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Explanationsfor counter-urban migration in Denmark

Hans Skifter Andersen,
Center for Housing and Welfare, University of Cdpegen.
e-mail: han@soc.ku.dk

Abstract

In Denmark as in most other European countriesaghgm net migration from the less urbanized to
the more urbanized parts of the country. This papenmarizes the results of a Danish study on the
extent and composition of migration flows and atdes and conditions that have a decisive
influence on migration to fringe areas. The studgves that a considerable share of movers to the
fringe areas in Denmark can be characterised asime-transfer movers: People without
employment moving to get lower housing costs. igaretare also groups of people moving to
employment in the areas, going back to places wierg have grown up or moving to better
housing conditions in a more natural environment.

I ntroduction

In many countries there has been a trend towacdse@entration of the population in parts of therdopwith
economic growth, while other parts of the countrifess from economic decline and decreasing pojmiaDenmark
is a small country with short distances betweemfiareas and larger cities, but the same tendetaismequal
development are also found in this country. Foryngars industrial policy has been the main palitinstrument for
local authorities in the less urban areas in declut in recent years focus has moved towards edhddt be called
‘settlement policies’. How can these areas atpaciple who do not have workplace in the areas arhave been
pensioned. For this reason it is important to kisomething about what kind of people can be attdaictenove into
less urban and distant areas, and for what reasons.

This paper reports some results from a study af istance moves — internal migration — in Denméris. based on
data from public registers on all moving personBémmark 2002. Moreover, data from a survey amoagimg
households in 1998 is used.

The focus of the paper is on migration from regiaith economic growth and population increase®$s lurbanised
places in regions with stagnation and often pomndbsses. A suitable concept for this phenomesaal by Lindgren
(2003) is ‘counter-urban’ migration. In his analysif counter-urban movers in Sweden, Lindgren @iicegions in
Sweden in an urban hierarchy after the size ofrthim cities in regions. Inside the regions wasvésitin between
cities and ‘hinterlands’, which were the less uibad parts of the regions. He then defined coumtean migration as
moves from a higher to a lower hierarchy, but notes from cities to their hinterlands, which waarettterised as
suburban moves.

In this paper the extent of counter-urban movd3denmark is exposed and explanations for these mareeanalysed.

Theoretical framework and knowledge on migration

Counter-urban moves are a kind of long-distanceation that often implies a job change for emplopedple. They
also often imply that it is impossible for the mov#o keep in contact with the environment theytodéve in and the
social networks, which were connected to their @lacliving. Migration can be characterised asarghupture with
many of the life conditions one possessed beforemgowith risks of loosing achieved advantages afoleing forced
to make a lot of efforts to getting used to newditons.



According to the traditional general theory of naitipn (Lee 1965) factors that decide migration lsarivided into:

1. Factors associated with the area of origin

2. Factors associated with the area of destination
3. Intervening obstacles

4, Personal factors

A decision on migration, including a change of desice and often also a change of job, is basedcomparison of
advantages and disadvantages by the former pldséngf with the similar conditions at the possilolew place.
According to Lee (1965) it is not so much the i@aiditions, that are decisive, but more the pelsamé subjective
perceptions of these conditions made by the mokgsehold. A decision on migration is never vetiorel.
Moreover, there are important differences in howpe perceive the place they leave and the planeale
considering to take up residence in. People ushaife a good knowledge of the place of departweotien only
have a limited knowledge on the new place. Manydit@ms at a place can first be acknowledged bipdjthere.
Dependent on if one is most positive against theoolthe new place this can have a considerableriapce for the
decision to move. For all these reasons we thexefarst expect to find many deviations from gengadtierns of
migration. There is no simple connection betwegreeted behaviour concerning migration and actuaabeur.

Choosing a place to settle is a very complex decisicluding many different factors. Two main fastare important
— preferences for work and preferences for plad&iof.

In traditional economic theory the location of heliglds is determined by the labour market (Boheith Baylor
2002). The location of workplaces determines howlegees are locating. It is assumed that housefiiokishoose a
place to work and then a place to live, which &de the reach of suitable time of home to workgport. This dogma,
however, has been questioned by other, more sg@iallp research. According to Hanson and Pratt§)1@8s often so
that the place of home is chosen first and theanaftrds a work place is found. Especially womenl ternput more
weight on the place of living and often tries tiodfijobs near the home (Rouwendal and Meijer, 2081d,they often
tend to find a new job after moving and not bef@wecording to Clark and Burt (1980) the locatiortlod home is only
of little importance as long as the workplace ithin a certain distance called the ‘critical iscmie’. Other research
show, however, that it is difficult to define sugllecisive distance and that it differs very muetwieen different kinds
of households. Some people choose to commute orgrdistances to obtain a good combination of ¢jvin
environment, job satisfaction and income. For exdantpwas shown in a Dutch study (Wiendels and Kampen,
1997) that 38 per cent of employees in firms, whighved 90 to 135 km, chose to stay at the same plaar firms
moving more than 135 km it was 15 per cent. Thaoehof a place to live thus can be seen as makpripaty
between workplace, place of residence and commutiogpeople outside the labour force only livimpditions have
importance. But a forth factor is the attachmempbe have to the places where they live and work.

The importance of place attachment

Choosing to migrate over longer distances is a ¢exngecision because it implies that one have tkensgvere
changes in ones way of life. One will not be ablenaintain a daily contact with the social networle has build up
around the old place and one cannot any more eskdilities one is used to. It is known from thebitity literature
that every person during the cause of time buildhaipds and attachment to the place where theyAisestated by
Speare et al (1974):

"Many empirical studies note another aspect of nitghit the social and economic bonds a community
resident or potential mover forms with the immegl@tvironment ... as a result of a gradual
assimilation process ... relation between the bomdhe one hand and mobility on the other will be
inverse and mobility will be inhibited by ties tetimmediate neighbourhood or area. The greater in
magnitude and intensity the bonds for an individatathis current residence, the higher his tolerance
for dissatisfaction will become, everything elssbesqual

In the research literature different concepts aexlito denominate this phenomena. One of theseptis place
attachmerit It can be defined ash effective bond between people and plame®motionel involvement with places
(Hidalgo og Hernandez, 2001), @ positive emotional bond that develops betweenvithehls or groups and their
environmerit(Mesch og Manor 1998). Others (Cuba and Humni®8_3) use the concept ‘place identity’, which is
split up into two aspectsdisplay, which is about people leaving their mark on th@ivironment giving it status and



identity; and &ffiliation’, which concerns emotional attachment and shearin@lues with people in the
neighbourhood.

According to Hidalgo and Hernandez there is a pmejhg of human beings to seek out the place wheg were born
or find a place in which they feel comfortable aedure and that is most often places they aredmmtfivith. But place
attachment is not always something that people@mngconscious about. It is often not until theyneointo a situation
where they must consider the possibility of leavimgir place of residence that people get awathef bonds to the
place they live (Brown an Perkins 1992).

Place can have different meanings for differentppeocAttachment can be related to different spa#iabes like home,
neighbourhood city and region. The range of platehment can have importance for different kintisobility.
Attachment to home reduces all kinds of mobilitya@hment to neighbourhood allows local moveschttaent to city
or region allows moves inside the city or regioil.kdnhds of attachment affect migration to othegitns, but perhaps
attachment to the region is the most importantti.

Most studies have focused on home and neighbouranddhave proved a high degree of attachment fat people
(Hidalgo and Hernandez 2001). Some studies poimbiate as the most important place for identityhert that it only
is of secondary importance (Cuba and Hummon, 1993%) studies have looked at the importance ofdiggon.
Hidalgo and Hernandez showed that neighbourhooddssdmportance than home and region. Cuba andhitums
study proved that home had most importance follolsedeighbourhood and region, but there were sditiéirences
between the ranges.

Hidalgo and Hernandez showed that attachment tedbial environment is more important than attaatirte the
physical environment. Cuba and Hummon (1993a) gpliplace attachment in six dimensions:

self-related responses (e.g., general psycholofgetihg of adjustment, “feeling comfortable”™);
family-related responses (e.g., reared family heearness to family); 2.

friend-related responses (e.g., meeting peopléngeab know neighbours);

community-related responses (e.g., attractivetlifessense of community);
organization-related responses (e.g., participatiomork, formal organizations)
dwelling-related responses (e.g., home ownershipety of personal possessions).

ogkrwbrE

These six dimensions covered 83 per cent of afiquey, who felt place attachment. The main resuth@study was
that attachment to the neighbourhood primarily esssed by social participation, bonds to friends @ther ‘friend-
related’ reasons. Regional attachment were conthéatthe respondents pattern of activity in théaeyg to what extent
they used facilities in the region; and to someeito the strength of social networks. Finallyaeghhtment to home was
connected to ‘dwelling-related’ explanations. Ar@tktudy (Mesch and Manor 1998) has also showedhtrae
ownership results in stronger place attachment.

The conditions that have the most importance facglattachment can be summarised as (literatuiearéw Cuba and
Hummon 1993a):

1. Community attachment is primarily a function ofébsocial involvements — particularly to those witlends,
but also involving kind, organisational memberstaps local shopping.

2. Long-term residency contributes to place identégduse duration of residence not only enhancekdocal
ties (Gerson et al 1977; Sampson 1988), but it @evides a temporal context for imbuing place with
personal meanings.

3. ldentification with places is influenced by stagethe life cycle, though these relations are cleemmplex.
For example, research on aging indicates thatwredlidg place becomes an increasingly importanafgoint
in the lives of the elderly, and as such, may pldgading role in place identification at this stay life. But
the connection is not linear and different kindathchment are important at different stages peosons
more than 50 years old there are indications dfglece attachment is getting weaker with age (ldimand
Hernandez 2001) and the region are just as imptoidathis group as the neighbourhood. It is alsdl w
known that families with children for several reasdave stronger bond to their dwelling and their
neighbourhood. For young people the region haggré@aportance than the neighbourhood.

4. Some studies indicate that place attachment israéstiated by the individual's placement in broastasiety.
Some evidence suggest that well-to-do are lessheithto the local area (Gerson et al. 1989; Samp388)
and that urban working class residents are moedylito bound their sense of home in terms of neighiood



rather than simply the dwelling place (Mesch anchital 998). Other work indicates that the middlessls
more likely to use the home as vehicle for perdeedldisplay and identity. Some work indicates teaider
does not appear to influence the strength of attact, but that the character of it for women caulifferent
from that of men. Other (Hidalgo and Hernandez 2@64t women in general have a stronger attachthant
men.

Another kind of attachment, which has been defimg#ischer and Malmberg (2001), is callémtation-specific
insider advantagéslt has something to do with both home and wdéiikcher and Malmberg suggest that an
individual's assets and abilities are partly logatspecific and only can be used in a specificpldadey have been
obtained within a location-specific learning prageshich requires time, information, and tempoiiamgnobility. These
advantages will be sunk costs in case of migradigtrof the area, where they are obtained, andthnil act as a barrier
for migration. Especially location-specific insideivantages connected to one’s occupation wiliportant. This
could especially be the case for independent bssinen, but also for employees with special higlaig functions in
local firms.

Therefore, place attachment is an important obstacimigration and it has different importance ddferent people.
Therefore, migration only takes place when the athges by moving are much greater than those autdip staying.

But place attachment can also act as a pull fdotanigration in the cases where people have stbmmgls to another
place or region than the one they live in. Thisgpecially the case for people, who have moved dnway the place
where they grew up. Often they still have familglansocial network in their place of origin, whiobuld be attractive
for them to move closer to. A Danish study (A£reak2004) thus showed that a considerable shapeale, who
moved to a fringe area, was born in the area.

There could also be other kinds of locations tocllpeople have attachments, e.g. placers wherenthayfamily,
friends or second home. A study in Sweden (refeogedindgreen 2003) thus showed that some of theemito the
countryside were people moving to an area whenghhd second homes. In a Danish study (Deding dkes)2002)
13 per cent of persons moving between municipaligtated as one of the most important reasonsdeing to get
nearer to friends and relatives. This study alsm&d that 25 per cent of all respondents felt mattdched to one or
several other parts of Denmark than where theyrésidence.

Factorsthat provoke or hamper migration

Different conditions potentially can provoke migoat but migration is not always released becatiskfferent
conditions as place attachment and interveningasles that hamper migration. Often migration isaskd by
drastically changes in the situation of the familjrich create new priorities and change their attant to the place
where they live. Especially changes like job changearriage and divorce, birth of children, retiegtor getting
unemployed are important changes. Below we wiltukis the importance of different factors that ieflce place
attachment or other intervening obstacles or crefamges that release mobility. The factors dismlisse:

Preferences for commuting

The importance of age and sex

Family situation and family changes
Unemployment

The importance of the housing situation

arONE

Preferences for commuting

Commuting is a solution if you are forced to chajuiea long way from your home and do not want tave) but it can
also be a solution if you want to change the lacatf your residence without changing job. Thera isade off
between demands for housing and location, and digadges by commuting, which is very differentdifferent
households. A study of long-distance commutersnigl&nd (Green et. al 1999) showed that it is egfigainen in high
positions, age 20-50 years, who commute over lastgrices. Some of them had an extra dwelling feawbrking
place where they stayed during the week and onhyt Wweme in weekends. A Danish study (Deding ankkBiR004)
showed that older people felt more disturbed byrmaitmg than younger people.

Age and sex
It is well known from other studies that mobilitgesply decreases with age and is very low for peopkr 50 years.
Fischer and Malmberg (2001) showed in a study iedm that women more often move between regiomsriien,



while they are young. Men are more mobile amongmjftople. Women more often than men move in cdiomewith
family changes — especially if they get childrerget married. This points to that the residencasn@f have higher
priority for the family than those of women. It halso been shown that it is more important for woreehave work
near home, and women more often tend to change wa&se of migration instead of commuting (Rouvadraahd
Meijer 2001).

Family situation and family changes

Mobility and explanations for migration are veryfeient among different kinds of families. Of spdmportance for
couples is if both man and woman have jobs. In ggsengles are much more mobile than couples amilies with
children. But it is not certain that it is becaggagles feel less place attachment. It is morecdifif for a single person
to migrate to a part of the country, where theyndbhave a social network, than it is for famiheish children. But
Lindgreen’s study in Sweden showed that singleseroéten made counter-urban moves than couples.dere
families with children more seldom made such moves.

Decisions on migration and commuting is much mamaglex if two people in the family have to seek éagment.
Therefore, it can be argued that such families lstnang preferences for regions with many and dified job
opportunities (Hanson and Pratt 1988). It can bisargued that these households have larger incanaelsetter
opportunities to find housing in such regions. &se of conflicts between priorities on jobs anddimogl it is most often
the women who make sacrifices, for example by givip their careers or loosing their social netw@keen 1999).
Several studies have looked at the importancedoistbns of migration of having two wage earnerghafamily. The
study in England of Hanson and Pratt (1988) didshotv that these families were less inclined to enawd to adjust
the place of residence to their place of work. Taksp did not in average have longer commutinggithan other
households, but there was big differences betwseiedammuting time for the two partners, where niggno
commuted over much longer distances than womererQthdies of the actual moves of households (Ersahd
Malmberg 2001, Boheim and Taylor 2002), howeveoysdd a lower probability of migration among houddbavith
two wage earners and also that the differencesased with income.

Family changes are not by it self a reason for atign, but they can result in changes in needsaindties that can
provoke migration. It is shown below, based on disten Denmark, that moves between municipalitigsrofake place
in connection with family changes. Fischer and Madng (2001) are of the opinion that only marriagd divorce
have importance for intentions to migrate but richlof children. This is, however, a view that dandiscussed. The
appearance of children involves substantial chaigeseds, life style and priorities of familiegspecially housing
preferences. Preferences for detached homes witlelgsin more quiet surroundings are made stronbie
preferences for living in central cities are weadekn

Unemployment

Unemployed are a group that in theory should gdiraatage by migration to area with better job opputies. Studies
in Sweden and England (Fischer and Malmberg 200heBn and Taylor 2002) have shown that unemployedrere
inclined to migrate between regions than employebanish study (Nordstrand and Andersen 2002), kewehowed
that the differences in the unemployment rate betwegions did not have any effect for the migratate of
unemployed. It could be because the differencesmé@mployment between regions in Denmark are quitlsit has
also been shown that the inclination to migrate mgnanemployed is reduced in line with the lengtlioémployment.
Other studies have thus showed a lower migratiarobregions with a high permanent unemploymentKdean and
Savouri 1992). This is explained by that the un@ygdl in these areas lose their faith in the future.

Housing situation

It is a well-known fact that homeowners tend tddss mobile than tenants. According to Boheim aagdr (2002),
tenants in the private rented sector in Englanc tagher regional mobility than homeowners. Couterilants are less
inclined to move to get job may be because of thiting list system that give preference to loctlrgy tenants. It has
also been shown that there is a strong negativeemion between housing capital and mobility; drat inemployed
homeowners more seldom move away from regions igth unemployment (Henley 1998).

Motivesfor counter-urban migration

Long distance moves can in principle be triggerédpa simple comparison of advantages and disadges by
moving, but place attachment and other intervepiogtacles results in that this is seldom the ddggration often is
released as a consequence of changes in the famiilythe employment situation, which means esakatianges in
the ‘usability’ of the old place of living and wtiideads to a new evaluation of where to settle.



Counter-urban moves are mostly long distance mamdsare also often moves from more urbanised soudsanised
places. These places have worse job opportuniitbsawer incomes and seldom have places for edutat
especially for higher education. There are muctefdfacilities and the access to shops, culturahsyéransport etc. is
worse. Their advantages have to do with cheap hmises, nearness to nature and perhaps morectiginunities.

Migration implies serious reasons for moving a virayn a well-known place of residence to a new placeaway.
Such reasons are especially access to employmenduoation. In the economic literature it is esalcichanges in job
and in education that have been in focus as cadsagyration. But also other conditions can be i&ag importance. In
the following will be discussed the importancelw# following reasons for and causes of countersurbaration:

Education

Career and employment

Exit from the labour market

Demands for changed or improved housing and neigilood, or for a change of life style
Demands for cheap housing — the ‘income-transfgsblesis

Desires to go back to the place where one grewium, other places one is attached to

ogkrwnE

Education

Choice of education is one of the most importamisiens in life and is thus an important cause @fration as
especially schools with higher education are comatsd a few places in Denmark. The greatest niglidlifound at
the times when education is beginning and whesfinished, when the new candidates seek for jodsw@ore
permanent settlement (Nordstrand and Andersen)2002

It must be expected that migration in connectiothwtart of education go from the less to the mwbanised parts of
the country because most of the schools and uitiesrare located here. There are much fewer edunzdtcentres in
the fringe areas; they are mostly at a lower lavel mostly aimed at the local youth. In Denmarkhaee a special
system of so-called folk high schools located &edéralised places in the country; and young peoftén go there for
a year just after finishing the basic school josgét away from home and find out what kind of edion they want.
These young people, however, seldom stay in thgdrareas after finishing these schools.

On the other hand migration in connection with egdéducation could to some extent be counter-untaves. Not all
young people are staying near the place of educafier they have finished it and some are retgriortheir place of
origin.

Career and unemployment

A Danish study of persons in the age of 20-59 yearging between municipalities (Deding and Filge84) showed
that in 44 per cent of the cases a change of jpbdreed in connection with the move, and if thergartvas involved it
was 68 per cent. But only 20 per cent of the redpaots stated job reasons as the main cause ofdhe. m is therefore
obvious to assume that in many cases a decisiomt@ to another place is taken first and then siomesta new job is
found nearby the new settlement.

According to economic theory (Tunali, 2002) itéstie expected that people will migrate from regiaith low
employment and low wages to regions with high ectin@rowth where the supply of jobs is larger arayes higher.
But higher costs of living and more expensive hogsh growth regions often counteract this tendency

It is especially for people with higher education @pecialised qualifications that growth regioresattractive. These
groups have greater advantages by job changedsmdam better afford costs of moving (Boheim aagldr 2002).
At the same time it is often more difficult for theto find specialised jobs in the fringe areas. M@mworkers are much
less inclined to migrate. A study in England (Fietd1992) thus showed that managers and well-eddqagople
migrate 50-90 per cent more frequent than the gecaad that the migration rate of manual workeraase than half
the average. One of the reasons is that jobs foualavorkers are available in all regions. Indemedusinessmen
also have a lower migration rate; often becausie émerepreneurial career strategies are basedaah ¢ontacts and
network, which make it difficult to move to othexgions (Green et. Al 1999). A Swedish study (Lireggr 2003)
shows that there are some independent businessmargacounter-urban movers, but that they ofterpample, who
shift from being a wage earner to being indepeniteadnnection with the move; and that they oftertlds because
they can’t get employment.



In the case of counter-urban migration it mustmeeted that job reasons will be of smaller impactathan for other
kinds of migration. We must expect that people, whbmuch weight on doing a career, will be lesdimed to move
to fringe areas, where job possibilities are ledsresive than in the urbanised growth regions. &loee people with
higher education or jobs at the upper levels velldss inclined to move to fringe areas. Movesitmé areas
sometimes can be followed by job change but in nt@sgs one could expect that people change jolusethey
migrate and not the other way round.

Commuting is a solution for people, who want telim rural areas without changing job. An Englisidy (Rouwendal
and Meijer 2001) thus has showed great willingra@esng households with jobs in cities to commutgeibaccess to
detached houses in the countryside. This is ano#aesion for why job changes are of a relativelyllemanportance
for counter-urban moves.

An earlier Danish study of movers to fringe are&sd et. al 2005) showed that only 8 per cent haé gew job in the
area they moved to and that further 10 per cengoad new job, but not in the area.

Exit from the labour market

In connection with retirement people come intotaation where they permanent are released from blogids to a
working place and can choose deliberately whetedate their residence even if barriers for mopt#ite very strong
among older people. This is a situation where aauatban migration can be considered (Lindgreer820ind where
advantages and disadvantages between differer@sptan be evaluated. Place attachment either fabe of
residence or to other places will be of great inguge. Lindgreen’s study of counter-urban migrasbowed some
moves in connection with retirement, but the numbas relatively small. It is especially ‘youngegrnsioners that
migrate. In the earlier Danish study (4rg et. &5)Four per cent of movers to fringe areas weresjmaers, most of
them single.

Demands for changed or improved housing and neigtitmmd, or for a change of life style

The housing market in the more urbanised parteetountry — especially in the growth areas — deupressure
resulting in high house prices and housing shortegBenmark this especially concerns the Greatgge@hagen Area.
This makes it difficult for the middle class to alvt its most preferred housing — the detached hwitbegarden, which
is preferred by 80 per cent of the population (Byfo 2001). The lower prices in the less urbanisatspof the country
can lead to migration to obtain a detached hotiseust be expected that people in most cases keileépto commute
to their job in the city, but sometimes this mothwh can lead to migration to fringe areas ana stift of job. An
earlier qualitative Danish study of movers to ferayeas (4Arg et. al 2005) showed that this moftea evas combined
with two other motives: to get closer to the natamd to get a change in life style. Some of theemdwanted to leave
a stressful life in the city and expected to mave tmnore meaningful existence in a tight commuwithh an extensive
social network. However, some of them became qlisgppointed in their expectations of the socfalilh the new
place. Also Swedish studies have showed that counben movers often try to fulfil a particular gdamlife, which is
mainly housing related (Lindgreen 2003).

Demands for cheap housing

A commonly proposed factor for explaining urbamuoal migration (Lindgren 2003) is the so-callegcome-transfer’
hypothesis (Hugo and Bell 1998). It implies thabjple, who permanently receive public transfer paymeand thus are
independent of the labour market, have incentiwesrigrate to rural areas where housing is muchpdre®@eople with
low incomes can more easily afford a place toilivéhe countryside compared with locations in urbegas. Lindgrens
own study in Sweden partly supported this hypothbgiindicating that households with less inconoenfivork were
more likely to make counter-urban moves. He aléexrseo Australian and American studies supporirghypothesis.

Desires to go back

The earlier Danish study of movers to fringe afghsg et. al 2005) showed that a considerable sifar@vers to
fringe areas originally were born in the areasvds especially younger people who went back aiftésting their
education, but it could also be people leavingaheur market or having a break up in their fansitpation. It is also
possible that people in such situations will mavether places they could be attached to.

Spatial development trendsin Denmark

Denmark is neither a much-dispersed country, likedn and Norway, nor a very dense country likeNétherlands
and parts of Germany. It is a small country witimparable small distances between different partseo€ountry.



However, because of the many islands transportidoiidifficult. Between the main parts, like ZeaaRunen and
Jutland there are bridges, but many of the mididkdsand smaller islands can only be accessedriypfeat.

The economic development in Denmark has produdezhd towards a spatial concentration of the ecanautivity

in two parts of the country: The Copenhagen ardéciwlately seems to comprise the entire islandatel and the
eastern part of Jutland around the City of Aarmgaound Kolding. The motorway running over Funennects
these two parts. In this way Denmark has been @ividto an urban hierarchy with a high-growth area belt from
Aarhus to Copenhagen, some intermediate middletraveas just outside this belt, and some low-gndvihge areas
located in south-eastern and northern part of ddtlan the larger islands of Bornholm, FalsterJdamd and Langeland,
and especially on all the smaller islands, whighrast accessible by bridges (see Figure 1). Adeaseen from Table
1, the high growth areas contain more than sixtycpat of the population, while the fringe arealydrave about ten
per cent.

In this study an attempt has been made to dividei2ek into places according to their degree of nigaion. Dense
urban areas in cities are identified as parishegies with more than 50.000 inhabitants with @éashare of dwellings
in multi-storey blocks (> 60 per cent) and withmpalder buildings. Suburbs are defined as the reimgareas in
these cities. Middle-sized cities have more tha®d® inhabitants and no dense urban areas, toviwedée 2.000 and
15.000, and villages between 200 and 2.000.

Ij <-2% std.dev.
[ ]-1%--2%std.dev.
[ ]-%--1%std.dev.
[ +- % std.dev.
I ;- 1% std.dev.
- >1%; std.dev.

Figure 1 Work place potentialsin Denmark. (A measur e of the potential accessto work places from every location).
Source (Andersen and Engelstoft 2004)
Of cause there is some degree of uncertainty ih autivision depending on the division of areasifies and the

division between urban and rural areas. In Tabieshown that 15 per cent of the Danish populagdiving in dense
urban areas and 23 per cent in suburbs. Fourtaezepestays in the countryside and 8 per cenillages.



Table 1 The Danish population distributed on degree of urbanisation and urban hierarchy 2004 (per cent)

Copenhagen a Easter Intermediat _ .
Fringe areas

Zealan Jutlan area All
Dense urban areas 10,8 2,1 1,6 0,0 15
Suburbs 9,9 7,5 4.8 0,5 23
Middle-sized cities 10,2 1,1 4,0 2,3 18
Towns 6,8 4,7 8,7 2,5 23
Villages 1,9 1,6 3,0 15 8
Countryside 3,9 2,8 5,3 2,5 14
All 43 20 27 9 100

Source: Database with 20 per cent of the Danistulgtpn.

The table shows how the Danish population is distad on urbanity and areas divided into differegions in an
urban hierarchy. Most of the people living in marbanised areas in the centre and suburbs of tiég @re living in
the Copenhagen area or in Eastern Jutland. Alsdleiglzed cities are mostly found nearby Copenhagerdealand.
Villages and especially housing in the countryside more often found in the intermediate and friageas.

Partly because of the uneven economic developmeheidifferent areas in the urban hierarchy omeishexpect a
net migration from the lower levels to the higherdls of the hierarchy. This is also the case adeaseen from Table
2. From the fringe areas 2.6 per cent of the pajpulanoved away in 2002 and less people movedti@reas. The
result was a net loss of the population of 0.26geett in one year. The frequency of out-moves wese from the
intermediate areas. There was also a loss of ptiquildout it was smaller (0.12 per cent). The Cdagen Area and
Eastern Jutland had net in-migration and compareke population it was largest in Eastern Jutland.

Table2 Movesin and out of areasin the urban hierarchy and net population lossto other areas 2002.

Urban hierarchy before move

Copenhagen a1  Easteri Intermedia .
Fringe areas

Zealant Jutlanc e area

Moves into the area 16.55. 19.54° 22.45: 11.586
Moves out of the area 15.20: 17.90: 24.16( 12.875
Frequency of out-moves (per cent) 0.7 1.7 1.7 2.6
Net out-moves -1.349 -1.646 1.706 1.289
Net loss of population (per cent) -0,06 -0,16 0,12 0,26
Net population lossto

Copenhagen and Zealand 01.034 623 -308
Eastern Jutland -1.034 0 1.804 876
Intermediate areas -623-1.804 0 721
Fringe areas 308 -876 -721 0

Source: Database on moving households in DenmdR 20

The lowest part of the table shows the net flowsvben different parts of the urban hierarchy. I02@ealand had a
net influx of people from Eastern Jutland and fittvn intermediate areas. The interesting thingasitthad a loss to
the fringe areas. More people are thus moving f@openhagen and Zealand to the fringe areas thaothibe way
round. This is mostly due to moves to the islaralgls of Zealand, Falster and Lolland, which sloatg becoming a
part of the Copenhagen Region.

What is not shown in these analyses is the migrdtimm Copenhagen to Malmé in Sweden. Due to thess@nd
Bridge to Malmd, a new and greater region is slolmdgoming a reality including the southernmost pa&weden.
Because of lower housing costs in Sweden and highges and lack of labour in Copenhagen more and Danes
are moving to Malmé and more Swedes are getting ijolCopenhagen.

It can also be seen from the table that the fremgas loose people to Eastern Jutland and albe totermediate areas,
while the intermediate areas especially have attgastern Jutland.



In Table 3 is summarised to what extent populatimves in Denmark were urban or counter-urban iryéae 2002.
Moving persons are distributed on to what exteaytmove up or down the urban hierarchy and if tlo&erto more or
less urbanised areas.

Table 3 Danish migration 2002 distributed on moves between regions and between more and less urbanised areas. (per cent).

Urban hierarchy

To higher level Same level To lower level All
Urbanisation
More urbanised 3.4 18.4 1.3 23.:
Unchanged 1.3 51.3 1.1 53.7
Less urbanised 1.3 19.1 2.8 23.1
All 6.0 88.7 5.3 10C

Source: Database on moving households in DenmdR 20

If we define counter-urban moves as moves fronghédiito a lower level in the urban hierarchy it berseen from the
table that these moves account for 5.3 per ceall ofioves. But only about half of these moves (®8cent) are also
suburban moves going from more to less urbanisacepl

The table also shows — as above — that more peoplmoving towards a higher level in the urbandrigry than the
other way. Urban moves make up 6.0 per cent ahalles. This is 0.7 per cent more than counter unbawves.

Suburban moves from more to less urbanised plae&e mp 23 per cent. There is a net tendency to rtwr®re
urbanised areas, but it is quite small — only @d.qent of all moves.

Nearly 90 per cent of all moves are done insidestimae level of the urban hierarchy. Among theseasdhere is a net
tendency to move to less urbanised places (0.¢e#j. This is to a great extent due to the graahimration from
Copenhagen to smaller cities and rural areas iteAdaMoves to higher levels often imply a choi¢aonore
urbanised environment. Moving to a lower level hogbes to less urbanised places.

About half of the moves do not mean a change imdgree of urbanisation. These moves only a litikee often go up
the urban hierarchy than down (net 0.2 per centivéd to more urbanised places more often impliegmgaup the
urban hierarchy, while moves to less urbanisechaftelown the hierarchy.

Moves that are both down the urban hierarchy anes®urbanised places accounts for 2.8 per cait ofoves. Urban
moves, which go the opposite way, accounts fop8rdcent. Of cause these figures depend very mutcheoway we
have defined our groups. But the clear conclusareghat net migration in Denmark is towards theemobanised
areas and up the urban hierarchy, but that theeeisla considerable counter-urban movement. Inéésection the
reasons for these movements will be examined.

Motives for moving to less urbanised areas

In 2001 the Danish Social Research Institute cotadlia survey among people in the age of 20-59 yedus moved
between Danish municipalities. The respondents weked about their main reason for moving. The ansWwave
been grouped under four headings:

Work relatedmotives: Workplace too far from old home, bettdr gpportunities at new home

Family changesMarriage, divorce, sickness or other family egent

Education related motiveStarting new education or just moving away froangmts home

Settlement related:dlousing motives — forced to leave previous dwgliin demand for better dwelling.
Wishes to live in another environment. Desirev®in a certain place or near family and friends.

rwONE

Counter-urban moves

The data does not allow a sophisticated divisioditérent kinds of movers. In Table 4 counter-urlmaovers are
defined as moves more than 30 km from the two drameas Zealand and Eastern Jutland to the friregges @nd the
intermediate areas. These moves are compared Mittoees between municipalities in Denmark and waitbves in
the opposite direction from fringe areas and intsdiate areas to growth areas. Moreover, resulis &moother survey
of moves between municipalities in 2001 are shown.

10



Table4 Motivesfor moving among all mover s between municipalities and among counter-urban moversin Denmark in 1998.

Resultsfrom
Nordic survey
All moves between in Denmark
municipalities Counter -urban moves Urban moves*) 2001
Share of move Average movin. Share of move Average movin Share of move Share of moves
% distance km % distance km % %
Work related 2 15¢ 38 17: 38 12
Family changes K 5€ 2C 20" 28 33
Settlement related : 64 2€ 152 14 40
Education related : 15¢ 13 11¢ 16 20
Other t 297 3 16¢ 7
Total 10( 10z 10C 16¢€ 10C 100
Number of
respondents 83: 83¢ 77 71 88 1896

*) Moves from the fringe areas and the intermedéatss to the growth areas

Source: Data from survey among movers between ripatities in Denmark, 20-59 years old, conductedhigyDanish social
Research Institute in 2001 (Deding and Filges 2084d,from a Nordic survey among movers between cipatities in Denmark,
18-74 years old in 2002 (Lundholm et. Al. 2004).

The survey was not made in an optimal away beddigsquestions posed on motives for moving was aafixhy
people left their home and why they chose to moxer a longer distance. Moreover, some of the maitives were
not formulated as options for answers, but was fbated by the respondents themselves. This contieerisnportant
reasons education related and settlement relatégasolt is therefore probable that these motaesunderestimated
in the survey. Only a part of the population waduded, the age groups 20 to 59 years. It can &e lsg comparing the
first and the last columns in the table that setdet and education related reasons for moving aiehrmore important
in another survey that was conducted in 2001.

It can be seen from the table that counter-urbavesito a much higher extent are motivated by jamghs and by
education compared to all moves between municieglibut it is still less than 40 per cent of theves. Family
changes are much less important compared to alemdowut still concerns every fifth move. Settlenretted motives
have nearly the same extent as for all moves.

The average moving distance is more than 60 perdaeger for counter-urban moves than for all molvesveen
municipalities. It is especially the family relatewbves that are very much longer (nearly four tis@$ong) and
settlement related motives (two and a half tim&kg work related moves are only a little longemtfar all moves
with this motives, and moves with educational mediare 25 per cent shorter. This could be dueatcsttime schools
with shorter educations are placed in the fringaamnd intermediate areas in shorter distancestfre growth areas.

The motives for moving to the growth areas are shivthe table called ‘urban moves'. It can be stan job motives
make up exactly the same share of counter-urbaresas of urban moves. The greatest difference ketiie two
kinds of moves is that settlement related motivesnauch more important for counter-urban motivesrédver, family
related motives are less important. It is a listeprising that education related motives onlyaalile more important
for urban moves than for counter-urban moves.

The moving distance differs considerably for peopida different motives for moving. As expected waoelated and
education related moves are much longer than atloees. But also by family changes and for settlemelated
moves the average moving distances are quite Edntinto account that the Danish municipalitiesfgbe 2007) are
quite small.

Suburban moves

Suburban moves have been defined as moves fromm ardgahigh population density to less urbanisezhar- often
inside the same region. To examine the differentesotives between more and less urbanised areaadiiiresses
from which people move to and from have been dibid¢o two classes: municipalities with more th&x0D0
inhabitants and municipalities with less. Suburbraves are then defined as moves from the largéretsmaller
municipalities, while moves the other way are chl@oves to urban centres.

11



Table 5. Motivesfor suburban movesin Denmark in 1998 compar ed with moves to urban centres.

Suburban Movesto urban centres
Suburban moves moves mor e
than 30 km
Share o Average movin Share of move Share of move Average movin
moves % distance % % distance
Work related 21 110 28 2 208
Family changes 45 74 44 3. 68
Settlement related 30 43 21 2! 49
Education related 4 140 7 1 54
Other 0 8 230
All 100 75 100 10 105
Number of
respondents 91 91 4z 87 87

Source: Data from survey among movers between npatities in Denmark, 20-59 years old, conductedhgyDanish social
Research Institute in 2001 (Deding and Filkes 2084, from a Nordic survey among movers between cipatities in Denmark,
18-74 years old in 2002 (Lundholm et. al 2004).

A comparison of table 4 and 5 shows that suburbavemto some extent have other motives. Family gésmare much
more important compared to both all moves betweenicipalities and to counter-urban moves, andsib @pplies for
suburban moves more than 30 km. It points to teapfe often choose to change their location aneeléae cities in
situations when fundamental changes appear inlitieg.

Settlement motives are more important for shomtbugban moves but a little less for longer movesentban 30 km.
This point to that settlement motives, as couléXgected, are more important for suburban movéddrke back
lands of cities than for moves to the outskirts.

Suburban moves are much shorter than counter-umioaes and also shorter than moves in the oppaséetidn from
smaller to larger cities. Especially family relatedves are much shorter than counter-urban movestiblonger than
all moves between municipalities.

Work related suburban moves are also shorter thamoaes, and especially compared to moves to thanucentres,
which are almost twice as long. Settlement relatdzlirban moves are much shorter than counter-umoaes.

Moversto fringe areas compared with other movers

Lindgrens (2003) study showed that counter-urbawermin Sweden were more likely to be older, les8-uff, having
university qualification, living single, being oide the labour force and becoming unemployed dioske migration
event. For different reasons we will expect the iBlaigounter-urban movers to be somewhat differem the
Swedish. Sweden is a much more dispersed countiyiovig distances between the urban centres arftinige areas.
The differences between living in urban areas aingé areas are thus much more pronounced in Swatién
commuting much more difficult.

To analyse the composition of movers to fringe sirddenmark, all persons, who lived in the aréabheend of 2002,
but not at the beginning, were selected. Amongetipessons only, what could be called the ‘*headhefhousehold
was selected. These were selected as the persoa imoving household with the highest income, Gipeople had
moved from different places together on the neweskl— the person with the highest income in themzusehold.
Totally 6.200 moving persons/households were sedeict this way.

To identify households with some of the expectedives for moving to fringe areas five special vatés were
defined. They were:

1. Job changesGoing from unemployment or education to workftsy place of work or shifting location of
work more than 100 km

2. Finishing educationGoing from being a student to either work or up&yment and moving closer to the
place of birth

3. Leaving work Going to unemployment or pension
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4. Improving housingmoving from apartments to detached houses

Other variables used in the analysis were:
5. Age(divided by 10)
6. Couple?
7. Children?
8. Incomeof head of household (DKK divided by 100.000)
9. Wage-earner?not self-employed, pensioner or out of work)
10. Higher education?long or middle length education)
11. Number of employepersons (wage-earners) inside household before mov
12. Increase in commutindistance after move in km
13. Increase in distance to place of biithkm

A logistic regression analysis has been made tgpeoenmovers to fringe areas, moving more than 30with all

other movers. It was conducted on the whole grdupaving heads of households (423.000). The depenggiable

in the statistical analysis was if the person iagjion moved into a fringe area or not. The analysis conducted as a
backward stepwise (log likelihood) model. In Tables shown the results from the regression. Incarsgé model the
same movers to fringe areas were compared tohal aboves more than 30 km. A third model compahnedtto all
moves more than 30 km going between the four pdttse urban hierarchy.

Table 6 Results of threelogistic regressions of the differ ences between moversto fringe areasand 1. all other
movers, 2. all moves> 30 km and 3. all other moves up and down the urban hierarchy > 30 km

1. Compared to all 2. Compared to all3. Compared to moves betwe

moves moves > 30 km  parts of the urban hierarchy
Sig.  Exp(B) Sig.  Exp(B) Sig Exp(B)
Age/10 0,00¢ 0,9¢ 0,00( 1,14 0,00( 1,21
Couple? 0,00( 1,2¢ 0,00( 1,17 0,00( 1,23
Children 0,00( 1,18 0,00( 1,24
Income/100.000 0,00( 0,91 0,00( 0,9¢ 0,00¢ 0,97
Wage earner? 0,00( 0,57 0,00( 0,7¢€ 0,00( 0,82
Number of employed in
household 0,027 0,94
Higher education? 0,00¢ 1,21 0,00( 0,82
Job changes? 0,00( 2,17 0,00( 1,17
Leaving work? 0,00( 1,6¢ 0,00( 1,4¢ 0,00( 1,35
Increased commuting dis. 0,00( 1,8¢ 0,00( 1,1¢ 0,001 1,08
Finishing education? 0,00( 5,5€ 0,00( 1,3€ 0,01+ 1,20
Improving housing? 0,00( 2,42 0,00( 1,7¢ 0,00( 2,15
Increased dist. To place of birt 0,00¢ 1,9¢ 0,00¢ 1,0¢ 0,00¢ 1,04
Constant 0,00( 0,01 0,00( 0,0t 0,00( 0,08
Nagelkerke R2 0,061 0,030 0,057
-2loglikelihood 60652 38759 31454

Note: Missing figures imply that the variable wa imcluded in the found statistical model.

Most of the independent variables were very sigaiit in the found statistical models. The estabtisimodels were,
however, not very successful in explaining movesitme areas.

The main result to be read from the table is thates to fringe areas are very different from alve®and also, but
less pronounced, from other long distance movesawes between regions.

The most significant variables compared to all nsoaee ‘finishing education’, job changes and legwirork, which all
have quite high odds ratios (Exp(B)). It is therefmuch more often for moves to fringe areas thatin connection
with a finished education where one goes backdatikea one has grown up in. It is also often caedewith job
changes. Moreover, persons who leave their employmere often tend to move to fringe areas.
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Finishing education is also more important amongen®to fringe areas compared to other long digtamaves and to
other moves between regions, but not quite so proced. Leaving work is also more important to farageas than
among other long distance moves. Job changes@seyvier, not significant in the comparison with ath@ves
between regions. One would have expected thathahges would have less importance among moversgefareas
than among other interregional moves, but this tat¢seem to be the case. Job changes seem teehaalf
importance as for other interregional moves.

Compared to all moves, movers to fringe areas awager, have lower income, more often are coupled;have
higher education. They are less often wage earmexaning that they more often are out of work. $ame
conclusions can be drawn when comparing with dtirgg-distance and interregional moves, but lon¢pdise and
interregional movers in general are older and noften have higher education than the movers tgériareas. But
movers to fringe areas more often have children.

Some of the implications of counter-urban moveschanges in housing situation and in commutingadist. It is very
significant for movers to fringe areas that thetenfimprove their housing situation by moving framapartment into
a detached house and this is also more signifm@ampared with other distant and interregional moVéss could be
one of the explanations of why people move to fiageas, where house prices are lower.

Some of the movers keep their job and thereforéasoed to commute a long distance. It can be §®en the table
that movers to fringe areas experience an averagease in the commuting distance after the maegpecially
compared with all movers but also compared to dthray distance moves and other interregional moves.

In an earlier study (Arg et. Al. 2005) it was shdhet a considerable share of movers into fringaswas born there.
But our analysis points to that movers to fringesarin average move further away from their pldd#rth (variable
‘Increased distance to place of birth’ has an aditbrmore than one). This is, however, not so puoged compared
with other long-distance or interregional moves.

Clustering moversto fringe areas

The problem with the above comparison between nsaeefringe areas and other moves is that movefringe areas
are not a homogeneous group but consists of mdfeyetit people. Therefore it does not make muclsesém threat
them as one group. To identify the different groap®ng movers a cluster analysis has been condontetl movers
to fringe areas moving more than 30 km. In thegttehl analysis some of the same variables haea bsed as above.
New variables are:

- Improving housing and being in employmerR@ople in employment moving from apartments toaetd houses

- Improving housing and being unemployeBeople without employment moving from apartmentdetached
houses

- Going home?Moving to a place less than 30 km from the plafchkirth

The results are shown in Table 7. For logical \@€es are, for each cluster, shown the share osdgse cent) for

which the variables are true. For continuous véegls shown the average value for each clustarth&rmore is in the
lowest part of the table shown the values in pat oésome other variables, which were not usetluster movers.
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Table 7 Results of cluster analysis of moversto fringe areas.

Computed clusters
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Al
Share of cases per cent

Job changes? 0 67 35 0 0 0 100 33
Finishing education? 0 60 0 0 0 0 0 5
Leaving work? 0 12 0 100 0 0 10
Improving housing? Employed 0 0 5 24 0 0 0 5
Improving housing? Unemployed 0 1 4 0 0 100 0

Going home? 0 21 10C 0 0 0 0 9
Couple? 0 51 49 91 44 36 53 43

Average value of other variables used to cluster

Age 32 29 30 37 41 46 33 34
Income 100.000 DKK 1,2 34 18 21 1€ 12 2¢ 2,0
Increased commuting distance | 1C -5 13 3C 1¢ 2 -4 9
Share of movers per cent 2¢ 8 8 18 9 5 26 100

Other variables: Share of cases per cent

In employment before moving? 15 7¢ 47 5C 0 0 9€ 49
Student? 37 2 20 1¢ 2 15
Pensioner? 22 0 1C 14 1¢ 48 0 13
50+ years? € 7 10 21 33 42 1C 18
With children? 0 51 48 91 44 36 53 43
From parents? 1E 5 1 0 5 1 9 8
Marriage? 1 1C 6 32 15 16 18 14
Divorce? 1€ 14 21 5 17 9 12 13
Living in detached house before

move 61 37 38 5C 54 0 5C 49
Living in detached house after

move 3¢ 68 65 7€ 71 10C 6€ 63

As a result of the analysis seven clusters wengtifitsd. They can be explained as:

Job movergCluster 3: This is a group that have changed job in conoeatith the move and most often to a place
near their new residence in the fringe areas asrémdence is closer to their job than beforertteyve. Some of them —
but not so many as all counter-urban movers - ats@made a change from apartments to detacheésolisere has
often been made fundamental family changes in adimrewith the move - divorce or moving togethethwa new
partner (40 per cent). About half of them havedreih. Their income is above the average of mowefsrige areas.
They are an important group making up 26 per cémavyers to fringe areas.

Finishing education(Cluster 3: This is a more mixed group with many people/ieg education and some of them

going back to the place, where they grew up; dirgea new job in the fringe areas. They are youngalf of them are
couples with children, 34 per cent are getting redror divorced; and they have high incomes. Theye#ght per cent
of movers.

Going homeo the place of originGluster 3: Other, mostly younger, people who move backoglace where they
grew up. Many are couples with children moving édadthed homes. Another large group is divorcecp&lcent).
Some change job (35 per cent) in connection wighntlove and some are leaving employment (12 pej.CEmre are
also some students and pensioners in the groupy. iawe lower income than the average of moversy thastitute
eight per cent of movers.
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Leaving work(Cluster 5: Mostly people who gets unemployed (80 per centgtired (19 per cent), who want to go to
less urbanised parts of the country, some of tlrhdusing reasons. They are quite old and haverlaveomes. Quite
a lot of them are couples with children (44 pertgdhis nine per cent of the moving households.

Housing demand commutg@luster 4: Is a group of middle aged couples with childvéth middle incomes moving
— often together (32 per cent) - to get accesstsd and garden in the fringe areas without chgngace of work.
Some are pensioners and some still students. Téefor many of them is a drastic increase in comimgudistance.
They make up for 18 per cent of movers.

Housing demand from people outside the labour mg@ester §: Is a group of unemployed, mostly singles, who
moves to improve their housing situation by obtagné detached house. Another motive could be, whdtave called,
income-transfer moves. That is people moving tagiei areas to get lower housing costs. It is thegwath the oldest
people — half are pensioners - and with low incofdmut one third is couples with children. It igdiper cent of the
movers.

Students and other low-income groups (clusteiThjs is a quite large group (28 per cent) of Mery-income single
people moving to the fringe areas. Most of themyateng people and many of them are students mduitige — few —
educational centres in the fringe areas (37 pe).cBame are pensioners — mostly with early penssome of these
could be income-transfer movers. This is the ombug where the share of people living in detachmashs is
decreased during the move. Explanations are thay mi@ moving away from parents or are getting idied.

Summary and conclusions

Like many other countries Denmark experience avemeconomic development of the country, whichltesn net
migration from fringe areas to urban centres aed thinterlands. This migration is taking placeDanmark at the
same time as migration from more to less urbargseds (suburban moves) has nearly the same eztemigeation
from rural areas to more urbanised places. Thimsd@at counter-urban migration is not primariljnavement from
cities to rural areas, but moves between more esglurbanised regions and between growth areazgiahs in
stagnation or decline.

Counter-urban moves are mostly long-distance mavieigh mean severe changes in the life of the famio is
moving. It often implies that one has to give upydeontact to the social network and facilitieseds used to at the old
residence; and it also often means a change airydbwvorking place. Especially if the move is frarmore urbanised
place to rural areas and small towns it impliesigéecdramatic change in available facilities anl ggpportunities and
thus a change in the possible ways of life.

Research about migration and especially placetattant has shown that people who move over longgarttes must
have very important reasons for doing so. Thisd&@sbpecially concern counter-urban moves becausg faators
favour the opposite movements to the more urbampksesks and to growth areas, where job opportsnitiel available
facilities are much better. Counter-urban movegyairg ‘against the stream’.

This paper has — as earlier research — shown tliater-urban migration from growth areas to frimgeas has many
motives in Denmark and that the movers consiseoy different people. Compared to all movers, cerntban
movers are more often younger and living in couplé®y have lower income and are much less oftevoirk.

However, compared to other moves between regiotieinrban hierarchy counter-urban movers are sdvaeelider
and more often have children. They also have lam@me and employment rate and lower education eneapto
other interregional movers.

One of the hypotheses examined in the paper istiraé of the counter-urban movers are younger peablo earlier
have moved away from the fringe areas to get edurcat the larger cities; and who, after finishitigir education, are
going back to the places were they have grown dpaam attached to. The statistical analysis suppbis hypothesis
as people, who have finished education in the tresgr moved, more often are moving to fringe ar&ass is especially
true compared with all moves. It is also true coragavith other moves between regions, but notastme high
level. A cluster analysis of the movers to fringeas reveals that about 10 per cent are moving heakto their place
of birth, but only a few of them have finished edlien in the same year. More than half have alrdmin employed
and in general they have quite high incomes. Taistp to that some in this group starts their canear the place of
education and first after some time go back tarthkeice of origin, many of them after having estdi#d a family and
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having children. Others in this group are singsesne of them having experience a divorce, and gfawioners. Seen
all together it must be concluded that this graupmaller than expected.

Even if the job market is smaller some people moube fringe areas for employment reasons bedhesehave
found a better job in the areas. Job changes are coonmon among counter-urban movers than amonmeadérs but
do not differ from other moves between regionshia tespect. The share of moves made for job resmenthe same
for moves down the urban hierarchy as the otherneagd, namely about nearby 40 per cent increasittgmoving
distance. It was also shown in the statistical canispn between counter-urban movers and otheragional moves
that job changes occurred just as often for couuntiean movers.The cluster analysis points to thataa mainly for
job reasons account for about one forth of the taturban moves. The group is neither old nor yoinadf of them
couples with children and with middle-sized incom@se third of them are moving in connection wiher marriage
or divorce. This is a higher share compared willeosub-urban movers. In general, however, fantignges less
often are stated as reasons for migration amongteourban movers than among all moves betweenaipatities.

It is remarkable for both these two groups thay tleentrary to all other groups of counter-urbarvers, obtain a
decrease in their commuting distance. This decreaslel be one of the important motives for moving.

In the fringe areas housing is much cheaper thémeigrowth areas and you have much easier aac#iss tountryside
and natural amenities. In the growth areas in Dekinausing prices has in recent years increasedus that it has
become much more difficult for the middle clas®kdain their most preferred type of housing: theadeed house with
garden. This could give grounds for three differaotives for moving to fringe areas. One is to ob#adetached
house with garden for families, who cannot affdnd in the cities. Another one could be in gensyaibtain lower
housing costs. A third motive could be to move etds natural amenities and escape the pollutedsaadsful life in
the cities. Moves with these motives could be &iggl off by personal occasions in the life of thevers such as
getting unemployed, retirement, divorce etc.

The data on motives for moving shows that countbaii moves more often are motivated by demanddtieb
housing and environment than moves in the oppdsiéetion. The statistical analysis moreover shives Counter-
urban movers much more often moves from apartmentstached houses than is the case for both aésnand for
moves between regions. This is not unexpected sietached housing is much more common in fringasacempared
to other parts of the country. The cluster analgsist to that there are different groups of moweith different
motives.

There is a group of middle-aged (37 years in awraguples with children and middle incomes moviogn
apartments in the growth areas to detached howsthgut shifting job. The price is a drastic incsean commuting
distance. One third of them are newly married. Quwlf of them are in employment, some are stiltlstis or are
pensioners. They make up 18 per cent of the movers.

Moreover there are some different groups with glateincomes, some of which could be characteraethcome-
transfer movers. Taken together they constitutpetZent of the movers. About 10 per cent are meagho get
unemployed or retired and sometimes also divor€hdre is also a group of people outside the labmanket moving
from apartments to detached houses in the fringasa(five per cent). Half of them are retired. Fyntere is a large
group (28 per cent) of single people with very iosomes, many of them not moving to detached holdest of
them are not in employment but students (37 pet),ceensioners (22 per cent) or unemployed/on welieenefits (26
per cent). Some are divorced (15 per cent) and sseneoming from parents home (15 per cent).thésefore obvious
that some in this group simply are students gaingpime of the few places for education in the &iageas of which
quite a few are the special Danish system of sleaddblk high schools. These schools are not ragkpf the
educational system but places where young people gecome more mature before choosing their etucathey
only stay there for one year and then go back wtierg came from. These counter-urban movers areftite not
permanently staying in the fringe areas and shbeldisregarded as such.

To sum up it can be concluded that the resulth@fhalyses must be interpreted as that the mpstriant reasons for
counter-urban moves in Denmark are housing andigeests. On the one hand there are some middietdmilies
with children moving to the fringe areas to obtthiair preferred type of housing and to get nearatiural amenities.
On the other hand there is a large group of diffekends of low-income families and singles movingyet lower
housing costs combined with occasions as gettitiggde unemployed, married or divorced. Seen frbendide of the
municipalities in the fringe areas these moversatalways very attractive and some of them ctalde social
problems, which imply expenditures for local autties (Gottschalk et. al 2008). Finally there areups, which could
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be more attractive. One is people, who just geba) the fringe areas. Another and most attragioeip is people
who return to the place where they grew up eith@oimbination with finishing education, with getfia job or
retirement, often combined with marriage or divorce
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