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Abstract:  There are several factors, responsible for rural-urban migration, influence the migrant’s migration status. The 
main objective of this paper to discuss the influence of migration factors on the determination of migration status of the 
rural-urban migrants’. As a case study, this study purposively selected the largest slum of Bangladesh according to single 
criterion- high concentration of rural-urban migrants. A total of 263 face to face interviews and 5 FGDs were conducted. 
Respondents, who are household heads of the migrant families, were chosen randomly and interviewed using both open 
ended and close ended questionnaires and for data analyses, respondents were categorized into two divisions- temporary 
and permanent migrants. Multivariate analyses show that both push and pull factors influence the migration status of 
migrants’, however, social factors, except occupation at rural origin, do not have any considerable influences. 
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Introduction 
 
Rural-Urban migration, the most crucial component 
of internal migration of any country, is a powerful 
symbol for regional inequality, in terms of economy, 
opportunities and living standards (Islam 2006). De-
velopment of cities is intrinsically related with migra-
tion, especially with rural-urban migration, as the 
huge labor requirement of urban centers is fulfilled 
by the labors from the rural areas (Harris 1970). Mi-
gration can be broadly defined as the change of resi-
dence from one civil division to another for a specific 
period of time or on a permanent basis. Migration 
occurs for various reasons and its determinants or 
factors vary from country to country and even within 
a country; it varies depending on the socio-economic, 
demographic and cultural factors. High unemploy-
ment rate, low income, high population growth, une-
qual distribution of land, demand for higher school-
ing, previous migration patterns and displeasure with 
housing have been identified as a number of the 
prominent determinants of rural out migration 
(Billsborrow et al., 1987; Nabi, 1992; Sekhar, 1993; 

Yadava, 1988; Singh and Yadava, 1981). Migration is 
often considered as a driver of growth and an im-
portant route out of poverty with significant positive 
impact on people’s livelihoods and wellbeing (Anh, 
2003). There is a general consensus that migration 
and remittances reduce rural poverty and contribute 
to the improvement of household living standards.  

For Todaro (1969) and Harris and Todaro (1970), 
rural-urban migration in less developed countries 
depends on the difference in expected wage from 
migration (urban wage) versus an agricultural wage. 
As rural-urban migration often coexist with high 
levels of urban unemployment, Johnson (1971) intro-
duced to the Harris-Todaro model a “wage sharing” 
variable to take into account urban unemployment 
and a lower rate of job turn over. Gugler and Flana-
gan (1978), Fields (1975), and Kelly and William 
(1984) suggested an inclusion in the Harris-Todaro 
model of the differential access to information for 
rural workers and urban residents, the cost of living, 
and education levels when computing the probability 
of a migrant securing an urban job. Corden and 
Findlay (1975) focused on capital mobility (i.e., work-
ers moving to places where capital is more produc-
tive) as a major determinant of labor migration. In 
general, all the authors agreed on the basic Todaro 
hypothesis that wage differentials guide rural-urban 
migration. 
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In the developing country like Bangladesh popula-
tion mobility is a necessary condition for sustainable 
development and poverty alleviation (Islam, 1996a). 
Poverty and physical mobility are closely interrelated 
and migration towards urban centers becomes an 
important livelihood diversification strategy for the 
poor groups of any country (Berner, 2000). This pic-
ture is clearly depicted in Dhaka, the only megacity of 
Bangladesh. It is the fastest growing urban center in 
Bangladesh.  

Dhaka joined ‘megacity’ rank in 2001 with a popu-
lation of 10.7 million (BBS, 2003). Dhaka now holds 
14.65 million populations in an area of 1530 square 
kilometers and becomes the world’s 9

th
 largest meg-

acity (UN 2009). Between 1990 and 2005, the city 
doubled in size — from 6 to 12 million (Burkart, 
2008). Dhaka is the fastest growing megacity in the 
world, with an annual growth rate of 4.4 per cent per 
year (UN-HABITAT, 2008). In 2025 Dhaka will be-
come the 5

th
 largest megacity (UN, 2009). According 

to UN-HABITAT (2006), by 2020, Mumbai, Delhi, 
Mexico City, Sao Paulo, New York, Dhaka, Jakarta 
and Lagos all will have achieved metacity status 
(Metacity, or hypercity, is an epithet that refers to 
massive sprawling conurbations of more than 20 mil-
lion people. Tokyo became the first hypercity in the 
mid-1960s when it crossed the 20 million threshold). 
By 2025 Dhaka will be home of 22.02 million people 
— larger than Mexico City, Beijing or New York (UN-
HABITAT, 2008). However, Dhaka has increased 35 
times in last 60 years and this increase is occurring 
mainly due to high level of urban in-migration. Stud-
ies have also shown that more than 60 per cent of 
population increase in Dhaka, Bangladesh, is due to 
in-migration (Pantelic, 2000). Migration and redefini-
tion of urban boundaries contribute three-fifth and 
two-thirds respectively to the urban growth of Bang-
ladesh for the last four decades (Afsar, 2000).   

Dhaka megacity is the most popular destination 
for the poor groups of the country and every year 
rural people pour into Dhaka city nearly at a rate of 
400,000 each year (German, 2010). In Dhaka more 
than 37% of city’s population live in slums (CUS, 
2006) and almost all them are rural poor migrants 
and for this reason Dhaka is now considered as ‘city 
of urban poor’ (Islam, 2001). 

Todaro’s wage differential hypothesis is evident in 

Dhaka as migrants mostly come to Dhaka for eco-

nomic factors (Afsar 2000, Ullah 2004), to diminish 

the gap between their needs and gains (Ishtiaque 

2011). But most often there remain a lifelong links 

between these urban migrants and their rural origins 

as most of the time only the household head, leaving 

behind their families in their rural origins, migrate to 

this megacity. Bartle (1981) termed this phenomenon 

as ‘an extended community’ and Gugler (1991) re-

ferred to as ‘living in a dual system.’  

Studies on Rural-Urban Migration 
in Bangladesh 

 
Although migration towards urban centers is a histor-
ical phenomenon in Bangladesh, but unfortunately 
there remains a lack of migration data from second-
ary sources. The census data of Bangladesh is not 
sufficient to study migration as these possess only 
some information about place of birth. These serious-
ly hinder the analysis of migration. However, a num-
ber of descriptive studies, which explore migration 
general characteristics, were done by CUS in 1983, 
1988, 1990 and by Islam (1996a). Chaudhury (1975) 
found that at least 39.36% of the total urban popula-
tion came from rural areas.  

Stoeckel et. al. (1977) examined the dynamics of 
rural out migration and they concluded that out mi-
gration from rural areas are selective in age, gender, 
occupation, household size etc. Chaudhury (1980) 
found that out-migration, depending on population 
density and geographical location, is generally higher 
from the villages characterized by land scarcity, une-
qual land distribution and high proportion of agricul-
tural labor. But, however, Nabi (1992) argued that the 
internal migration flows in Bangladesh are not de-
termined by high population density rather the une-
qual hierarchical relations of people to the land in 
Bangladesh condition the process by which migration 
takes place.  

Mahbub (1997) noticed that, finding the circulato-
ry nature of the rural-urban migrants, the rate of 
movement in future would be dominated by the mo-
bility of the lower classes within space and time. Af-
sar (2000), however, found out that migrants often 
benefited more than non-migrants because of their 
innovative, risk taking and desperate nature. The 
benefits included higher or regular income, gain in 
wealth, greater access to public services and educa-
tion (Hossain, 2001). Kinship act as a social insurance 
in Bangladesh society (Kuhn, 2003) and as a result, it 
is not surprising that close relatives, who are overseas 
or in urban areas, play a vital role in meeting the cost 
of passage for new migrants (Islam 1983, Rahman 
2005).  Thus past rural-urban migrants encourage 
current migrants and this is sometimes called ‘path 
dependence’ (Hatton 1998). They also establish link-
ages to their relatives and friends both at destination 
and at origin (Islam 2006). 

Majumdar et al. (1989), Amin (1986) and Rokib 
(2009) studied the socio-economic and demographic 
consequences of migration based on sample surveys, 
while Ishtiaque (2011) discussed the migration objec-
tives fulfillment of rural-urban migrants’ based on 
case study. It has been found that rural-urban mi-
grants are relatively better educated than the national 
population (Saleheen, 1980). Huq-Hossain (1996) 
found that the rural migrants in the city are hard 
working and contribute significantly in daily life. 
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Studies have shown that both rural poor and non-
poor migrate to urban areas (Chowdhury 1978 and 
Mandola 2005). Bhuyan (2001) examined that the 
process of rural-urban migration is strongly influ-
enced by the incidence of push factors, while Ullah 
(2004) found that migration is influenced by both 
push and pull factors. According to Ullah (2004), due 
to PEST factors (political, economic, social and tech-
nological) people are more likely to move and Isht-
iaque (2011) showed that people from south-eastern 
and north-eastern part are less likely to move to Dha-
ka, as two major industrial cities, Chittagong and 
Sylhet, are situated there.  

After doing a rigorous literature review we have 
found that the ‘influence of push and pull factors over 
the migration status’ has not yet been focused in the 
previous literatures. To fulfill this gap in this paper 
we have focused on the influence of push and pull 
factors, along with some other social determinants, 
over the migration status. Thus the objective of this 
paper is to discuss how push and pull factors influ-
ence the migration status of a migrant.  
 
 
Methods 
 

Study Area Selection 
 
This study was conducted in 2011 in one single slum. 
As in most cases slum is the final destination of rural-
urban migrants (Ullah, 2004), Korail slum, the largest 
slum of Bangladesh, have been selected as the study 
area purposively, according to one single criteria- 
high concentration of rural-urban migrants.  

Actually the link between migration and slums 
has been of concern since it has become apparent 
that the majority of Asia’s population (56%) will be 
living in urban areas by the year 2020 (Islam 1996b). 
Slum is a very popular destination of rural-urban 
migrants. City life is comparatively expensive than 
the rural life and so that most of the migrants cannot 
afford the expense to live in urban residential areas. 
In that case they go to slums, where living expense is 
comparatively lower, which are generally situated 
beside the manufacturing areas of a city. Bangladesh, 
like several Asian countries, has a high general preva-
lence of slum households, but unlike many others, 
slum prevalence in its capital Dhaka and other large 
cities is higher than in its small cities and towns (UN-
HABITAT 2008). There are total 9048 slum commu-
nities in the 6 divisional cities of Bangladesh. And 
more than 5.4 million people live in those slums. 
Dhaka megacity alone contains 4966 slums where 
about 3.4 million people live (CUS 2006). 

Lloyd (1979) found that 94% of slum dwellers in 
Dhaka were from rural areas, while Majumder (1996) 
and Qadir (1975) put the figure at 93%. Ullah (2004) 
found about 91% of the rural-out migrants’ final des-

tination is slum or squatter settlement. In Dhaka 
more than 37% of the total city population lives in 
slums and the slum population density is 220,246 
persons per km

2
 (CUS 2006). 

 
Data Collection and Analysis 

 
Respondents were chosen using a random sampling 
procedure (Cochran 1963) and only the household 
head was selected as respondent. The survey was a 
combination of both open ended and closed ques-
tions as recommended by De Vaus (1991) for good 
survey design. A total of 263 respondents were inter-
viewed face to face and a total of 5 FGDs were em-
ployed to collect data. Respondents were carefully 
selected from all over the slum and it is ensured that 
the respondents’ locations were not clustered in a 
specific portion of the slum. Most of the respondents 
are older than 30 years, uneducated and left the rural 
areas at their mid 20s. However, interview questions 
were formulated in a careful manner. Interview ques-
tions ranged from general information, like age, local 
origin, time of migration etc., to specific information 
of the household like migration reason, objectives, 
occupation etc. These questions were asked to get a 
lucid picture of a migration case- from the reasons to 
leave rural origin to fulfill the migration objectives at 
urban destination. All face to face interviews were 
transcribed and qualitatively analyzed to identify the 
common themes (Dunn 2000). For data analyses, 
interviewed migrants were broadly divided into two 
categories- temporary and permanent. Temporary 
migrants, including the seasonal, circular migrants 
also, are those who don’t have a plan to settle down 
in Dhaka rather they want to make some or enough 
money in Dhaka and then return to their rural origin. 
On the other hand, permanent migrants have will-
ingness to stay in Dhaka, buying a piece of land at the 
periphery or a small home at suburb, forever. Multi-
variate techniques were used for data analyses.  
 
 
Results 
 
To discuss the influence of factors of migration over 
migration status, we should, at first, know the deter-
minants which coerce the rural dwellers to migrate. 
In Bangladesh people migrate to cities mostly for 
economic reasons (Nabi 1992, Hossain 2001, Islam 
2006) as well as for natural disasters (Mahbub 1988, 
Herrmann 2009). Ullah (2004) found that flow of 
migration to the major cities in Bangladesh is the 
result of rural – urban dichotomies in income, em-
ployment opportunity and absorptive capacity while 
Rokib (2009) showed that religion, educational quali-
fication and occupation of the household head have 
positive direct effects on migration. On the other 
hand, Herrmann (2009) argued that the principle 
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factor that encourages people to leave their homes in 
the country side is the frequent recurrence of natural 
disasters, which undermine agricultural development 
and cause food crisis. In case of urban attraction, 
there is a consensus that the most dominant factor is 
high employment opportunity in the urban centers 
(Stoeckel 1972, Chaudhury 1980, Huq-Hossain 1996, 
Afsar 2000, Bhuyan 2001, Hossain 2001, Islam 2006, 
Ishtiaque 2011). It can be deduced that economic rea-
sons play as both predominant push and pull factor 
in rural-urban migration and in some cases environ-
mental reasons also become a significant push factor. 
 

Logistic Regression Analysis 
 
The interview session revealed a bunch of determi-
nants that led the migrants to decide to move to 
Dhaka. In this part of interview, the respondents 
were free to identify the key determinants which 
compel or attract them to migrate. No list was given 
to the respondents, rather a list of factors was pre-
pared after analyzing the interviews. Hence, these 
factors will be considered as potential factors which 
influence migration status of the migrants. 

 
List of factors prepared after analyzing the interviews: 

 

f1 = Natural Disasters (i.e. river bank erosion, cyclone) 

f2 = Lack of Employment Opportunity 

f3 = Lack of Food/Crop Failure  

f4 = Financial Crisis 

f5 = Landlessness 

f6 = Higher Income Probability 

f7 = Maladjustment in Family/Community 

f8 = Influence of Family Members 

f9 = Being Evicted from Land 

f10 = Availability of Jobs 

f11 = Getting Access to City’s Informal Economy 

f12 = ‘Dhaka means Taka’ Conception/Bright City Lights 

f13 = Joining Families 

f14 = Age (during migration) 

f15 = Marital Status (during migration) 

f16 = Education (in years) 

f17 = Occupation (at rural origin)  
 
A regression model has been generated using the 

factors as ‘independent variables’ and migration sta-
tus as ‘dependent variable’. Factors with comparative-
ly higher frequencies have been included in this 
model. The following independent factors have 
shown considerable correlation, at 95% level of con-
fidence, with the dependent variable ‘migration sta-
tus’, and help to minimize the number of factors that 
show potential factors. Factors, entered into the final 
model, are natural disaster (f1), lack of employment 
opportunity (f2), financial crisis (f4), influence of fami-
ly members (f8), availability of jobs (f10), getting ac-
cess to city’s informal economy (f11), ‘Dhaka means 

Taka’ conception/bright city lights (f12), occupation at 
rural origin (f17). The variables, with a correlation 
coefficient smaller than 0.10, were removed from the 
model to maximize the relation between independent 
(factors) and dependent (migration status) variables.  

 
Table 1. Regression Coefficients 

 

Variables  Regression 
Coefficients 

Significance 

Constant  423.033 0.045 

Natural Disaster (f1) 0.325 0.021 

Lack of Employment 
Opportunity (f2) 

0.392 0.023 

Financial Crisis (f4) 0.411 0.021 

Influence of Family 
Members (f8) 

0.282 0.022 

Availability of Jobs (f10) 5.463 0.011 

Getting Access to City`s 
Informal Economy (f11) 

5.504 0.012 

“Dhaka means Taka” 
conception / Bright City 
Lights (f12) 

6.851 0.014 

Occupation at Rural 
Origin (f17) 

0.939 0.031 

Source: Computed from Surveyed Data  

 
Y = 423.033+0.325*f1+0.392*f2+0.411*f4+0.282*f8+ 

5.463*f10+5.504*f11+6.851*f12+0.939*f17 

 

Here ‘Y’ is dependent variable ‘migration status’. 

The R
2
 value is 0.829, which shows the significance of 

this model in analyzing the factors that influence in 

the process of determination of migration status.  

From the regression model we can deduce that 

amongst all responsible factors f10 (availability of 

jobs), f11 (getting access to city’s informal economy) 

and f12 (‘Dhaka means Taka’ conception/bright city 

lights) have quite significant influence on dependent 

variable as the regression coefficients are compara-

tively higher. The rural areas lack enough employ-

ment opportunity which compels the inhabitants to 

migrate to Dhaka for employment, better earning. 

Moreover, the lucrative features of capital Dhaka also 

influence the migration status decision of a migrant.    

 

Factor Analysis 

 
Factor analysis has been employed for data reduction 
in dimension. Factors, influencing migration status, 
have been extracted through this analysis.  The de-
terminants are characterized by three major catego-
ries: urban pull factors, rural push factors and social 
factors. The cumulative percentage of the variances of 
these factors is 78.51, which implies that the determi-
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nants could reasonably be sufficient to explain the 
determination of migration status process. Urban pull 
factors, explaining 35.11% of the total variance, is the 
most dominant factor in this case. This is represented 
as a positive correlation (factor loadings) with the 
following factors: 
 
Table 2. Urban Pull Factors  
 

Variable Factor Loadings 

Availability of Jobs (f10) .812 

Getting Access to City`s Informal 
Economy (f11) 

.907 

“Dhaka means Taka” conception / 
Bright City Lights (f12) 

.907 

% Variance  35.11% 

Eigen value  4.565 

Source: Computed from Surveyed Data  

 

Table 3. Rural Push Factors 

  
Variables  Factor Loadings  

Natural Disaster (f1) .889 

Lack of Employment Opportunity (f2) .898 

Lack of Food / Crop Failure (f3) .759 

Financial Crisis (f4) .937 

Maladjustment in Fami-
ly/Community (f7) 

.730 

Influence of Family Members (f8) .835 

% Variance  26.46% 

Eigen value  3.439 

Source: Computed from Surveyed Data  

 

Table 4. Social Factors 

 
Variables  Factor Loadings 

Age (during migration) (f14) .401 

Marital status (during migration) (f15) .351 

Education (in years) (f16) .489 

Occupation (at rural origin)(f17) .636 

% Variance  16.94% 

Eigen value  2.202 

Source: Computed from Surveyed Data  

 
Rural push factors account for 26.46% and social 

factors for 16.94% of the total variances. The findings 
here are similar to the regression analysis. In both 
analyses although both push and pull factors pre-
dominantly influence the determination of migration 
status, urban pull factors are comparatively signifi-
cant. It is evident that financial factors, both as push 
and pull factor, play significant role in migrants’ mi-
gration status determination.  

Discussion 
 
This study found that about 52% of the respondents 
are temporary migrants, whereas 48% are permanent. 
Most of the permanent migrants had plans to buy a 
piece of land at the suburb and reside there perma-
nently. In their words, as they would not get any job 
or financial opportunity in the village anyway, there 
was nothing that will attract them to return to it. 
Although they had no intention to cut off their rela-
tionship with the village altogether they would rather 
treat revisiting it as an outing. Temporary migrants, 
on the other hand, have a plan to make some money 
in Dhaka and thus develop their rural belongings and 
finally after a certain period of time, in most cases 
they don’t know when, return to their origins. This 
study found that the migrants’ determination of mi-
gration status is considerably influenced by eight 
factors: natural disasters, lack of employment oppor-
tunity, financial crisis, influence of family members, 
availability of jobs, getting easy access to city’s infor-
mal economy, bright city lights, occupation at rural 
origin. Although Saleheen (1980) and Rokib (2009) 
found out that education has direct effect on migra-
tion, this study found that education, age and marital 
status have not any significant influence over migra-
tion status, however, this study agrees with Afsar 
(2000) and Rokib (2009) that occupation at rural 
origin has significant impact on migrants. 

Bangladesh is a natural disaster prone country. 
Cyclones in 1970 and 1991 killed 300,000 and 170,000 
people respectively, and in 2007 a category-5 cyclone, 
Sidr, hit Bangladesh killing about 5000 people 
(Rasheed, 2008). One of the predominant reasons 
that cause homelessness, landlessness of rural people 
is riverbank erosion and this disaster is so devastating 
that even an affluent farmer in a village can be a land-
less man over one night. These natural disasters 
compel people to migrate to cities with their families, 
as they lost all their belongings. According to this 
study, about 10% of the respondents migrate due to 
natural disasters where 70% of them migrate perma-
nently.  

Easy access to city’s informal economy is one of 
the most dominant forces of attraction of urban cen-
ters. In Bangladesh, based on 2010 LFS (Labor Force 
Survey), the unemployment rate in Bangladesh is 
only 4.5%. Of the employed population, 87.43% is in 
informal sectors, which was 78.48% in LFS 2005-06 
and 79.23% in LFS 2002-03 (BBS, 2012). In Dhaka 
division 83.1% of the employed population is in in-
formal sectors (BBS, 2008b). Workers employed in 
the informal sectors increased by about 8% from the 
1970s to 1980s (Amin 1994). In 1988, there were more 
than 500,000 rickshaw-pullers in Dhaka; a number 
that had increased to about 900,000 by the year 2002 
(Ullah 2004). City’s informal jobs include rickshaw 
pulling, hawker activities, roadside small business, 
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day laboring etc. In the rural areas of Bangladesh 
many people still believe that Taka (currency of Bang-
ladesh) flies in the air of Dhaka and people, who are 
in senile stage of their lives, inspire the young genera-
tion to move to Dhaka to earn their breads. This 
study found about 68% of the respondents, among 
them about 47% is permanent, is somehow influ-
enced by the opportunities to get involve in city’s 
informal economy or the bright city lights. 

Another important factor, which determines mi-
gration status, is availability of jobs in industrial sec-
tors of urban areas. In this study, however, about 22% 
of the permanent migrants showed lack of job as the 
prime factor to have reluctance to return village. Ac-
tually rapid growth of export oriented garment indus-
tries, particularly in large cities has been a major con-
tributor to urban pull (Nazem, 2011). The major con-
centration of RMG (ready made garment) industries 
took place in Dhaka (74%) followed by Chittagong 
(22%) (Islam 2008). It is believed that more than 
500,000 skilled and unskilled workers are employed 
in RMG industries. Not only that, Dhaka division has 
16414 manufacturing industries, which is 47.29% of all 
industries in the country (BBS 2008a), and most of 
these industries are located in urban centers, espe-
cially in Dhaka megacity. For this reason people are 
more likely to move Dhaka, than to other urban cen-
ters, and Dhaka has to face a high influx of migrants 
every year. 

Actually Bangladesh is going through a transition-
al period, from agriculture based society to manufac-
ture based society. At present 28% of total population 
of Bangladesh is living (UNFPA 2010), and in 2037 
more than 50% of the population will live in urban 
centers (Islam 2006). The annual rate of the national 
population increase is 1.40% whereas the urban popu-
lation growth rate is 3.20% (Population Reference 
Bureau, 2010). From 2000 to 2005, the contribution of 
natural increase of urban population was only 41.9% 
while that of rural-urban migration and redefinition 
of urban centers was about 58.1% (Afsar 2000). This 
represents that a huge proportion of rural-urban mi-
grants has started to live in the urban areas perma-
nently. This study also found that almost half of the 
total respondents migrate permanently.  

It is evident that employment in agricultural sec-
tor is decreasing every year, in 2002-03 LFS it was 
51.7% while in 2010 LFS it became 47.3%. (BBS 2012). 
In case of contribution in GDP, in 2011 agricultural 
sector contributes only 19.95%, which was 20.16% in 
2010, while service sector and manufacturing sector 
together contribute 68.13% (BBS 2011). In cases of 
rural and urban areas, in 1991-92 urban sectors’ con-
tribution to GDP was 38%, which was only 25% in 
1972-73 and 06% in 1961 (Haq 1997). Recently, howev-
er, urban sector’s share to GDP is estimated at about 
60% (CUS 2010). Government’s policies have focus on 
the growth of urban centers, especially growth of 

three or four cities, whereas employment generation 
in rural areas is being neglected since the independ-
ence of Bangladesh and that is why rural people have 
to come to cities in search of money. It is indisputa-
ble that Dhaka is the nucleus of Bangladesh, in terms 
of employment opportunity, educational, health and 
other basic civic facilities. These features of Dhaka 
attract people from all over the country and this huge 
influx of people will soon turn this megacity into 
metacity.   

Although there is huge number of migrants comes 
to Dhaka each year but the megacity’s urban infra-
structure has not the capacity to absorb this huge. 
That is why more than one-third of the megacity’s 
population lives in slums and squatters. The rural 
areas of Bangladesh lack both economic and social 
opportunities and the existing condition of migration 
suggests that the government should introduce more 
employment opportunities in rural areas and adopt a 
balanced development strategy to encourage settle-
ments and other functions in small and intermediate 
cities. Creating more employment opportunities in 
the rural areas through establishing the small scale 
factories and RMG industries as well as social invest-
ment would be an effective measure to lessen the 
enormous migration flow towards Dhaka and to en-
sure a sustainable development.    

 
 
Conclusion 
 
In this study nearly half of the total respondents are 
permanent migrant and the determination of migra-
tion status is highly influenced by urban pull factors, 
such as availability of jobs, getting access to informal 
economy, influence of bright city lights. Rural factors 
also play significant role, however, social factors, 
except occupation at rural origin, are not significant 
comparatively. This study has found that not only the 
migration but the determination of migration status 
also follows the basic Todaro model of wage differen-
tials. Although this model was devised over 40 years 
ago, the core concept is similar even at present. Rural 
areas of Bangladesh still has agriculture dominated 
economy, and, like Harris-Todaro model, the differ-
ence between agriculture wage and urban wage 
played the most significant role in the decision mak-
ing- whether the migrant will leave urban areas.  
Financial reasons, acting as push or pull factor, are 
the principal reasons behind taking the migration 
status decision. Job availability, informal economy, 
city lights all these factors are economic related. 

This study tried to focus on various migration fac-
tors that influence the migrant’s migration status. 
The result of this study was unique in terms of the 
main theme- influence of migration factors over mi-
gration status, as there was no study in Bangladesh 
covers this topic. However, previous studies in Bang-
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ladesh emphasized on variables influencing migration 
but none of them did discuss the influence of these 
factors on migration status. In this way this paper 
contributes to address a research gap. 
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