 613 000 
SENEGAL 18 000 

 
2 

SIERRA LEONE 3 000 3 000 
 TOGO 

   ENSEMBLE 
CEDEAO 2 870 500 773 200 786 902 

Source: Annuaire statistique 2018 du Centre de surveillance des déplacements internes (IDMC) 

 

 

INDICATOR 10: Cases of Human Trafficking Recorded  

Pays de la CEDEAO 
AFRIQUE HORS 

CEDEAO 
RESTE DU MONDE 

TOTAL 

BÉNIN - -  
BURKINA FASO - -  
CARBO VERDE - -  
CÔTE D'IVOIRE - -  

GAMBIA - 31 31 
GHANA - -  
GUINÉE - -  

GUINÉE BISSAU - -  
LIBERIA - -  

MALI - -  
NIGER - -  

NIGERIA 683 239 922 
SÉNÉGAL - -  

SIERRA LEONE - -  
TOGO - -  
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INDICATOR 11: Assisted Voluntary Return and Reintegration by Country and Region 

Migrants deported by country and origin region 

 

ECOWAS States 

Region of origin 

Total Africas Non 

ECOWAS 

European 

Union  

North of 

America 

Other 

regions  

BÉNIN - - - - - 
BURKINA FASO 219 13 0 2 234 

CARBO VERDE 24 673 159 142 998 

CÔTE D'IVOIRE 14 0 0 0 14 

GAMBIA 848 7 1 0 856 

GHANA - - - - - 
GUINÉE 1 955 7 0 8 1,970 

GUINÉE BISSAU 642 0 0 0 642 

LIBERIA 4 5 0 0 9 

MALI 7 627 8 7 27 7,669 

NIGER - - - - - 
NIGERIA 2 832 2 594 82 2 454 7 962 

SÉNÉGAL 960 70 0 3 1,033 

SIERRA LEONE - - - - - 
TOGO - - - - - 

      

 

 

INDICATOR 12: Deportation in Situation of Irregular Migration 

ECOWAS States 

Region of origin 

Total Africa non 

ECOWAS 

European 

Union  

North of 

America 

Other regions 

BÉNIN 132 26 0 7 165 

BURKINA FASO 180 14 0 49 243 

CARBO VERDE 1 24 1 13 39 

CÔTE D'IVOIRE 86 10 

 

26 122 

GAMBIA 0 0 0 0 0 

GHANA 552 10 2 268 832 

GUINÉE 473 69 0 0 542 

GUINÉE BISSAU 22 27 1 0 50 

LIBERIA 5 2 

 

13 20 

MALI 355 

 

0 40 395 

NIGER 213 4 0 262 479 

NIGERIA 5 125 1 427 299 4 375 11 226 

SÉNEGAL 114 12 2 77 205 

SIERRA LEONE 40 4 0 27 71 

TOGO 56 2 0 2 60 

TOTAL 7 354 16 31 305 5 159 14449 
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