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THE VOLUME OF SPATIAL MOBILITY OF LIBYAN CITIZENS

M. L. SRIVASTAVA *

. |nfroducfion -

The movement of people from the place of birth to any other place
within the national boundary in any country, commonly Known as

internal migration, 1s related to a variety of social, economic and

polili(‘,al
nobility of people may create problems of adjustment and integration

problems of the nation. On the one hand, for example, this

while on the other it may solve the problem of shortage of labour
and/or qualified personnel in a particular area of activity. To under-
stand the extent and intensity of problems occasioned by internal
migration, it 1s essential to study the volume and characteristics of
migrants. The present paper is confined only to the study of the volume of
spatial mobility of Libyan Citizens because of the unavailability of data
on the characteristics of such citizens. However, the present author is
aware of the progress of a few sample surveys where the data on the
characteristies of migrants have bee ncollected and is hopeful that the

findings will be available at some future date,

This study is based on the data collected in the Census of Libya

1964 and will include all the Libyan Citizens living inside the country

« Dr. M. L. SRIVASTAVA, M.Sc., (Pat.) Ph.D. (AN.U. Canber
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Department of Philosophy and Sociology, Faculty of Arts, Univ * &
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2. Inter-Mugataa Mobility of Citizens Born Inside Libya :

General The number of citizens who were born and also enum,.
rated as living inside Libya in 1964 was 1,478,541 (770,326 males ayg
708.215 females). Of this pnumber. 1,304,056 (671,923 males ay4
632,133 females were enumerated in the Mugataa in which they were
born. The remaining 174,485 citizens, or 11.80 per cent of the toyy)
citizens born inside Libya, were nol enumerated in the Mugataa of the;,
birth. The percentages of males and females who were not enume.
rated in the Mugqataa of their birth, in terms of the total number of
citizens of respective sexes born inside Libya, were 12.77 and 10.74
These percentages indicate a cignificant rate of mobility for Lil)\-iﬁ|

Citizens,

[able (1) presents the percentages of ecitizens (persons, male

C—

(1) The country is divided Into ten administrative divisions which sare know
Muqatast or Muhafadat.  The former is used In Census Publication whi N ay
Iatter is used in praclce. e the
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Net Gains or Losses to Muqataat :

If we designate the number of people born in Muqataa

x and enu-
: taa y hy B E
merated in Muqataa y by B

the difference B E—B FE isthe
Xy y X

halance resulting from migration between Mu

-

qataat x and y, A

3 ‘e will indicate ; ' Mugataa x whereas
positive difference will indicate a net loss for Tug

d

tive difference will indicate a net gain.  The reverse will be true
nega

for Muqatan v.  The net gains or losses for each Mugataa from or
or . ! X : . ‘ L
the remaining Mirqataat were obtained as above. The algebraic sum
o alning | g ‘
f all the net gains and losses for any M:uqataa, provided the
ol a v OEEEER

p*

The results of this caleulation are
ented in table (2), which shows the net gains and net losses
prea " s

for
o wit] S ‘reentages in rel
cach Muqataa together vith their percent; B+3

ation to total of net
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sains and total of net losses for each Muqgaaa.  The fy))
di-cussion of the net gains and losses for cach M OWing ;
- el gains r uqataa s€parate] . .
-1Y.

esult of inter-Muqataa migration in |
- ') a ‘l

I'RINVOLI As ar
1964, the Muqatea of Iripoli had a total net gain of 59972 nhyy,
(31.154 males and 25.818 females ). This was 22.33 per ceq :wr"’"n
1

total number of persons born in the Mugataa of Tripoli. Ty, d
© dif,

rence between the number of p(‘ol'lt‘ born in Tripoli bu: enu
- 2 ler
¢leewhere in the country and that born elsewhere in the count N
ry l"lt

ted in Tripoli showed that the Mugqataa of Tripoli ney
“Bai

the country and its ney.] leq
-losy

cuaumera

people from six of the Mugataat of
Benghazi, Derna and Gebel Akhdar. The total of net-gains copg; .
- : Blgted

of 36,676 males and 97.404 females of which respectively 92 23
05.08 per cents came from the Mugataat of Gebel Gharbi, Zawia ‘K:nd
and Misurata.  This indicates that the tendency for Shon-di,hm'

movements was slightly greater among females than that among ma]
Of the total of net losses of males and females respectively, 68.32 .
32 apg

73.65 per cents went o the Mugqataa of Benghazi.  Tripoli’s ney |
- » "
of males to Gebel Akhdar was about twice as large as that to Dl‘l‘nn
q,

whereas the net loss of females to Derna was only slightly more 1,
n

that to Gebel Akhdar.
the only Mugataa which net-gaineq

BENGHAZI  Benghazi was
The total net gaj,

people from every other Mugataa of the country.
of 32.179 people consisted of 19,811 males and 12,668 females, 55 0
ales and about the same percentage of females (55.4¢,

qataat of Koms and Misurat:.  The pg
o Mugataar were approximately in the ratio 1 ;9
It may Dbe noted that Benghazi pe,
ales and females from Gehe

per cent of the m
were from the Western Mu

gains from these tw
for both the sexes separately.

gained almost the same number of m
Akhdar and Derna taken together as those from Koms alone,

The Muqataa of Sebha experi
9593 males and 426 females. However,

392 males and 1,791 females

enced a total net loss of

SEBHA
2,949 people consisting of

the total of nel losses amounted to 4.2
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males,
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while ""l ses were to the Mugataat of Tripoli, Benghazi,
: »f 108 .
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the remaining
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at O )

of males, respec-
HN‘I"'"(‘) 90 and 29.30 per cents were 1o the Muqataar of Tripoli and
. \d ,-r' |
rivelys b Also, these two Mugataatr received more than 90 per cent
habl. ‘
Bengh

tal of net losses of females for Sehha. Males and females
to

of the Muqataa of Ubari constituted more thay 50 per cent of the

(rom the

| of net gains by Sebha,
tola

Gebel Gharbt The Muqgataa of Gehel Gl
eb

arbi, except for a neg-
et gain of 39 males and 42 females
n

| from Koms, net-lost 10
ligib (Muqam" of the country.  The total of net logses amounted 1o
every

jales and 10,044 females,  Of this about four-fifths we
13.796 “amn of Tripoli.  The other Mugqataa which attracted
the M"Zrccnmge of the total of net losses was Benghazi, which
ficant P

ively, 8.30 and 6.08 per cents of the males and femal
llv . . . .
respec e net loss for Gebel Gharbi,

nt to
a signi-
gained,
es that
“Qsl‘c lh

Zawia  The Muqataa of Zawia experienced a total net loss of
.,m le (5,016 males and 4,177 females). The total of net
9,193 1)6{016]45 males and that of 4.862 females was shared by the
mef ;'Tripoli Benghazi, Derna and Gebel Akhdar. Tripoli
Mu,{amal {’ . foul‘-’ﬁﬂps of this total of net losses whereas Benghazi
rcce!V('d . ectively, 15.56 and 13.14 per cents of the total of net
received, resp’& snd. females. The total of net gains for Zawia
loss(“S of 1;131 ;9(; males and 685 females.  About three-fourths of
(‘;).nml:i(i Zam;‘ ;rom the Muqataat of Gebel Gharbi and Koms. The
tns i

i - 3 ¥ ..‘ la
. buted to this gain were Sebha, Misura
taa: which contri
other Muqa

and Ubari.

Koms Compared to other Mugataat of the country, the M “’7”’!““

ffered the greatest numerical net loss of 2?.694 peop ":

of Koms o 1 of 17,063 males and 12,631 females.  Except for the

This ConSl:lSlv:)ri tl;is loss was shared by all the Mugqataar of the
Mugataa o ari,
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Pf)lllllr)'. However, Ubari was a case of negligible importance beey .
Roms net-gained only one male and 13 females from this Mugq, |
The bulk of the total of net losses was concentrated in Tripol; :"'
Benghabi which together received about 90 per cent of i, h

”Humm

The Mugataa of Misurata suffered the second gre.,
net loss,

The total of net losses in this case consisted of 16,029 mal,
and 10,655 females. By contrast, it net-gained very few people Vi
811 males and 633 females.  Thus the total net loss amounteq |
15.218 males and 10,022 females. Benghazi received most of lhé
total of net losses of males and females,  Tripoli followed BP“,'-'.I'I.J,
aud the two Mugataat shared between them, respectively, 84.82 an;
86.51 per cents of the total of net losses of males and fery),.
Slightly more than three-fifths of the total of net gains in respeey |
males and females came from the Mugataa of Koms.  The o,
Mugataa responsible for significant contribution to the total of net gaj,

was Gebel Gharbi with a share of slightly more than one-third of ),
total of net gains.

Derna  The in- and out- migrants to and from Derna  alng,
balanced each other. As a result it net-gained 32 males hut net I,
366 females. This was a singular case where the net migration
the two sexes was in opposite direction.  On the whole. the total
net gaine amounted to 2,182 males and 1,243 females and that of ng
losses amounted to 2.150 males and 1.609 females.  Slightly mor,
than two- fifths of the total of net gains of males and females wy,
from Misurata, Of the total of net losses, about three-fourths was
the Mugataa of Benghazi and the rest to that of Gebel Akhdar,

Gabel Alkhdar  The Muqataa of Gebel Akhdar net-gained people
from all the Mugataat except Benghazi.  The total of net gains amoun
ted to 3.114 males and 1,696 females whereas the total of net losse
consisted of 2.150 males and 1,570 females The result was a net gaiy
of 964 males and 126 females.

Ubari  The total of net gains for the Mugataa of Ubari was far
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less than the total of et losses, Only 59 males and 9 females
88 ) ales

pstituted the total of net gains, By contrast, the 191,) of ne losses
." . L -
( unted to 1,443 males and 1.007 females,
amont

Sebha gained Most of

ns of th. total of 4,y
ent to Sebhy alone.

' [M‘ﬂl’l(‘ lost In, L]IIﬂl"i. 66.80 llll(] 7‘).51 per ce
the .

Josses of males and females, respecticely,
OSs=

The Sex Ratio of Net Gains and Net Losses -

A study of the sex ratio of (he groups

of people mvolved in et
rigration between any two of the
n

ten Muqataa; revealed tha, internal
migration in Libya prior to 1964 wae heavily ey selective.  Males
n .

outnumbered females by a consideral] e margin.  Of the 45 b
of between-Muqataa migrationg, only two presented
[Here each Mugataa is combined with the remaini
The exceptions were of negligible importance
numbers of males and females involy

alances
d reverse situation,
'8 ones only once,

mainly because the
ed were very small.
inter-change, Koms™ net loss to Gebel Gharbi consisted of 3

against 42 females and in the other, Ubari's net loss to Koms
of one male and 13 females.

In one
9 males
consisted

The total net gains or losses exhibited
\lso, it was noted in nine of the ten Mugqat
'y ~'Ve .
was associated with a net gain of fem

s

a heavy surplus of males.
aat that a net gain of males
ales or a net loss of males was

This feature was, however, not
obtained in the Mugataa of Derna which net-g

associated with a net loss of females,

ained a negligible number
of 32 males but net lost 366 females, The most marked unbalauced
sex ratios occurred among the people uct-gaiu(:d by Gebel Akhdar and
among those net-lost by Sebha,  The sex ratio i.e., the number of males
per 100 females, for thhe former was 765 males for every 100 females
while that for the latter was 592 males per 109 .fomalt-.-. The 5(.‘\
ratio among the net gains or losses for the remaining 8'.\qurfmm did
not present any speeial feature.  The values orf i]l.(‘ rutm—\'un(‘d from
120 males per 100 females in the net loss for Zawia to 156 males per

100 females among the net gains for Benghabi.
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3. Distribution of Citizens Born Outside Libya :

In 1964, there were 36.958 citizens who were born OUlsig,

!N)I’n i'lsi
and of those born outside Libya. I'he reasons for "“-‘“rdlug

of

d[.

Libya.  This was 2.4 per cent of the total of citizens

e " l l“ R . y fl()]n
the improved economic condition following the discovery of ;)

in 1]
. IR T e
country.  The opportunities for a better economic livlihoog gro

large number of citizens born outside the country stem ingijp|

“illg
al a remarkably rapid rate, induced return migration for Many of

citizens who had emigrated earlier.  The returning famniljes Wigh,

slud'

ct (}1;
whie},

have been accompanied by members born outside of Libya. A
of the pattern of settlement of such citizens in Libya might re(),
pattern of settlement of return migrants, an estimated number of
was about 54.000 for the period 19549—63. 2

The male and females citizens who were born outside Liby,
numbered 18,330 and 18,628 respectively.  In other words there wer,
948 males per thousand females. The percentage distribution of they,
cilizens over Muqatas was not the same as that of thosc citizeng who
were born in Libya.  This may be seen in table (3). It may be noteg
in this table that about 70 per cent of the total citizens born outsj,
Libya were attracted to Muqataat of Tripoli and Benghazi. The forme,
received slightly less than half (45.10%) of such citizens againg; ,

share of 22.78 per cent of the total citizens born in Libya. Ty,
corresponding percentages for the latter were 24.97 and 17.92. The
better economic opportunities provided by the cities of Tripol; ang
Benghazi might have been the main reason for such a larse concentr,.
tion of citizens born outside Libya in these two Muqataat. Sebh,
shared almost the same percentage of citizens born outside Liliya g
that of citizens born inside. Table (3) shows that the respective
percentages are 3.26 and 3.12.  The percentages of citizens borp
outside Libya and enumerated in other Mugataat compared 1o the total
of such citizens were very much less than the corresponding percentages

e ———,
(2) Housing In Libya, Ministry of Planning and Development, Government of Libya
1064, Vol. I, p. 38.
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TABLE (1)

Percentage of total citizens born and enumerated as

each Mugataa i relation to
citizens born i nthay Mugqataa, according g

but not enumerated in

seX

Percentage of total citizens
born in each Muqataa

Enumornted
of birth

in the Muqataa

Enumerateq
Mugataa

(males, females and porsons)

Outside ¢,

of  birty bu:

Withip the country

Muqataa Males  Females persons Males  Femaloy porgon,
(1) (2) B) @) (3) (6 (7)
Tripoli 91.86 92,79 92.28 8.14 1.28 1.72 ‘
Benghaz; 95.04 95,02 95.03 4.96 4.98 4.97
Sebha 81.20 8953 85.06 18.80 1047 14.94
Gebel Gharly; 8549 87.94 86.65 14.5] 12.06 13.35
Zawia 87.07 8824 8763 1293 1176  12.37
Koms 19.66 82.55 81.01 20.34 1745  18.99
Misurata 79.82  83.93 8L.74 20.18 16.07  18.2¢
Derna 88.37  90.00 89.16 11.63 10.00 10.84
Gebel Akhdar 87.61 88.68 88.14 1239 11.32  11.86
Ubari 90.33  93.1¢ 91.75 9.67 6.84 8.25

Source
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TABLE (2)

Total net gain +34.154

Tripoli

Gebel Gharbi

Sehha
rawia
Koms
Misurata
Derna

Gebel Akhdar

Ubari

Total net gain

- gain o loss (number of males, females and |
e

from or 10 the other Mugataay of Libya and ¢}

such gains 1o the total of pe gains

losses to the total of net Jogee
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rsons) for each
le Pereentage
or of such

N aln f : v of 1o
neeltlois ?o (r_of)ﬂ U] e Percentage of toty 7
gains from (+)o arlndof it
- t of total of net losses LO:E-“
emales Persons Males F )
o emales
\
TRIPOLI
— 1723 — 1168 — 289
2662+ 1200 4 3gy) :687'32:2 e
10967+ 8364 419331 42999 g or
+li.7g§ + 3938+ 8700 +1208 4390
FILT59  + 9246 421005  +3306 1350,
+ 6310 4 4508 10848 +1720 430
— VB - W — s e 5
- 2 — 188 — 709 —20.66 1185
© 139 4 325 4051 4 g5
425818  +59.972
BENGHAZI
+ 1723 + 1168 + 289
. + 8,70
P20 42T dee + I 352
SLMS 4 611 4 1756 + 578 4 gae
+ 956+ 639+ 1595 + 483 + 500
+ 3.652  + 2306 + 5958 +1843 +1g90
FB6 4TI £11960 43663 +3720
FLSOE 125 2819 +805 + o
+ _,139 - 1570 4+ 3720 +10.85  +12.39
5 4+ 9 4 104 + 048 + 007
+19.811  +12.668 +32.479
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Net gain from (+4) or Percentage of to
net loss to (—) gains from (4 tal op e
of total of net Iossg:(: thy,
o(-
Mugataa Males females Persons Males Fem |
e e Aley
SEBHA
Tripoli — 2,662 — 1209 — 3.871 —62.90 —67
Benghazi — 1240 — 427 — 1667 —2930 o,
Gebel Gharbi + 176+ 147  + 323 +1030 4™
Zawia — 84 — 2 — 106 —198 __ 7
Koms + 139 + 9 + 229 + 813 4+ 6-23
Misurata + 430 + 327 + 57 42506  4ou)
Derna — 117 — T — 188 —27 _ 37
Gebel AKhdar — 129 — 62 — 191 — 3.05 3'90
Ubari + 961 + 801 + 1765 +5641  45pp
Total net loss — 2.523 — 426 — 2.949
GEBEL GHARBI
Tripoli —10.967 — 8364 —19.331 —79.49 g3,
Benghazi — 1145 — 611 — 1756 — 830 — g
Sebha — 176 — 147 — 323 — 128 14
Zawia — 647 — 422 — 1069 — 4.69 — 4.9
Koms . 39 + 42 = 81 +100.00 +100,
Misurata — 288 — 219 — 507 — 209 — 2y
Derna — 236 — 117 — 353 — 171 — 1
Gebel Akhdar — 308 — 157 — 465 — 223 — 1.9
Ubari — 29 — 7 — 36 — 021 — o
Total net loss —13.757 —10.002 —23.759
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TABLE (2) (Cont.)

Net gain from (4) or

Pcrcentage of total of ney
net loss to (—) gains from (4 and that
of tota] of net losseg to(—)
Males females Persons Males Females
Mawi‘/j R . R
= ZAWIA
. — 4762 — 3938 8700 77,49 —81.00
'['l'i['oh ) — 956 — 639 — 1.595 ‘15.56 —13.14
Bengha?! + 8+ 22 4+ 106 4+ 744 3.21
Sebha harbi + 047+ 422 4 1060 4573, +61.61
Gebel GRAY L 056+ 178 4 130 +22.67  +25.49
Koms + 14+ 57 4+ 171 41010 4+ 8.32
Misurald — 129 — 8 — 218 _919 _ 1.83
Derna hdar — 298 — 196 — 494 __ 485 — 4.03
Gebel ARMEEE 0 To8 4 10+ 38 4 oo + 1.46
T 1
[.hafl et loss — 5016 — 4177 — 9193
Tota
KOMS
_ —11.759 — 9.246  —21.005 —68.91 17313
Trpoli s 2306 — 5958 2140 —18.24
Benghazi — 139 — 90 — 229 081 — o711
Sebha i — 39 — 42 — 81 — 023 — 033
Gebel Gharbi  — 256 — 174 — 430 — 150 — 138
Zawia — 523 — 414 — 937 — 306 — 3297
Misurata — 300 — 179 — 419 —176 — 1.:3
e khder — 396 — 133 — 58 _*3'32 —*1'
Gebel A N 1 4+ 13 4+ 14
Ubari .
Total net loss —17.063  —12.631  —29.694
ota :

—

ery small,
were not calculated because the numbers involved were very
e+ Percentages
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TABLE (2) (Cont.)

Net gain from (+4) or Percentage of tot
net loss to (- ) gains from al ofp

(4) he
of total of net loaagnm: ‘hat
o(__

Muqataa Males females Persons Males P(‘lmu )
S S ST ————., e ey
MISURATA

Tripoli — 6340 — 4508 —10.848 3955

Benghazi — 1256 — 4,713 —11.969 —45.27 \423]
Sebha — 430 — 327 — 17T — 268 :44'23
Gebel Gharbi 4+ 288 4+ 219 + 507  +355) s
Zawia — 114 — T — 171 — om — 0'60
Kome +O528 4 4+ 93T tengg O
Derna — 980 — 532 — 1512 — 611 4'30
Gebel Akhdar — 879 — 506 — 1.385 — 548 — 4'79
Ubari — 30 — 12 — 42 — 019 i

— 0.1)
Total netloss  —15.218 —10.022 —25.240

DERNA
Tripol; + 278 + 230 4 508 +12.74 4+ 18.5¢
Benghazi —1.594 —1.225 —2819 —74.14 __ 76.13
Sebha + 117 + 7 + 188 + 5.36 + 5.7
Gebel Gharhi + 236 + 117 + 353 + 10.82 + 94)
Zawia + 129 + 89 + 218 + 591 + .16
Koms + 300 + 179 + 479 +13.75 + 14,4
Misurata + 980 + 532 +1.512 + 44.9] + 42,89
Gebel AKkhdar — 526 — 384 — 940 —2586 __ 23.87
Ubari + 142 + 25 4+ 167 + 6.51 + 2.0

Total net gain (+)
or net loss (—) + 32

|
(¥
2}

—334
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LouumE OF 82— — =
¥
'l'ABLE (2) (Cont.)
- Percentage of total
= et 8“':’0 (f.om ¢ & gacl;l:mfroif (:-Ho andofur:::
pet 1083 of total of net losses to(—)
Males females Persons Males Females
st — :
GEBEL AKHDAR
L o521+ 188+ 709+ 1673+ 1108
T ipoli _2.150 1570 —3.720 —100.00 —100.00
B(r-ngll"zi + 129 + 26 + 191 + 414 + 3.66
sbba .4 308 F 157 + 465 + 989 + 926
Shel GhrP T Dog 4196+ 494+ 957+ 1156
Jawid + 396 + 193 + 589 + 12,72 + 11.38
Koms 34 879 + 5006 +1.385 + 28.23 + 29.83
Misuratd + 556 4+ 384 + 940 + 17.85 + 22.64
Dernd + 21 + 10 + 37 + 087 + 059
Uhatt = 964 + 126 +1.090
Total net gain
UBARI
. __ 186 —139 — 325 —12.89 —13.80
Tripoli ~ 95 — 9 — 104 — 658 — 0.89
g"l')‘}ﬂ""' " o1 —801 —1765 —6630  —79.54
e : | ok sk
arhi + 29 + 7 + 36
,G""?,! Gharbt T Sg 10 — 38 — 194 — 099
1/\1:1: — 1 — 13 — 14 — 0.07 — 1.29
- + 30 + 12 + 42 "% *x
l“)';:ﬁ;m _ 42 —2 — 167 — 981 — 248
Gebel Akhdar — 27 — 10 — 37 — 1.87 — 0.99
Total net loss —1.384 —988 --2.372

e
Source

Percentages were not calculated because
Same as that for table (1)

the numbers Involved were very small.



60

Percentage distribution of Citizens born inside Liby,

THE LIDYAN E(‘ONOMI(L_ANI) BUSL\;ESH REVIEW

TABLE (3)

Muqataa of enumeration as well as that of thege

females and persons) born outside Libya accordyy,

ﬂi‘cnrdi"g

0O

B lo

Muqataa of settlement and the sex ratio among

the latter group

T i

Percentage distribution of Citizens born

gl?zer:,uob:’"m
—— pde 4TS s Pemales’ . Peraons “8i0e Libye
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Tripoli 2278 4745 42.80 45.10 1.09¢
Benghazi 17.92 21.09 28.79 24.97 121
Sebha 3.12 3.40 3.12 3.26 1072
Gebel Gharhi 11.92 1.84 6.65 7.24 1.160
Zawia 12.53 9.23 7.90 8.56 1.15¢
Koms 8.99 0.78 0.98 0.88 785
Misurata 9.57 3.97 3.60 3.79 1.084
Derna 5.31 3.46 3.48 3.47 978
Gebel AKhdar  5.76 1.90 1.79 1.85 1.048
Ubari 2.10 0.88 0.89 0.88 952
Total number of
persons 1.478.541 18.330 18.628 36.958 984
Source :—Sa:\e_a_; -thal for table (1). .
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