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ifter a general review of migratioan theory end a historical résuné of
internal migration ia Spain, three modern migration phases were ildentified

- each coineciding with important socio-cconomic chanses.

.

Despite the serious under-cstiumation of recent internal migration and

the difficulty of wnarrying e net balance statistics and directly-recorded

3

data, it was showmn that the errors of one method effectively cancelled out

the errors of the other, so that migratioa patterns produced by eithe

were comparable. An original description of the patierns followed.

-

Throuch an analysis at national, rozional and individual levels, it

vas shown that migratioﬁ-decision was a‘thrée-sta;e process = s0¢io-econo-
nie, nonnativa and 933ch0—social. 1§Pullrpfactdrs were more impqrtant

then w pushe - especially personal npullw - but poorer correlations were
produced at mmacro- and nmicro-regional v levels thon at national leVely
‘Gmmxjﬁxg raral norotive attitudes, eépeci&lly stress resulting froa the
laability of {he young to confora to two behaviour patterns (traditional
and modem), resulted in quarrels at the individual level trigering off‘ 
migration -~ egpecially in the more'n-vioieﬁt-aSOutn Wﬁéro‘?eople moved
for more Lmnediate reasons. | |

wespite the important social-distance space separating shantyiov-

dwellers from the nost socieby which made assinilation impossible, misrants -

“

chleved thelr main aim of upwerd soclal mobvility - alithowsn tneir contimal

o

seozraphical movilify luplied soze continued dissatisfaction (moreso in

findrid then zoarcelona).
Higretion has had dmportant social conscquences. It is corvecting rural

0ci0-econo: traeture HABLines Hlim il e :
soclo-econoaie structures end enabling the growth of & new urban niddle

: a8 ioel o v K s Ay sy e o ’ 2 ' : o RTINS
‘cless vialch may yet have 1¢30rtuaqueaggﬁul socinl-political consecuences.




e iatermediate position of Spain in the early 1350s botween that of
a developed and developing nation wa

displaying chara

s confimed, internal mizration

cteristics of both develovment types.

The justification of geosraphical patterns orizinally noted was sub-
sequently substantiated, eaphasiz

ing the validity of the seosrap

se_LJ.\li o~ ll :
amproaca to uisration s tudies .
oy L




[ Wastanrdabi R donatobn R A0t 5]
.".L'v..‘uf)uya FEPRHETRIY

™e author wiches to thanik the followin: for the assistance they sove

hin = solicited and wasolicited in the writing of this thesis;

Carmen Arribas (Imstituto Nacional de Istadfstica); Fablo de Garnica y lNausi
(Banco Dspalol de Crédito); Feraondo Misoya (Lf%iara Oficial de Coaercio
Tndustrial y Uavesacidn de Bilbao); I. Drageda (Ayuntanicato de lfadrid);
Isidro Ieradadez Verduzco (Comisarfa del Plan de Desarrollo Isondaico ¥y
Social); Jordi Porta (E‘\mdacién Jaime Jofill); Jooé lMaria Calpe Thaz and
Laadeo Cayuel (Chuere Oficial de Conercio, Industria y Havesacién de Rarce-
lona); José intonio Crdmouse (Aywatamiento de Darcelona); Julida Alicaes
Zanco Urquijo); Joodé L. Garcfa Arias (Banco Dspaliol de (rédito); innel
Vercasco Garefa (Cfuara Oficizl de Comercio e Industria de Madrid); José
Ieria Iozano Irueste (Coaisarfa delPlan de Desarrollo Zcondaico y Socizl);
Jorse Forrf y uro ((irites Diocesana de Darcelona); Maric Nieves Dfez

rén (ritas Tiocescna de Modrid-Aleald); . Pufz-Galves (Ministerio de

S

Tradajo); izuel Dueno (Ministerio de L ricultura); Pedro fwmrraca, larcues
de Dspinardo (Comaercial Comasellor at the Spanish Dabassy ia london);

”

Officials in the linisterio’” de Vivieada, Trabajo, Asricultura, Planifica-
cidan cel Dosarrollo cad Turfano; and the Servicio de Estudios of the Paaco

de 3ilbno; Jorge lzdal Oller (utononous University of larcclona); Judn

Vilg Valentf (Departaent of deosraniy, Uaiversity of Sarcelong R. Rideaun
(International Cotholic Migration Comassion); The Intomational Bank for
Reconstruction and Develonueat, Develonuent Ecomoaices Depariuent; Staffl at
the International ILabour Office, Central Iibrary and Iocuaentation Sramcly:
the hester Public Librery; Doyal Geograpiical Soclety; Geosraphical
Association and nany Uaiversity libraries; the Spanish and British Fational
Libraries; Meil F. 3ruce(of the Departaent of Politics, University of Xeele);
Patrick 0’Flanecan (Departuent of Geography, Uaiversity College Dublin); R
Mansell Prothero (Teparitacnt of Geography, Uuiversity of Iiverpool); Iielvya
G, Dowe (Deportacat of Geosraphy, Taiversity of Sirathelyde); Inrold Corter
(Tepartaent of Geosrephy, Uaiversity Gollege-of Wales, iAberystwyth;. Roy P.
sradshow {lepartaent of Ueozruphy, University of Nottinghom); twaerous Als
caldes, Secretarios de Ayuntanientos and Parish Priests; the sbudents of
the Departaeat of udeography, of the Uaniversity of Xeele, for helping me
with my questionnaires; Technieal Staff in the Departument of Geography,
Uaniversity of Xeele, for advice and assistance in reducing the mapsy - Isadel
Slnchez Sfez, uy willing resecrch assistant in Spain,  Special thanlis ere

due tos His Drcellency Monuél Froga Iribarne (ex-Spanish Aabassador to the
United ¥inzdon); Joim Haylon (Departaent of Geograply, University of Keele)
for helpful encourasencnt, advice and the personal punishment of rcading ‘
the manuseript in lony hand; ny wife for patiently and consclenciously
deciphering my handwriting aad typing the manuscript (ﬁesﬁif@,ill-health b
and two major Operatio;?s) no mean feat for someone not Zriltish by birt! .
to the people of Spain who willingly enswered my questions in eteraal
frieadship and respect. Ry ' o ST

jand



I
1L

I1I.

1.

II.:

II1.

Il

II.

% {FTR TN
COITies

e YTV TY Y
A J“.;IO'.'.'LLM:E@.«;.JT

Y MTRT 0
TS

PREFACE
PART OUE: TUD SOCIDICHY ATD GDOGRAPIY O MIIRATICH

Definitions
Tie Soclolozical Aspects of Lisration

The Geozraphical Aspects of Miyration

PART TW0: LITORTAL JIGRATION PATTIRNS I STATIY BIFORE 1950
The Statistical Dilemmg

Internal Misration: Spain and the Testern Torld

Internal Migration Patterns in Spains Tistorical and ifodern

PART [UREE: LNTIRVAL MIGRATTON PATTERNS IN SPATW POST 1960
Tie Statistical Divide '

Recent Changes in Imfernal Misration

PART FOUR: LITERVAL MIZRATION PATTZRUS T7 SPALY - CAUSE

ATTD ERFECT

1.

_1)

Introduction
So cio-l':conoﬁic and Danographic Factors
Rural-to-Urbon C‘u‘t-&ii;;ration Stioe'ﬁﬁ; w Push F@ctors
Operating in Out-lligration irecs

At & Mational Levei |

At a Recional / Pi‘pvinciai level :
Rural-to=-Urban L&-Iiig;mtion‘ S“srewnké. f Pullh'vl"ac'b;grs
Operating in I;l;},iigl'ation}‘;raas ; |

At a National I.(—:"Jel"

- il a

[¥N
H

w
A

(&
VYR

.
AN \H
e AR

l«J
L]
-3




II.
1)
2)

ITI.

I.
II.

I1IT.

At o Zegioanl [/ Frovineial level

Intra~Provincial In- end Oui-lisration Strecas
Trban-to=-Urben Mizration Streoas

Tie Relative Iaportaince of w Pushw and s« Pulle Pactors
Operating in 11— aad Oat—fikl"\tion Regions

Noruative Fac o"'s O“eratmg in Qui~liizration Areas

At a National Level

At a Regional / Provincial ILevel

Psycho-Social Factors

b

ART PIVE: THE SOCIAI~FOLITICAL LIPLICATIONS OF MIGRATION
Introduction

.z}ss:imila.tion into the Iost Society - Urben View
Assimilation into the Host Society - A w Suburbann View

The Role of iisration in sSocial Chonge

e Soclo-Political vOﬂoCCUOﬂCOS of Uisre \tion

PART STXs CONCIDSIONS
OI.:S ;xu Dmﬁm“i aand

ATPIENDIX

SIBLIDGRAPIY

ERRATA

e AV -

423

Refe ¥

274

A1
o)
<O

i
BRe]
%]

415




PRI
THE CASE FOR MIGRATION GEOGRAPHYs A DECLARATION OF INTENT

n.Beographers start from the soil, not from the societym (1). Certainly
a: deterministic obsession with the physical landscape, and an over-eager-
ness: to explain distribution patterns in terms of physical geographical
reasons, has:done much to retard the progress of -social geography towards
academic respectability. Wrigley (2), Beaujeu-Garnier (3), Clarke (4) and .
Zelinsky (5), however, have argued the case for beginning with society
and making population geography the n master threadw (€) of our discipline
- n the point of reference from which all other elements are observedw (7).
While population geography has. achieved acceptance, social geography has:
been slow to develop. Sociologists: continue to denounce # that sclence
with great ambitions which calls: itself human geographyw (8), while geo-
graphers still, in the words of Febvre, » claim %o explain too many mani-
festations by geography, and by geography alone... ignoring the science of
sociology with its modest views and cautious methodsnw (9).

The overlapping of geography with ofher disciplines. should be a:. source
of strength not weakness (10). The author agrees wit}n Dickinson that at .
University level w we need broader programmes of studyhnd new avenues of
effective inte_r-disciplinary,co-operati_.on in teaching and resea.rchnb(ll)..
This thesis is an attempt, in the Keele tradition, to bridge the gap be- .
tween sociology and geograpky. Where better to‘ begin than in the field of
internal migration, for » it is precisely the problems of internal migraé-
ion whi ch demand more inter-disciplinary orientation and above a,ll,l more
cozoperationn (12). Moreover, internal migration is the cmdergua not
only of geogra.phex"s,but of sociologists and even demégraphers (13), s0 all
can contribute to the development of sophistiéatgd migration modelss. 'v'f :

Geographers: have, in thg past, occupiqd themselves with nomadic and . -



transhunant migrations, with tl_le history and the pre-history of migrations
of peoples. They have generally avoided modern internal migrations, consid-
ering such movements: w 80 complicated and so tied up with contemporary so-
cial relations:or with economic processes: that thelr investigations belong
rather to the fields:of sociology, economics or statistican (14). Yet there
is a: crying need for axmore geographical approach to the problems: of ine
ternal migration. Ravenstein’s: hypothesis:; (15) of stage by stags migrations
hass still to be proved or disproved (16). Internal migration often involves
occupational mobility, sometimes: social mobility, but g_i_gr_g,y_s, ‘geographical
mobility. The geographer should have much to contribute, therefore, to the
study of patterns:of migration - to the volume, direction snd distance of
moves; to problems;of stream and counterstiream. Even motivation in migra-
tion and assimilation have geographical implications. In developing a.the-
ory of migration geography, however, geographers:would do well to beware of
the latent danger which always: exists in geographical writings: - the danger
that geographical factors will be exaggerated because other factors are
lost sight of.

# The geographerws should, according to Clarke, » find himself at home .
in the study of migrations, for there ame no lawsw (17). Nevertheless so
called » laws: of migrationnm have existed, at least gince the days: of Raw=
venstein (1885 and 1889). What is more, statistic‘ians, demographers, econe
onists and eociologists-have all, since then, invented # deterministic mo-
delsw describing the migration process although varying w in the emphasis
they give to economic, behavioural and communications. factors " (18). The
temptation for geographers, sub-consciously « deterministsn'at ixeart,‘ to
Join in is overwhelming - especlially since mathematics, claim Campbell
and Wood, w has:given the subject new and more effective methods for ane

alysing complex patterns and relationships... methods T whichZI can often

- demonstrate the otherwise unrecognized existence of order in geogwhicél
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distributionsw (19). Rigorous quantitative methods:are fashionable in geo-
yaphy,‘ but n oiily‘a, weak social science, intent on becoming weakern (20)
would welcome statistics as a master. Environmental determinism is being-
replaced by mathematical determinism. We should never forget Febvre’s:plea
that » there are no necessities but everywhere possibilities, ‘and man as.
master of these possibilities:is the Judge of thelr usew (21). Certainly
both Hobbs: (22) and Swaine..Thomas; (23) in their researches into internal
migration found diverse and often conti‘a,dictory generalizations., It isinot
the purpose of this: thesis, therefore, consciously to search for a.new mi-
gration model. If, by chance, one should emerge that suits:Spanish con=-.
'ditions, it must never = be made to fit all societies and places:at all.
periods. of timen (24). -

. Part One of this thesis:is concerned with general migration theories -
with motive.tion; volume, direction and distance of moves; differentlal
migration; assimilation. This section will be illustrated by selected ex-
amples taken from as many countries as:possible, but excluding Spain.

Part Two will contain as:an aperitif brief historical résumés of in-
ternal migration in selected w economically advancedn nations. There féll-
ows; as: the main course, a more detailed account of migration in Spe.in v;p
to 1960. While the emphasis will be mainly on internal Spanish migration
patterns, historical comparisons and contrasts with selected Buropean and
North American examples will be made where applicable.

-Part Three will consist of a:detalled account of Spanish migration s
patterns since 1960. Emphasis will be on changes: in rates; “trends a.nd‘ ‘
ratterns: of internal migration (25), with special reference to the 1961~
1965 period of the great Spanish nimigra,tion boomw,

Part Four is an attempt to explain the patterns, trends:and rates of
migra.tion noted in Part Three with reference to the socio-economic face

tors: operative, the effect of communica.tions, and the influence of past -
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migrations: on present‘ patterns. In this section the author will draw Hhea.-
vily on the researches of authorities on the motivation of migration a.nd
differential migration in Spain. Original contributions will consist -of a.
two-pronged attack on migration problems:as listed above. This will be done
through case-studies of selected villages:in out-migration a.ress; and‘selec-
ted cities within in-émigration zones. A statistical approach will also lbe
adopted in the out-uii@ation studies: with a view to testing gravity (26),
commmications (27), and opportunity mcdels: (28); A sociologica.l, randon
sample-survey method (outlined.in aemi 1:; Appendix I and II‘)A will be-ad-
opted in both the in- and out- migration studies, with a view to testing
Rsvenstein’s migration by stages: theory, as well as: supp]ging the answers
to mctiVa.tion, differential migration and a.ssimila.tion queries. It is: hoped
that the urba.n studies will throw more light upon the " pee.sa.ntiza.tion of
certain city srea.s, a. process about which we are a.ll too ignora,nt in ‘
Spatnw (29). | | -
While both Parts Three a.nd Four will be ma.inly concerned with inter-
prov:.ncial migra,tion, epecific a.ttention will be given in Part Four to

intra,-provincia.l migration, which will be illustra.ted by reference to
id. _ , n o

Part Five will deal with a.ssimilation problems in Spa,in, including the
socio-political implications of migration.

Part Six will be a: summary of the main conclusions reached. Enpha.sis
wilL be on those conclusions of universal significance. It is hoped to
show that Ravenstein’s " laws of migrationn although applicable (30) dur-
ing the era. of the first industrial and agricultural revolutions which
affected Bagland during the nineteenth century, have been out-dated by the
comxﬁunications revolution which has: preceded the egriculture.l re\folution in |
many parts of Spain (31). Perhaps it will be possible to propose a.new mi-

gration model which, with ada.ptations, will 'be applica.ble to the energent
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nations of Africa, Asia and latin America, where migration is on more masss
ive & scale than ever it was;in Burope or North America (32).

n Piecemeal and unco-ordinatedw (33) » trivial and inéptn (34), these
are criticisms which have been levelled against recent empiricalyresearch.
on migration. It is hoped that an inter-disciplinary approach will help to
avoid these pitfalls. Sociological, random sample-surveys carried out in
depth in the field in both in-migrant and out-migrant areas: should indicate
the main socio-economic and socio-geographic variables. Armed with this:
essential information gleaned from original Spanish sources:it is:hoped to
introduce these variables into existing mathematical migration models (35).
In this sense the thesis will be an original contribution to In;.owledge; the

basis of the conceptual models being acquired facts not tentative hypoth-

eses (36) which on testing are no more than 75 to 80% accurate on average
(37)-VMOI"eover, # geographers:have a special part to play in directing
attention to the way in whish spatial scale affects the analysis of any
problemn (38), This fhesis will deal with the Spanish migration problem at
selected 1océ.1, regional and national levels. since w conclusions based on
evidence at one geographical scale IZmay not be I neceséérily applicable
at any otherw (39). In these ways it is hoped that this research will not
be trivial, piecemeal and unco-ordinated and will offer a meaningful cone

tribution to knowledge.

# In the annuals, reports and studies produced by international org-
anizationsw, note Amando de Miguel and others, n we have féund'a} conspic-
uous and stubborn absence of Spanish statistics., The Spanish cé,se does.not
appear to interest enyone in international circlesse.. It is our impression,
nevertheless, that certain aspects of the econonmic devéiopment and social
change which our country has experienced in recent decades may be of enorme
ous: assistance for the study of problems which affect development in many
countries which have still not attained the industrial stagen (40). Above

all else, these heart-rending words form the raison d’etre of this thesis,



It is hoped that this treatise will not only provide a satisfactory
énswer to de Miguel?’s plea. but at the same time 'I:he,‘ in many ways unique;
(41), Spanish case will provide an effective bridge of theoretical knofl-;
edgé between the developing and developed worlds.



PART ONE
THE SOCIOLOGY AND GEOGRAPHY OF MIGRATION

I. DEFINITIONS

m consideration of the sociological and other aspectis:of migration
should begin with a.definition of rwha'h is meant by migrant and by migration.

Migratior; has: been called a. w process of population adjustment within a.
societyn (1) representing » merely the difference between total population
crowth and natural increase during a period of timew (2). Migration so de-
fined is a function of socio-economic and demographic gi‘adients or im-
balances (3). Migration, according to a more personal definition by Theo-
dorson and 'iheodorson, is n g relatively permanent movement of a person or
population across a.political boundary to a new residential area.or commun-
ityn (4), while the same suthors define internal migration as: m migration
within a. single nation or political unitn. To Mangalam migration ia also

n a.relatively permanentw movement but » préceded by decision makine on

the part of the migrantse (5). Hobbs has a:more severely restricted defini-

tion of migra.tion. ng ‘exclud‘e’sf epiphenomenal short-distance migration
(which is often inspired by personal reasons like marriage), as not con-
stituting migration » in any sociologically significant sensen (6).

For the purpose of this thesis, internal migration in Spain'iﬁvolves a
relaiively permanent movement across. axmunicipal boundary and the settling

of a person or persons in a. new municipio, .

II. THE SOCIOIOGICAL ASPECT3 OF MIGRATION =

The sociological aspects of migration will be considered under the foll-
owing headingss
1, Motivation in migration.

2 Differentia.l migration and ﬁigrant differentials,.

-7-



3, Assimilation of migrants.

l. Motivation in misration

Motivation is the least understood of all migration problems (7). At
legst three reasons make it difficult to give convincing answers to the
question w why do peoplq move ?g (8) Firstly, in the vast majority of
cases; migrants themselves:do not know the real answer and give vague or
noncommittal answers to sample-survey questions. Secondly, migrants, espe=-
cially international ones, are exiremely suspicious of interrogators and
give the enswers to questions which they think are expected of them (9).
Thirdly, motivational decisions are often made at three different levels: -
objective, normative and psycho-social (10) - probably at three different
points in time. Moreover, in the ultimate resort a » fossilized migration
decisionn (11) taken at the normative level may sometimes be triggered off
at the psycho-social level by w last-straw causesn (12). To complicate the
issue still further, the decision to migrate in other instances may be -
aborted for no apparent reason at the last moment.

(a) Motivation at the objective level

At the oﬁjectivé level, any discussion of motivating factors should
include an account of conditions in the areas:of origin and destination,
as well as the intervening obstacles which lie between them (13).“Such an
objective study of the operative socio-economic factors enabieshéociol-
ogists or ebonomists:(14) to infer migrant motives. Although there is in
some quarters  a. somewhat general unease with the 00 narrowly matere
ialist basis of the push-pull modelw (15), it has the advantage that the
sociologist escapes the problem of diétihguishing between migrants -

w real and stated motivesn (16)s The w push-pullw hypothesis is that
migration 1s due to socio-economic regional imbalances. Unfortunately
social factors are not always measureable (17)¢ The w pushw factors °

expelling persons from their areas of origin include rural over-popula-
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tion, traditional systens of land tenure and the n;echa.nization of agricul-
ture (18). Factora: pulli.ngn people towards urban areas include increased
opportunities of employment in services and industry, better working and
living conditions, social security, and so on (19). Manpower is attracted
by better social opportunities as well as: econornic ones (20).
| There is a;adernographicmaspect to the socio-economic’ ;vpush-pulln
hypothesis. Verykhigh rates of ne.tural inerease in somelru.ral areas, and
the failure of economic 0pportunities, to develop at a similar rate, re-
present demographic n pushn factors. The w pullw is supplied by migration
" i‘illing the gap created by the low birth ratesw (21) in many urben areas.

The push-pulln model best fits rural- to-urban migrations. Inter-urban
migration of skilled or professional persons obviously does: not usua.lly
obey any n PuSh" a.t source (22). The hypothesis can, however, be applied
equally to internal end international migra.tions (23). | ”

The decision to migrate is a complex one, Bogue (24) lists ﬁfty mi-
gra.tion-inducing feactors. To reduce such a: complex decision, therefore,
n to a-.xkindvofmecb:anica.l balance of external and. impereonal forcesn (25)
is:a deterministio fa.ilure becamse it does notvta»ke exnigrants"k aepirations
into account (26). n A proper study of migra.tion " according to Sauvy,
" would: a,lso have to show the causes of non-migrationn (27). " Predictable
economic man, notes Herbert, " is complicated by the vaga.ries oi‘ social
valuesw (28). Macdonald (29), for example, found Very strong n pushn fe,c- -
tors opera.ting in some parte of Ita.ly, yet moet of the rura.l popula.tion did
not migrate. Similar findings: by Zeegers (30) were made for the Netherlands;
where, however, the social climate was favourable (31) The " push—pul]_n
thesis; is thus: seen to be an incomplete answer to the question " why do
people move ?w It is an attractive deterministio concept but 1t fails to
work im every case. Tt is the easy way out a.nd as: such is often used. by

economists: and others w to camouflage the rea.l principal motiveen (32).



The empirical evidence is that migration responds to many factors, some

of which are only incidentally economic (33). Rural migrants: often regard
the presence of relatives:or friends:in a pé:rticular locality as:the great-
est attraction of all and may be completely ignorant of better socio-
economic opportunities: in. other localities (34). .Another basic wealmess
of the n push-pullw model is that it » implies: a universal sedentary ten-
dency which has: little empirical basis In either history or psychologyn
(35)e We must, therefore, pursue the motivation problem afresh at a higher
normative level.

(b) Motivation at the normative level

Germani’s (36) approach to migrant decision making at the normative (37)
level is a desériﬁtion of the way in which the‘cormmmity, as: opposed to the
individual, perceives:migration as: an alter-mative solution to its problemss |
The spread of information is made possible partly because of greatér contacts
with the outside world (38), although a.growing awareness also stems from
higher general levels of education than in the past (39). Much informal
discussion of the advantages:and disadvanteges: of migration in the market
place, the taverns and above all the home, results occasionally in what
Rossi calls a. # climate of mobilityw (40). |

There is some evidence that the climate of mobility is an important
variable at family level. Girard and others (41) found that the probabil-
ity for individuals to migrate increased with the mobility of the family of
origin. Yet, the fact that south Italian migrents amongst others: Tregroup -
within in-migrant zones in extended family or village groups (42),in- - .
dicates that the climate of mobility has a somewhat broader i‘dunciation,f
than the family. There is:much evidence also that motivation at the norme
ative level can be influenced from outside the village, mainly due to the
persuasiveness; of prior emigrants (43). In this context, the n principal

cause of emigrationm, ‘notes; Petersen (44), n is prior emigrationw. Even the
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undecided, faint-hearted and the elderly are eventually drawn into the
migration vortex once the scale of migration is large enough to leave
villages half empty and dismal. » We must consider the exodus not only
physiological but pathologicalw, states: Rossi-Doria: (45), » for it leads.
to the rapid collapse of entire rural societies... IZto villages without
men whichI have lost all signs:of life and are rapidly becoming g sort
of concentration camp for women and children, for the old and the weakw,
Mass;migration is thus brought about partly by a general change in rural-
mentality and partly by the chain reaction which this unleashes (46).
Alberoni (47) speaks of n the upsurge of a.new soéial perspective I in
the Italian countryside I which eventually leads to the individual feel=-
ing estranged from his own commmnityn. The ruwal worker feels he is un-
able to satisfy the desire for economic or social advancement for him-
self or, more often, his children, as long as he remains in a rural back-
water (48). = The urge to leave stems not so much from a rejection of -
one’s.om place in the community IZas: it very often is when an individ-
ual ,decision té migrate is made I as: from a. rejection of the community
and its structuren (49).

There 1s no doubt that once emigration is » set as a social paftem,

it 1s no longer relevant to speak of individual motivationsw (50), or so
it seems at first sight. ,

(¢) Motivation at the psycho-social level -

" At the normative level, the potential migrant is in an » unstabdble state
of equilibriumes (51). In such cincumstances the individual is at the mercy
of chance factors which can influence him in either direction. As: far as.
the future migrant is concerned the precipitating or triggern factors:
(52) at the personal level are too numerous and too varied to catalogus.
Unlike socio-economic pushn factors which » dull thé spirit of reac-

tionn (53), they can strike with lightning rapidity. Migrants often leave
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impulsively = for example after a sudden violent quarrel. There must, how-
ever, be a. v pulle real or imaginary to attract migrants before they leave =
or what Frijda.calls: # longings which already contain the germ of somewhére
elsev-(54). It is unlikely that such trivial, although important, motivaw .
tional factors will be mentioned at all by migrants, unless they are quesw
tioned sympathetically and in depth by interviewers: (55).

Towards: a motivationagl misration model

It is possible to develop the concept of a motivational migration mo-
del. This model can be likened to a three-stage rocket., The theory éf, the .
model can be summarized as followss '

1) Migration decision-making is a three-stage process - objective,

| normative, psycho-social,

2) Very powerful n push-pullnfactors are reponsible for lift-off ena=
bling certain sections of a population to counteract the very strong.
gravitational force of human inertis.(56), which w conspires with
soclal and economic bonds: to enmesh people in a space web from
which escape is both difficult and undesired (57), and consider mi-
gration as:sn alternative to pressing problems (58).

3) The second and thirdi stages affect successively less: people but the
decision-making process: probably becomessmore rapid at each suc-
ceeding stage. .

4) The whole process:df decision-making is a chain reaction although

~ each individual has a chance to a.bor't; at every stage. Migration
will only become™reality if all three motors ignite in turn.

The model sugzests: that soclo-economic » push-pullm factors are the
most universal and important forces inducing eventual migration but they
aloné are not sufficient to bring it about. At each stage successively: |
less: important factors gain greater import than would normally be expec-’
ted of them because of the momentum already generated.

X a
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This model best fits: rural-to-urban migration where » push-pulle fac-
toré_are important. An ordered theoretical model of migration caunot, how-
ever, be achieved (59). Migration is a: # complex behavioural problem. If
social scientists are ever able to explain migration behaviour fully, they
will at the same time have gone a long way towards understanding human be-
haviour in generalw (60). Wolpert (61), abandons: the economic determinism
end therefore somewhat limited predictive skills of gravity and interven-
ing opportunity models, and instead proposes a.migration model which in-
corporates: three concepts of migration behaviours n 1, the notion of place
utility, 2. the field theory approach to search behaviour and 3, the life-
cycle approach to threshold formationw (62). While it will be suggested
later that there are important differentials in migrant motivation, the
tentative model we have proposed is, nevertheless, an attractive hypoth-
esis: combining deterministic socio-economic » push-pullw factors with more
possibilistic concepts of migrant behaviour.

Dissention about micrant motivation

Authorities beg to differ about migrant motivation. From what has been
previously stated in this. thesis it will be realizeds

" 1) Migation is a complex behavioural problem, -
" 2) There is difficulty in obtaining migrants’ true motives and even

- greater difficulty in interpreting their implied or stated motives
by either indirect or direct means.

3) Some learned authorities have axes to grind (63), even geographical
~ ones: (64). | [
4) There are different types of migrant (65) and different types: of
" migration (66). As:a consequence therefore there are motivational
differentials. Lee (67) has noted that we must take into acqoﬁnt
. factors in the éreaé of origin and destination, intervening ob-

stacles, and the selection or decision factors, each of which;can

be negatively or positively assessed (68).



-14 -

It is. for these and other reasons that w an examination of the studies:
which deal with internal migration shows that the findings:are diverse and
often contradictoryns (69). »

Bogue (70) lists. twenty-five migration stimulating situations ten of
which can be fentatively interpreted as: personal factors and fifteen as
w push-pullw factors (ten » pushw and five w pullw). Then there are ten
socio-economic conditions affecting or reta.rding pdpula.tion mobility, some
of which defy simple classification as either » pushw or w pullw condi-
tionse

Burdiinall and Bauder (71) emphasize personal reasons for both » vole
untaryw and w involuntarym moves. Eight reasons are listed in all, few . -
of which can be called = pushw factors in any sense of the term and nonme
n pulln factors.

Petersen (72) considers motivation under three headings - resultant
(or socio-economic), epiphenomenal (or personal), and other reasons. Both
resultant and epiphenomenal headings: are simply subdivided, the former
into three = push-pulln and the latter into four personai reasons,

A United States Bureau of Census publication (1947) estimated 71.8%
of internal migrants in the United States moving for epiphenomenal and
28.2% for resultant reasons (73)e - |

Pourcher (74) gives a more detailed breakdown of the reasons migrants:
gave for migratirig to Paris. The salient points of his survey are that
35436 of migrants were attracted to the metropolis by w pullm factorsy ‘.
20.5% gravitated there due to w pushw factors; while the remaining 44.2%
came for personal reasons. |

Touraine and Ragazzi (75) have three simple ﬁotiVations - n pushw
(w départm), w pullm (wmobilitéw) and fortuitous (w deplacementn) (76).

Wentholt (77) applies the concept of w motivational structurew to -

international migrations. His nine. categories of migration include ori—
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ginal motives like liberation from responsibility and wifers: initiative
and impetus. -

Innovations, exceptions, contradictions and diverse findings abound
in migration studies. Petersen (78) believes: that migration begets mi-
gration. lawton (79), in contrast, believes that the high rates of na~
tural inciease of young migrants results, in the long-term, in centres
of heavy in-migration n increasingly meeting their labour requirements
by natural increasen. k

Galpin (80) in a study of 2,745 farmers who migrated from their farms:
showed only 37;8‘/: giving economic reasons. for their migration. Webb.and
Browm (81) in a sample of 4,247 inter-stats migrant families gave 69% move
ing for economic reasons,

Harris and lausen (82) found that the main reason for moving in the-
United Kingdom during the 1953-1963 period was: to obtain better or more
suitable housing accommodation, only one in six moving for economic reas-
ons,

Clearly there are important motivational variables which relate to mi-
gration differentials.

2. Differential mioration and micrant differentials’

Differential migration and migrant differentials are by no means the
same thing. Migrant differentials are qualities which differentiate or fail
- Yo differentiate migrants from non-migrants. Differentisl migration implies

that migrant streams acquire different migran{: differentials at seperate -
points in time. ‘ '

(a) Differential migration

,lccording to Bogue (83) the development of any major migration stream
is characterized by a series of stages. At the initial invasion stage‘Bogue
argues: that men will outnumber women (84), Furthermore, migration at this

stege will be # highly selective of young but mature adults and persons
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who are single, divorced or widowedn (85). At the settlement phase sex
selectivity w» tends to disappear or even to favour womenn (86), and there
is probably less: selectivity as:regards maritial status or evén, perhaps,
age (87).

Bogﬁe wasg: concerned in this paper with in-migration, Hobbs:in another
paper was able to tackle the problem of out-migration and show tha.f where
industrial decline was gradual v the socio-economic pressuresS... were exer=- .
ted gradually enough to allow selective factors to operate in the migra-
tional processw (88).

The problems of differential migration are further complicated by the
fact that there are different types:of migration or migration streams. Mi-
gration stimulated by technological change and economic expansion altracts:
the better educated. Rural or old industrial areas: tending to stagnate lose
their skilled and better educated people first. Selectivity, in other words,
will be at a maximum where the » pullw factor is strong and at a:minimum
where the w pushw factor is appreciable (89). Moreover, inter-urban migrae

tion streams in this technological age tend to be non-selective.

() Miprant differentials

" The main migrant differentials as listed by Swaine Thomas: (90) are
age, sex, family status, economic status, ocoupation and income level,
intellectual ability and performance, psycho-physical status, persona.lity
qualities, commission of crime etc. Hobbs (91) has a.modified and sbbreve
iated list which includes ege, sex, na.tivii:y, ‘ma.ritial status, educational
atta.inmenf, ‘educational ability, occupation and occupational inheritance,
It is difficult to obtain data on some of these differentials. For this
reason it is not proposed to go into the matter im any depth tut only to
deal with generalizations which have been made about some of the more
common variables. There are two schools of thought regarding migrant

differentials; the first maintains that migration is selective the second -
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that there are no easily detectable differentials. between migrants:and
non-migrants.
(1) Mizration is selective

Leé is. of the opinion that » migrants are not a:.random sample of the
population at origin ITnor can they be since people I respond differently
to the sets of plus and minus factors.at origin and at destination, have
different abilities: to overcome the intervening sets of obstaclesw (92).
lee?s hypotheses may be summarized as followss:
A 1) n Migration is selective,

2) Migrants responding primarily to plus factors at destination tend
to be positively selected (93).

3) Migrants responding primarily to minus factors at origin tend to

- be negatively selected; or, where the minus factors are overwhelm-
ing to entire population groups, they may not be selected at all.

4) Taking all migrants together, selection tends to be bimodal.

5) The degree of positive selection increases;with the difficulty of -

" the intervening obstacles (94).

6) The heightened propensity to migrate at certain stages of the life-
cycle is also important in the selection of migrants (95). .

7) The characteristics of migrants tend to be intermediate between -
the characteristics of the populationm at origin and the population
at destinationn(96). -

Migration is bound to be seleotive since  the evaluation of opportun-
itiesn, according to Iively and Taeuber, n is essentially a subjective
matterws (97). Taylor (98) believes: in resultantw, w aspiringm, n dis-
locatedw and w epiphenoménaln differentials related to four different mi-
grax.m types who evaluate opportunities distinetively (99).

Migrants are not only differentiated from each other but also from -

non-migrants (100). As: a. category migrants are charscterized by g sénsa‘
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of dislocation compared with non-migrants’ sense of belonging. The migra=
nts may claim to aspire, while the non-migrants are satisfiedw (101).

n The propensity to migrates, according to Taylor, » may be a fé.mily
rather than an individual characteristicn(102), There is evidence to show
that migrants not only belong to geographicaliy mobile families but are
likely to have travelled more extensively than non-migrants. Goldstein?’s:
(103) researches on Norristown and Copenhagen led him to make a distinec-
'l':ion"between long-term city » residentsw who were much less likely to
leave than n nomadsw (or new arrivals).

According to Taylor (104) the relé.tionship between a: wife and her
parents is. the deciding factor in many migrant schemes. Migrant wives
(vut not husbands) compared with non-migrants often suffer from a: sense
of w dislocationw since they are more likely to have lost at least one
parent.

Galtung’s research on potential migrants in three Sicilian villages:
found them better educated than aversge and having more dynamic personal-
ities (105). Hill also favours the idea of a rural §lite leaving the Essex
countryside during the 1850-1900 period (106). The present drift in pop-
ulation from nath to south of the United Kingdom is also selective in
terms of education and ability (107). Similar findings were made by Hobba
for a declining American town (iOB); Sanford (109) in a sfudy of a rural
community in Alabama. agrees; that migration is selective of intelligence
tut found that both the best and the least qualified left leaving the mid-
dle range.

One of the most important differentials betweén migrants and non-~
migrants grows out of choice of occupation., The higher educated generally
go further and leave sooner (110).

Newton and Jeffrey (111), Hill (112), Demnison (113) and many others

note that it is mainly young adults‘who'mig.rater Isaac (114), for example,
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cites: two-thirds of the net outward balance of migration from South Wales:
1921-1931 as 'being. under thirty years of age, and 87% under forty-five.

Age is undoubtedly the most important differential between migrants and
non-migrants. In the opinion of Bogue gpart from age n further differentials;
do not exist and should not be expected to existw (115)..

There is much evidence that the female is more mi@i‘atory than the male
(116). The greater selectivity of females decreases:or disappears as dis-
tance increases, and ad; social and economic forces become more important
than personal factors other than status or a.bility(ll?). Wenciéi (118)
found that women migrated at earlier egesthan men - usué.lly at n key
agesn (119).

Migration ig usually selective of single persons to a greater extent
than married ones, children being formidable intervening obstacles: (120).

Migration is selective in ainumber of other ways including geograph- -
ical ones. Freedman (121), for example, notes that migrants. have certain
characteristics which give them a tendency to concentrate in distinctive
nw mobile areasw or » migrant zonesw in cities. A further geographical
differential is the probability of migrants having relatives at the new -
destination - which increases proportionally with the increasing size of
the in-migrant centre (122). There is also some evidence that migration
is n age differentiated as to destinationw (123) and, accordiﬁg to
Gessner, intelligence differentiated as: well (154) .

(11) Migration is non-selective

‘Sorokin and Zimmerman (125) doubt whether rural-urban migration is -
selective except with regai‘ds to ege and g lesser extent sex.

Jansen cites papers by Lee (126) and Hutchinson (127) as evidence that
there is n very little suppbrt i:foi':I a. law of differenfial sex migrations
(128); while Clarke (129) considers that migration, because of improved el

tranéporta.tion, is less sex-selective than in the past.



Swaine ;Thomas (130) notes that under certain circumstances migration
can be quite unselective with reference to intelligence. Klineberg (131)
confirms these findings. for unskilled negro migrants in the United Sta.tés,
Davies (132) for rural migrants in England and Wales, Gessner (133) and Gee
and Runk (134) for rural migrants in the United States. Hofstee (135) con-
giders that the intelligent or better educated are more likely to have a.
motive for migration than the less intelligent or worse educated. His.
hypothesls is that circumstances: rather than intelligence result in migra-
tion of the better educated to seek better opportunities elsewhere.

It may be that resultant migrants are a more passive group than is.
often considered. » Those who happened to be in the proper group af the
proper time were more likely to migrate than those who were notw (136);
although as: Taylor notes (137), resultant migrants are different from none
migrants in actively considering a move, |

In summary, although migra.tioh differentials exist, so much confu~ -
singly contradictory research evidence has: been produced with regards to
time (138) and place, that differentials other than age appear to cancel
each other out. Sociologisfs and others looking for universal laws of mi-
gration having left the motivational maze are now confronted by differen-
tial deceptions. |

If the gordian kmot is:to be cut, it is suggested that different types
of migration must be treated separately, with models expounded and tested
for each type. From the motivational point of view, what can w innovatinge
snd n conservativem, fforcedn or n freem types of migration (139), or for.
that matter w resultantw, » aspiringw, w dislocatedw or « ebiphénomenaln :
migrant types: (140) have in common? Comparisons of case-étudies of each ..
migration or migra.dt motiva.tiohal type should then throw more light on -
confused problems of differential migration end migrant differentials (141),
The greatest variable of all is migration itself. Sociologists would do



well to remember this.

3, Assimilation of migrants

Taylor ergues that » migration being perceived differently, and ful-
£illing a.different function for the three migrant types (142), it follows.
that once in the new area, they react differently to its consequencesw (143) {

Migrent assimilation (144) differentials, however, are related to var- ﬂ
iables: other than motivationai decisions and levels of aspiration. Assim-
ilation is much influenced, for example, by the number of immigrants in-
volved and by the w nature of the receiving societyw (145).

Burchinall and Bauder (146) note that adjustment is related to the so=
cial status of the migrant. It is a: relatively easy matter for highly ed-
ucated inter-urban migrants to adjust, while rural-to-urban migrants might
take five to ten years or even more (147). The » cultural shockw, as Kenny
puts 1t (148), is greatest in a. country still undergoing its first agricul-
tural and in&ustrial revolutions, although in the opinion of Breese (149)
the occurrence of w rural transplantsm or survivals of rural practices. in
urban areas may be common enough to mitigate much of the cultural shock
experienced. Although each new arrival reacts according to his own tem-
perament in his:own way (150) time is an important factor in the adjust-
ment process:in every case (151). Girard (152)’empha.sizes that migration
by stages may facilitate the adjustment of rural folk to city life, Other
suthorities: (153) believe that acculturation (154')7;begins:in the country-
side. This can be brought about either by mass:media. associated with city
culture invading the countryside (155) or by the countryside invading the
city through the mechanism of temporary seasonal migrations (156)« Pinkney,
for example, in a study of migration from Limousin to Paris found that be-
cause of n long experience of seasonal migiation, the thought of going to
the city was neither strange nor frighteningw (157). Acoculturation in the

countryside is readily measureable. Keyfitz (158),'1‘01' example, has shown
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that there is a correlation between family size in rural areas and proxim-
ity to urban areas:

Beege (159) lists ten permanent and seven non-permanent factors which
influence migrant adjustment. Brepohl and others (160) list seven adjust-
ments factors and mention four stages of adjustmeﬁt.'Sauvy (161) sees
agsimilation being achieved either through the adaptation of the individual
to the new enviroment or through the rebuilding of the old environment.
Greeley (162) sees:acculturation as a six-stage process. Gordon (163)
goes. a: step further in correlating seven basic sub-processes which take
place in the assimilation of a migrant group with seven stages of assim-
ilations

Sub-processes o ‘ Stages of assimilation

1) » Change in cultural patterns. 1) Cultural or behavioural.
2) Complete entry into the social  2) Structural.
networks of groups:and in-
stitutions: or socletal struc-
ture through large-scale prime-
ary group relations with the
host society.
3) Inter-marriage. . 3) Maritial.
4) Development of the host - 4) Identification.
soclety?s: sense of peoplehood
" or ethnicity.
5) lack of discriminatory be-= - §) Attitude receptioné.l.
haviour by the hosts to the
new groups
6) lack of prejudiced attitudesms  6) Behaviour receptionals
k towardss the new group. '

7) lack of conflict with the 7)) Civic.
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host society on issues involv-|
ing value and power in public
or civic lifen (164).
- Benyei (165) postulateé the theory of an economic sequential class-
ification for international migration, with assimilation being made more
. difficult through social unrest following economic depressions.developing
into hardening of the host society’s attitude towards migrants and final-
izing in xenophobia. (166).
Generally speakiﬁg, the more massive migration, the more prolonged
its: duration, the more difficult is the assimilation of a migrant .
group (167). There are two aspects of the problem of delay in assimilation.
Firstly, as Breese suggests: (168), traditional peasant culture can be .
preserved more easily if the whole family move together, especially to an
urban zone peopled by other recent rural immigrants. Chain migration can:
have the same effect, the arrival of womenfolk discoursging inter-marriage
and inter-relations (169). Still more massive migration can attract the
very young, the elderly and young women of marrisgeable age. The migrant
group in the urban area then becomes fully representatife of the commnity
of the region of origin and as: such is capable of setting up folk institu-
tions such as clubs, societies, churches, schools and newspapers. Secondly,
delay in assimilation is due to hostility shown by the host society towards:
the migrant group. Child (170), writing about recent inter-European migra= -
tion (171), notes that the degree of hostility shown towards migrants
varies considerably. Such factors as: the number and degree of concentration
of migrants, scarcity of housing, extent of cultural and linguistic diff-
erences; and the degree to which governments have attempted to organize -
and control migration are important. Extreme hostility ia experienced in
countries where the host nation fears loés of national identity (172).

Hostility leads not only to friction between diverse sub;groups within
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the city but also to biased judgemenis being passed on rural immigrants
(173). The writings of Malzberg (174), lee (175), Rex and Moore (176) con-
firm thé.t migrants are not carriérs 61‘ éocié,l disea.sea: and problems é.a: has
oft been stated, although there is some evidence that the feeling of w non-
belongingness: in which the I immigrant J child or adolescent strives to
conform to two conflicting standards and finds himself torn epart by oppos-
ing loyaltiesnf177) can lead to anti-social behaviour. Much of the hostil-
ity, friction ;nd ﬁisinterpreta:bion of migrant characteristica stems from
the fact that migrants compete for housing and other facilities in city

n transition zonesw which are already centres:of festering social diseases
and problems (178)s The predominantly male, young adult migrant group is:
not untainted by sin (179). Such social conditions encourége maritial in-:
fidelity, prostitution, and the trensmission of venereal and other socially
mobile diseases (180)e The classical North American gradient by which crime
rates decline from eéfltfa.l » urban slumw (181) to periphery is hot typical
of many cities: in lesser developed countries: (182). High indices: of dev-

lance are found sometimes: in peripheral shan’cy-’cov.ms,‘ sometimes: in central
slums, sometimes:; in both (183),

Hostility, to a greater or lesser extent, is encountered in all envir=
onments, and it is to overcome this hostility that migrants tend to con-
centrate in certain areas.and to group inm: certain ways. (184). Kiser (185),
Snith (186), end Simon (187) amongst others, show the importance of frienda
and relatives in eprea.ding information about Job opportunities in urban |
areas. The kinship linkege thus tends to guide migrants to those areas
where the kin group is already entrenched (188). w The kinship structure
also serves:a protective function for new migré.nts‘to an area. .~ a form of
social insurance and a mechanism for smoother adapfation during the transi- |
tional phase of adjustmentw (189) It is:found even in highly indus-

trialized societies. where there is no problem of learning new cultural
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ways: and adjustment is easy (190). w Migrationm, in the opinion of Girard
and others (191), » is less a rupture with the original location than it
is a rejoining with relatives:in the new locationm,

Zimmerman and Frampton (192) note that the stem (or parent hqusehbld)
in the village serves: the function of alding assimilation of return mi- ‘
grants, acting as: w havens: of safety to which they may returns (193) in
periods of economic depression or times of personal failure (194). Assim-
ilation becomes: particularly difficult where there is this ifregula.r going
back and forth of a.marginal group with a: v transient psychologyw (195).

The kinship link is not the only factor accounting for concentration
of migrants in » mobile areasw. In-group ties carried over from the commun-
ity of origin are also important>(l96). In West Africa.migrants regroup in
urban areas in voluntary associations along tribal lines (197); while in
Boston and other North. American cities one finds: the paesani - Italiens.
from the same village of origin who tend to re-group in the same street in
immigrant:ghettos; (198). Carter (199) distinguishes: between the temporary
ghetto w through which populations become adjusted to new ways of lifew and
then move out, and the permanent ghetto by which a: cultural group resists
assimilation and therebty preserves its: identity. Ecological factors also .
account for migrant concentrations: (200). These concentrations are usually
in areas: of w minimum choicew (201) becsuse migrants are unable to competé
economically for more a.dvantagieoustsites (202). |

Much has'been written of the function of the primary group acting w as:
a.bridge between two behaviour patternsw (203). n The city-dweller may
choose to be cosmopolitan or parochial in his outlook and tastesw (204).

In the author’s:opinion it is more a caee of the migrant alternating -
between participation in the industrial or service sectors of the city and
n the urban villagew (205) where he has:his family and friends. Dualism of .

this kind involves: a: danger of misinterpretation by aociologista; SO
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The degree of acculturation or social integration is displayed in the
levels of living, educational and cultural characteristics, and fertility
patterns of migrants when compared with non-migrants' (206). While such as-
pects. of sdjustment are eminently measureadble (207), they are undoubtedly |
urban-orientated to n the prevailing values, normative structure and social
needs: of the receiving societyw (208), Burchinall and Bauder make the valid
point that the rural migrant n may nét... fully accept the urban standard
in evaluating his own perfomances (209). While by urban standards he may
be relatively unsuccessful, » from a. rural frame of reference he may have
improved his: lot immenselyws (210). To & greater or lesser extent the suc-
cessful rural-to-urban migraht will feel that he has: escaped from the rigid
social structure of the village (211), Moreover, a:higher income overall
will enable him ostentatiously to diéplay the outward signs of his higher
socio-economic status whenever he returns to his native village (212).

With regard to the non-adjustment end lack of assimilation of many
rural-to-urban migrants lewis advances the hypothesis of a. w sub-culture
of povertyw (213). The main characteristics of this sub-culture may be sum-
marized as fdllov}sc

1) At national or regional level, there 1s a nhlaclc of effective parti-
- cipation and integration of the poor in the major institutions of y_
the larger society...w (214). 3 , . |

2) At local community level, the chief distinguishing features are

W poor housing conditions, crowding, gregariousness, but above all
s minimum of organization beyond the level of the nuclear and ex-
tended familyw (215). There is w a. sense of commmity and esprit .
" de_corpsm, Moreover, w a.sense of territoriality results from the
unavailability of low-income housing outside the slum areasn (216).
3) At the family level, the main characteristics are w sbsence of ch:ild-‘

hood as:a. specially prolonged and protected stage in life, early
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initiation into sex, free unions or consensual marriages, a rel-
a.htively high incidence of the abandonment of wives:and children,
a trend towards female = or mother-centred families...w (217).
4) At the individual level, there.is w a.strong feeling of ma,rgin-
 ality, of helplessness, of dependence and of inferiorityw (218).
Rural-to-urban migrents are also characterized by  having w a
strong present-time orientation with relatively likttle ability to
plan for the future, a sense of resignation and fatalisme(219).
People with a sub-culture of poverty aie, according to Iewis; # provine
cial and locally orientatedw (220), Although they may continue to be deaw
perately, poor, assimilation begins with a change in outlook. In Lewis's
words, = any movement, be it religious, pacifist or revolutionéry; which
organizes: and gives.hope to the poor and effectively promotes: solidarity
and a sense of identification with larger groups destroys the psycholo-’ -
gical and social core of the culture of povertys (221). In our opinion,
although the sub-culture of poverty is so obviously an attempt at adapta-
tion through rebuilding mueh of the oid social environment in & new
locale (222), assimilation can be brought about in many other ways, org-
enized and ﬁnorganized.’ In the first place n even illiterate slum dwellers
pick up advanced ideas and terminology from T.V., radio end moviesw (223),
Moreover, National Service, the mixed education of children (224)‘, and
(espocially in the second and third generations) mixed marriagee; all lead
towa.i:ds total assimilation., BShning believes that m target workersw pro--

ceeding from lesser developed to post-industrial countries experience a.

n complete secondary socializationnm (225) resulting in a superficial absorp~. -

tion of the norms and values:of a: coﬁsumér goclety which causes them to-

raise their materialistic goals and consequently stay longer in the host

country.

Failure to adapt often occurs, resulting in consfant suffering or in



return to the region of origin. In the past, it was: frequently held by
sociologists that short-term return migrants were fallures who had been
unable to adjust economically or socially. Richmond (226) believes: that
there are sound socio-psychological reasons against return in the vast
majority of failure cases (227). Those who return, rather than being fail-
ures; are often likely to have achieved their shorit-term objectives as

n target workersw (228) and probably achieved a degree of assimilation

in the process: (229).

Petersen (230) notes: that in every migrational move there is an
economic, social and cultural distance to be traversed by migrants. Gene
erally speaking, the greater the distance of gradient between the former
and present way of life of the immigrant the greater the pmbléms of
assimilation. According to Pahl (231), distance -~ physical, economic and -
social - is a geographical factor. Cértainly there is a.geographical ase -
pect of assimilation. Geographic dispersion of migrants favours:adaptation
and assimilation while geographic concentration‘has an opposite effect(232),
A further geographical aspect of assimilation is the movement of second ‘
generation Italians from the ghettos of certain North American citiese = -
w Buigration from the districtm, notes Firey (233), w signifies assimilation
into American values and is so construed by the people themselvesw, A still
further geographical aspect of assimilation is furnished hy the transporta-
tion factor - which reveals:yet again dual aspects of migration problems
(234). Ease of modern transportation enables greater contact between town .
and country and the begimning of acculturation in the countrgside. Paradox=
ically, this also enables the migrant to return more easily and more often |
to his place of origin, thus making full assimilation more difficult to -
achieve, o | |

Throughout this.discussion of the sociology of migration geographical -

concépts have crept in from time to time. While it is true that w demog~ -
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raphers and sociologists can treat population as devoid of spatial con-
texts.o geographers who treat population as some arithmetic expeession,
unrelated to place or space, do so at tlfie peril of losing contact with
their disciplinew (235). w Whereas: there is:now a much greater interest
L showm by geographers::[ in the inter-relationships of man and mann (236),

this. interest must still taeke place » in a spatial contextw (237).

IIX., THE GEOGRAPHICAL ASPECTS OF MIGRATION

In the past, the geographical aspects of migration have been mainly
dealt with by non-geographers., This is hardly surprising in view of the
fact that migration statistics even now remain the most unobitainable and
the least accurate of all demogmphic data. (238). The only satisfactory
methodss of calculating direction and volume of'migration streams are cen-
suses where migration questions are asked, or systems:of residence registm
tion. Due to the general lack of direct information of this kind it is
nearly‘always necessary to calculate measurements of internal migration
by indirect means (239). .

w Migration is mobility and as such it is dynamicw (240). Indeed it is
one of the three dynamic aspects of population (241). The problem is.the
real lack of a.dynamic, continuous, film-like method of measuring popula-
tion movements: and the relié.nce, therefore, on static, » snapshotw meth-
ods. Such static methods are not, however, new to geography. Darby (242)
has:used the concept of n period-picturesw to great éffect in the field‘or
historical geography. The geographer should, therefore, be able to make
some relevant contributions to certain aspecfs of migration study now
that the groundwork has: been prepared by demographers: and statisticians.

Ravenstein’s papers (1885 and 1889), having stood the test of time,

are a useful starting point for geographical work in the field of migration
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studies. Ravenstein, while maintaining thatw laws of population, and

economic laws. generally have not the rigidity of physical lawsw (243),

nevertheless tentatively proposed the following w geographicalw (244)

lawss

1.

2.

Se

4.

Migration end distance

n The great body of our migrants only proceed a short distance...
migrants enmumerated in a certain centre of absorption will grow
less: "as distance from the centre increases:In (245).

w Migrents: proceeding long distances generally go by preference to
one of the great centres of commerce and industrymw (246).

Migration by stases: | ‘

n There takes place consequently a universal shifting and dispiace-
ment of the population, which produces: currents of migration, sett-
ing in the direction of the great centres of commerce and industry
which absorb the migrantsw (247).

n The inhabitants of the country immediately surrounding a town of
rapid growth flock into it; the gaps thus left in the rural populaw-
tion are filled up by migrants from more remote districts, until the
atiractive force of one of our rapidly growing citles makes 1ts in-
fluence felt, step by step, to the most remote corner of the king
domn (248).

n The process: of dispersion is the inverse of that of absorption,
and exhibits similar featuresw (249).

Stream and counterstream

v Each main current of migration produces: a.compensating counter—

currentw (250).

Yolume of higfation

¥

» Does migration increase? I believe s0.... Wherever I was able to

make & comparison I found that an increase in the means of locomoe
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tion and a development of manufactures and commerce have led to an
increase of migrationw (251),

Ravenstein has been much quoted but only occasionally challenged.
Generally speaking his ;aws have either been accepted or confirmed by
other researcheg. The main findings will be summarized here:

l, Migration and distance

m authorities including Weber (252), Hill (253), Brinley Thomas(254),
and Redford (255) confirm Ravenstein’s hypothesis that most migration is
short-distance., Schumann (256), for example, found that the percentage of
in-migrents whose bifth-place was: within two miles. of Oldenburg, Germany,
vas:95.6, 60s1, 83.5, 782, 88.1 and 80.2 respectively for six randomly
selected rural townships. lawton (257), in a. study of rural depopulation
in nineteenth-century England, found that distance from growth-points was
more important than soils or types of farming. Official censuses in Germe
any (1925) and the United States (1940) reveal m persistent predominance
of short-distance movesw (258)s k S S

. That migration should be short-distance is logical, especia.llv in the
case of epiphenomenal female migrants who move short-distances for pers- .
onal reasons like marriage (259). Short-distance moves predominated for
men also - moving into and out 6£ the Tyneside comurbation during 1960-
1961 (260). The apparent logic of such short-distance moves led Zipf (261)
to postulate the theory of the w principle of least effortw, where the
nunber of people travelling ITor for that matter migra.ting'.:[ between two
cities should be a function of the distance separating them; since the
effort required to cover greater distances would increase as: did the dis- -
tance. likewise, Stewart (262), has put forward the n inverse distance law
which when applied Yo migz;a.tién. o 8tated that migration between two .
centres was proportional to the square of,thg distance between themn(263); ”

Young (264) and Carey (265) have made somewhat similar attempts to measure
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migration distances, while Higerstrand has put forward the concept of
n distance decayn (266). ‘

Redford is of the 6pinion that there are # two processes of Ilshort-
distance I migration, opposite in tendency but similar in formw (267). The
process of absorption is centripetal, the frocess of dispersion is centrif-
ugal. These conclusions were in fact shown by Llewelyn Swmith (268) to be -
$rue for both in-migration to and out-migration from Iondon in the late
nineteenth century. Dyos: saw w two social gradientsw (269) in late nine-
teenth century Londoxi, n one leading upwards and outwé.rds;', according to
Kellett, » the other leading downwards if not inwardsw (270). At the present
time, centripetal movemenis are characteristic of n industrial citiesn(271),
while conurbations and w metropolitan citiesw are more likely to be asso=
ciated with centrifugal movements (272) - or what Kelsall calls # urban
dispersalw (273)s Car-ownership may be a relevant contemporary factor in"

n urben dispersalm (274), although Scott (275) beltéves that industry also
migrates. short-distances: outside conurbation;, along lines of w least transe
port effortm. Even the movement out of negro ghettos in North Amerivan cit-
ies 1s mainly short-distance, by what Morrill calls the w spatial diffusion
processw or w block by block substitutionw (276). Nor are such short-dista.ne&‘
intra~urban moves:a factor of ethnicity. All c:H:y residents: have rather )
limited mental maps: (277). Boyce in a study of residential mobility in
Beattle found that 16% moved less than & half-mile and that the averago
distance moved was less than three miles (278). ‘
 Llewelyn Smith also confirms Ravenstein’s: theory that thei-é is a seéond',
long-distance aspect to internal migration (279). Movement through physical
space of persons and more particulé.rly‘ 6£ news has become much easier and
quicker since Llewelyn Smith?s: day (280).Bracey found that w two groups, -~
single individuals and young married couples, are prepared to move con‘s:ld-

erable distancesn (281) at the present time. ISvgren argues that w commme-
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ication of information decreases with distancew (282), and although Dodd
has: shown that n messasge communication decreases: inversely to diatanéen(285).
such arguments do not necessarily apply to migration. Price, in an analysis:
of internal migration in the United States during the 1935-1940 period (284),
did in fact find that migration eastwards decreased with distance. His:main
conclusion, however, is that w» the pull of certain areas:; of the west null=-
ifies the effects of distance of travelw (285). The empirical evidence seems.
to suggest, as. Higerstrand notes, that foi' migration generally » the migra-
tion distances were in general shorter in former times: than at present n(286).
This ha.s led Stouffer to challenge the whole concept of distance. It is -
Stouffer?’s hypothesis: that » the number of persons going a given distance
is directly proportional to the number of opportunities at that distance and
inversely proportional to the number of intervening opportunitiesw (287).
In the author’s opinion, attractive though Stoufi;er’s.hypothesis of inter-
vening opportunities is (288), the model stems from a lack of recognition
of the dual nature of internal migration distance-;rise. No allowance is .
made in the model for the directional factor (289) - a state of affairs
which mist be denigrated by geographers (290).
2. Mioration by astages ‘ V

Ravenstein’s: theory of migration by stages has been likened by Redford
to w a: wave-like motions the movement of population persisted over a.wide
area, even though most of the migrants did not make any long .jouméyn (291).
There may be, as Bickel has suggested, a connection between migration by
stages and short-distance migration - the short-distance moves being » stop. -
overs for longer distancesw (292), This theory is substantiated by Oscar
lewis: in a study of fifty migrant families from Puerto Rico in New York,
ﬁe found that for the majority of migrants, migration was:a three step proe
cess - from rural birthplace, to San Juan slum, to New York (293),Deshmukh

refers to an extreme form of this: type of migration which he terms w float



- 34 -

ing migrationw (294). His sample-survey of developing world migration
conditions; (where perhé.ps knowledge of job opportunities is more imperfect
than elsewhere) found that 65% of the migrants questioned had moved at
least six to fifteen times. While migration by stages. (or w step-fashionw)
(295) 1is held to be true by many authorities (296), Browning for one '
believes in the gospel of direct migration (297).

It may be that there are dual migration types. Pourcher (298) found
that 41% of the migrents in his sample-survey moved direct to Paris, the
rest moving by stages. Jansen (299) similarly f§und that less: than 50% of
internal migrants to Bristol had come direct. Dualism is not apparently a.
recent phenomenon, Bleicher (300), in a. survey of 39,420 migrants}into
Frankfurt conducted in 1891, fou.ﬁd that 37.2 moved direct, the remainder
‘by stages.

To complicate the issue still further, there is a. temporary seasonal
# circulation of labourw (301) from rural areas: (made possible by seasonal
underemployment between pianting and harvesting seasong) (302) which is a
special hybrid type of migration by stages: (303) - the final permanent
move being possibly made direct; possibly not. '

Saville (304), amongst others, believes: the hypothesis of migration by
stages to be‘not‘proven. Certainly there is a need for much further direct
research into this aspect of population movements. The almost exclusive
dependence on indirect methods of calculating migrafion statistics in many
countries is.a great hindrance. » Statistics of birth-placem, for example,
do not in Weber’s words n entirely disprove the hypothesis of migration by
stages through village, toﬁn, city and metropolis, in as much as a man’s:
previous place of residence does not always coincide with his: bifth~ -
placen (305).

3. Stream Qd counterstream:

Ravenstein’s hypothesis of stream and counterstream is supported by
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Taeuber and Taeuber (306). Brown and others: (307), in their study of east
Kentucky mountain migration between 1940 and 1960 find, moreover, that
w the pattern of the streams of migration has been remarkably consistentw.
To understand this phenomenon we must appreciate the mechanics of migra-
tion. Migrants tend to follow well-defined routes for a number of reasons.
Firstly, because of the highly localized nature of Job opportunities.Sec=
6nd1y, because migrants use established transportation routes (308). Third-
ly, because of the flow of information back from prior emigrants. In this
context, the n overcoming of a set of intervening obstaciea:by early mi-
grants lessens the difficulty of the passage for later migrantsw (309).

Although migrants follow well-defined transportation routes, direét
information regarding choice of routes: is not usually availadle to the -
researcher, Thornthwaite has worked out convincing migration-stream maps -
for the United States using w birth-residence indices of population move-
mentn (310), but 1f migration took place by stages a misleading impression
of migration Toutes: would be gained (311). .-

The hypothesis that labour tends to £1éw in the direction of greatest
economic opportunity is well-documented (312)., Stouffer’s theory of
n intervening opportunitiess 13 not opposed to this hypothesis; it helps .
in fact to explain deviations from expected patterns. While Hunter end Reid
sgree that w net migration is generally in the right direction (awsy from .
locations of high unemployment and low income opportunity)... movement in -
the wrong direction (towards: low income opportunity areas) continuesw (313),
The relationship between migration streams and economie opportunities is
thus not perfect. A migration stream‘between two verybhighly localized
points tends to be  self-perpetuatingm (314) and dependent on the w chance
occurrence of some previous migrationw (315); Chain migration of this type
1s more often or not restricted to the conditions in one particuiar dis-

‘trict. There is general ignorance of better opportunities in other dise
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tricts (316).

Each stream has: its counterstream. Isaac (317) end Thistlethwaite (318)
have shown that return migration was: a: cont:l.nﬁous:ﬂproce‘s& - even from 4
overseas: in nineteenth-century conditions. In normal times, the counter-
stream current to rural areas:of heavy out-migration is slight. In times
of depression, labour tends to flow away from the centres of former opp-
ortunity along well-worn pathways, as migrants return to regions of origin,
Between 1930 and 1933 there was:a return of over one million migrants: to
sgriculture in the United States: (319). A similar return to the land took
place in Japan at the end of the Second World War (320). It may be that some
return migration (321) tekes place for psychological reasons - # in the
sense that ina.dequateﬂor inaccurate information will lead to the non-fulfil-
ment of expectations, and perhaps the return of disillusioned migrants who
might, with better knowledge, have moved elsewhere, or even better not
moved at alln (322), |

Whatever tfxe réa,sons, patterns of in- and out-migration are almost idenw-
tical. One must assume that returning migrants ame former residents (323).

n No onew, argues:Hollingsworth, # is more likely to come to a given'place
than someone who has lived there beforew (324) .Moore and I.ioyd (325), in a-
sagmple of 374 families who had migreted to 19<rura1 townsfxips in soﬁth .
Indiana between 1930 and 1934, showed that 40% had Teturned to their county
of origin while a further 20% had relatives there. An 0.E.C.D. survey nofed
a: similar return movement for Sweden and commented th@t n about a third of
those who have moved, and obtained grants towards: the expenses thereby
incurred, return to their home countr.y within & year or two, usually to their
home county or village (326).

It is possible that over a long period of time the ebbd and flow of mie
gration curren¥s will compensate each other. Such were the findings of

rd

Iﬁggz‘an(}?{) ‘i‘.or migration in Sweden between 1895 and 1933, Nor need the
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compensatory mechanism be confined to long periods of time. Inter-urban
migration streams: tend to cancel each other out (328).Newton and Jeffery( 329)
found that for the 1948-1949 period most regions in the United Kingdom had -

a net migration of less than 5% of the gross. Jansen (330) cites Ministry.

of labour statistics: for the south-western region of the‘United Kingdom
between 1954 and 1963. Rather spectacularly, in this instance, net migra~
tion was: only 0.85% of the gross movement.

Throughout this discussion of stream and countersiream it has been seen
that economic and personal factors are inseperably interwoven. Some such
migrational movements are undoubtedly related to the family life cycle (331) .
with ite tendency for some backflow af the beginning and the end of the
career cycle (332). ’

4. Volume of mig'.;'a.tion ,

Volume has. been defined as the » amount of space that a given quantity
of a substance will fillw (333). Volume thus has geographical significance
and in this context three relevant points may be made. Firstly, that w the
volume of migration within e given territory varies with the degree of = -
‘diversity of areas inoluded in that territoryw (334). Secondly, that inter-
regional mobility of this. type depends.on the size of areas involved (335),
Thirdly, that more cross-boundary, short-range population mevements will be
recorded in regions with an eccentric distribution of population than in
ones with en even distribution -(336),

The volume (337) of migration has, however, non-geographical aspects:
which are related to sociological, economic and technological factors. These

may be summarized as: follows:
1) w The volume I and rate J of migration varies with the diversity of
* peoplew (538); L
2) n The volume Tand $ate T of migration varies with fluctuations in .
the economyw (339). The relationship between migration and the
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business: cycle in' countries of immigration has: been substantiated

by a number of authorities (340). Similar findings have been made

for internal migration. Ahlberg has argued that » significant varia-
tions L' in the release of excessive manpower from the countrysideZl
have an obvious connection with business: cyclesw (341). Makower and
others. (342), in a United Kingdom labour study, found inter-regional
labour movements sensitive to changes: in unemployment in in-migration
areas. Oliver (343), in a. later United Kingdom labour study, found a.
tendency for exhplojees.: in regions with above average unemployment
rates to migrate to regions with below average unemployment. Likewise,
Schultz bas shomn for the United States that the n rate of off-farm
migration is highly sensitive to changes in unemploymentw (344).
Wolpert, however, is of the opinion that » the defenders of the wage
theory of economic determinism (345) find some validity for their
constructs, LonlyJ as long asAnet‘,. and not gross, migration fig-
ures: are used and regional disagsregation does not proceed below - -
the state level, thereby neglecting much of the interstate helero-
geneityw (346). Browmn and others have suggested that this sensitive
and rapid'resl;onae of out-migration rates: to fluctuations in the .
rate of unemployment in # migratory target areasw is due to w the
effective line of communication among kinw (347)e - -

n Unless severe checks are imposed, both voiume.and rate of migration
tend to increase with time(348). Although the farm population of

the United States in 1950 was only about two-thirds. that of 1920,
more migrants left the land during the 1950-1960 period than in any . .
decade since 1320 (349). Ravensteints hypothesis (350), that improv-
ing technology alone (including better and cheaper means of trens~
port) (351) should result in en increase in the volume of migration,
has stood the test of time.
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4) n The volume and rate of migration vary with the state of progress
in a country or areaw (352). All the empirical evidence suggestis
that inter-regional la.boui'“mobility is higher in the United States
than in Burope (353). lee suggests that » ahigh rate of progress
establishes a popula.t:hém which is continually in a state of flux,
responding quickly to new opportunities: and reacting swiftly to
diminishmg opportunitiesw (354). Over a period of time, he argues,
the socio=economic differences l;:etween developed and developing
countries and between areas in countries become heightened, leading
to increased migration (355). Newton and Jeffery found thai areas
of net in-migration in mglénd end Wales: in the ten year period be-
fore the Second Wo*ld Var, experienced higher total mobility (i.e.ine
and out-migration) in 1947-1949 than areas which had been losing
migrants in the pre-wer period (356). In the United States, it has
been calculated that one in five of-'l;he‘ population changes his place .
of residence each year (357); while the 1961 census gives about one
in ten of the pOpulatioﬁ ofbmgland and Wales as having changed -
residence between April 1960 and April 1961 (358). Not all changes
can be classified as migrational moves, however, nor are all such
moves in industrial countries related to labour market conditions : .-
(359) as Heberle would have us believe (360). Herbert estimates ‘
that two-thirds of all moves in North America are intra-urban ones:
and finds confirmation in the 1966 census of similar residential
mobility in British cities (361),

It must never be assumed that pre-industrial societies are » statice
modern societies » dynamicw (362), Migrat,ion affects all societies.
The illusion of imuobility - especially in the case of pre-industrial
societies - stems from the fact thé.t at a given moment migration

n mostly sets in motion only a small part of each population .
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groupw (363). Throughout this thesis we heve been concerned mainly
with free migrations. The recent (1971) East Pakistan tragedy has
re-inforced in the pubiic mind thé deté,stating hurricane effect of
impelled migrations. Nor is this a single instance. v It is a sob-
ering thoughtsn, comments Beijer, v that the number of people
expelled from one country to another in the decade after the Second
World War was about the same as the entire overseas: migration from
Europe in the nineteenth and the first decade of the twentieth cen-
turyw (364). Pre-industrial societies: often display greater volumes
and more rapid rates of migration than modern societies: due to fac-
tors like drought, flood, crop failure, epidemics, war and persecu-
tion - factors which are w external to the economic orderw (365).

n The volume I and rate I of migration is related to the difficulty
of surmounting the intervening obstaclesw (366). Inbervening ob-
stacles include personal, psychological, s&ciercénomic,~geographical,‘
technological and even political barriers to be surmounted.

Personal obstacles are associated with stages in the life-cycles

The Inter-state mobility rate for married men in the United States

in 1963-1964, for example, was only 3.1% compared with 5.17% for

single men in the same age group (367). Younz children are an import-b
ant obstacle to migration. o o

The psychological costs (368) of migration are likely to be lowest
for a single person in his twentles (369). However, w it is clear

that there is g mobile fringe in alllage.groups who display a higher -
than normal propensity to migrate (370). It is equally clear that
while some personalities welcome eha_ngé others are equally resistant
to change, regardless of age (371),

Money costs of migration are alsé-likely to be lowest for a single

person in his twenties. Socio-economic obstacles to migration g
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include house-ownership (372), and lack of social security institu-
tions or welfare facilities available to immigrants or in-migrants.
(373). Unemployment on the other hand is an incentive to overcome
intervening obstacles of all kinds. A United Kingdom Ministry of
Iabogr study in 1961 found that 13.7% of the men and 5.5% of the -
éingle women wholly unemployed were prepared to take work beyond
daily travelling distance (374). Evidence exists for believing that
the longer a potential migra.nt‘is unemployed, the more likely he is
to consider a.geographical move (375). | |

Geographical obstacles to movement inelude physical barriers, dis-
‘tance, and area attachment. Both money and psychological costs are
less for short-distance intré.-regional movements than for inter-
regional ones (376). lansing and others found area attachment -
stronger in depressed areas: when compared with other areas: (377);
vhile Kahn in a survey of redundant unemployed workers:in a British
Midlands city found that only 11% had looked for work over twenty-
five miles: away (378).

Technological obstaéles: to migration are related to the limit of
technological knowledge (or the failure to apply it) in any society
at a given time. In modern socleties, increasing teéhnolog has
played a vital role in diminishing the importance of intervening
obstacles. Travel has become both easier and cheaper (379).

The imposifion or removal of immigration restrictions has had
dramatic effects on international migration flows: (380). Political
obstacles: to reduce or reverse internal migrant flows have been lesa
effective (381), even in fascist states (382) and olosed communist
gsocieties: (383). B

In conclusion, it would be wrong to assume, as Petersen does (384),

that the volume, rate and direction of migration is due to economic n‘pulln
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factors. Rowling (385), and Southall (386) have similarly over-emphasized

v pushw factors in Weét and East Africa respectively. In fact, economiec and
personal factors are - as we have seen in our discussion of intervening
obstacles - intricately interlocked., The United States. Census Bureau, for
example, shows that both migration rates and distance moved are related to
occupation (387), and occupation is a personal choice. # Geographical mobile
ity is thusw, according to Girard and others, w directly related to profe-
ssional mobilityw (388). Illsley and others believe that both in- and out-
migration rates. are hiéher in w upper occupational groupsw (389), where
prosumably socio-economic n push-pulle factors are at thelr weakest. A safer
generalization would be that the volume, rate and direction of migration in
advanced societies is related to conditions in the labour market; but the
timing of migration is an eminently personal matter dependent on the over-:
coming of formidable intervening obstacles. Many more people would like to
nigrate (or even to change houses) than actually do so. In Rossi’s:sample
{390), 48% of families had reached the normative phase of decision-making

iw eipreasing a desire to move, but only 22% gave themselves:as much as a
50=50..chance of changing residence within a year, and presumably en even

smaller percentage actually achieved their objective within that time,
Migration growth-points

| Ravenstein paid ‘sp.ecial attention to » centres:of absorptionn within
the British Isles. in a. study of sixty-seven towns; characterized by in-migra- |
tion, He concluded that the » increase in the population of large towns,
irrespective of the natural increase resulting from an excess of births
over deaths, is primarily due to an inflow of the inhabitants:f.“rom‘the e
surrounding rural districts... Lalthough I towms increasing at a more -

rapid rate than the rural pOpulé.tion of the county, or increasing at a mod-

erate rate, whilst the latter decreases, attract immigcrants from longer

distancesw (391),



Ravenstein? s hypothesis .- of the attractive force of large cities was.
restated in more scientific terms by Levasseur. » The force of attraction
in human groups like that of matter is in general proportional to the
massw (392). Weber, another nineteenth-century statistician, notes too that
# the distance travelled by migrants: varies in the same ratio as: the mage .
nitude of the city which is their destination. The larger the town, the
wider its ecirele of influence in attracting immigrantse (393). The sci-
entific climate of the late nineteenth century made the _esta.i:lishment of
universal laws of migration seen a.real possibility. Von Mayr’s law was yet
another attempt to bring reason and ordez: to migration studies, although in
this case the lew refers not to individual cities: but to groups: or classes
of sattlement., The law states. that n the percentage of immigrants increases
in the same ratio as the magnitude of cities, but in inverse ratio with the
magnitude of rural commumnitiesw (394).

Recent case-studies have confirmed these nineteenth-century findings,
although social scientists are more skeptical now about the existence of .
universal laws. Hiller found that the attractive force of cities for the-
young adult group varied considerably according to the size of the city(395).
Olsson (396) notes that m migration distances decrease both with the size
of the place of out-migration and with the size of the destinationw. Isbell
found that the » opportunities in a capital city have a distinctive cha~
racter of attracting migrants regardless of intervening opportunities«(397).
Such was the attractive force of Paris, according to Gravier (398), that 1t
consistently absorbed all of the natural increase of the whole French nation
throughout the nineteenth century. According to Chevalier (399); the propor- .
tion of Parisians born in Paris remained at about one third of“,the total -
population throughout that century. w The hopms that prosperity will spread
outwards T from growth-poles ... in concentric ripplesw (400) is thus seen

not to be a modern phenomenon.
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Conclusion

Throughout this discussion of the sociological and geographical aspects.
of migration, one central theme emerges - the complexity of the subject.
There is a common body of knowledge, imperfectly perceived in the muddy
waters: of migration studies, tha.tv can be approached equally by sociologists,
geographers, economists, psychologists, d.emogra.phers and others, Certainly
since the quantitative revolution geographers can contribute convincingly
to the interpretation of problems concerning migration (40l). n Now the
interconnexions between numerous factors can be examined atétisticallyn
notes Edwards, = and a proper measure of correlation can be made to test
their validityw (402). Wrigley is right to note that w while the existence
of a. correlation mayNPut out of count one explanation it cannot of. ifself :
establish anotherw (403), but the ability of the computer rapidly to pro-
cess statistical data enables the geographer to test the relationship of .
variables whose relevance may have hitherto been unsuspected. Even agsume- ,
ing the correct variables have been selected, there is often a large geo- -
graphical range for each one. A Moser and Scott survey‘(404) of 157 British

tomns found that no less: than 125 of them w appeared améng the extremes. in
one table or anotherw (405).

The geographer is concerned with the n spatial contextw of poPulation.
Answers to certain migr.ation questions can only be obtained by the use of
direct methods, Unfortunately, « few samples are large enoughw, according
to Festinger:and Katz (406),nto permit regional analysis on any but the ,
btroadest basis. 4 Sampie-s':xrvey designed to represent a population dispersed
over a wide geographical area is likely not to give an adequate representa=

tion to any population characteristic which is highly localizedn - therein
lies; the rub,



PART TWO
INTERNAL MIGRATION PATTERNS IN SPAIN BEFORE 1960

I. THE STATISTICAL DILEMA

Internal migra.tidn statistisc are generally regarded as one of the
| least accurate of all demographic data (1). « The act of migration cannot
be defined in the precise terms: that are associatéd with acts of birth and
death. Because of thisw, notes Masser, # it presents pr‘oblems of definition
and measurementeeeon (2). Migrants are difficult to enumerate when they do
not cross administrative boundaries of any significance, and often reluctant
to register even when they do so. The only satisfactory methods of calcula-
ting direction and volume of migration streams sre censuses where the mi-
gration question is asked or systems of residence registration (3). Yet, in
few censuses are such questions asked (4); and there are fow systems of
residence registration - let alone accurate ones. Registration in the mind
of the migrant is comnoted with control, Systems of registration thus ene.
courage clandestine migration = as: in Italy between 1926 and 1961 when
there were statutry Testraints-placed on internal migration (5). It is thus

nearly always necessary to calculate measurements of internal migration by

indirect means (6).

1, Indirect measurements of internal mieration

The two most commonly employed techniques of indirectly measuring -

internal migration ares
(a) Place-of-birth method,
(b) Yet migration balance method,

(a) Place-of-birth method

. Ravenstein (7) based his n laws of migrationw on the lifetime movement
of population. The method was later used by Thornthwaite (8) to calculate
the volume and direction of inter-state migration streams in the United

Statea,
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The place-of-birth method consists of comparing place-of-birth statis-
tics with present residence. The disadvantages of this:technique are many.
It records cumulative migrations ever a. period of time (9), without showing
vhen the migrations occumel or the number of moves:made by each migrant, Mi-
gration is certainly not a w once and once only pHenomenonw (10). Two i‘g:rth.
er disadvantages of this method are firstly, the failure to record the
effect that mortality has on migration movements; secondly the under- .
registration of births in some countries (11). While place-of-birth statis-
tics do » give valuable regional detail of the effects of lifetime movew
ments of populationw (12), it needs highly sophisticated methods of anal=

ysis (13) to derive estimates (14) of current as opposed to earlier  life-
timew migrations.

(v) Net migration balence method

The w vital statistics methodw (15) has been much used by statisticians
to meaéure"intemal migration (16). vBriefly the method consists of compar-
ing actual population figures (as given in Census. Reports) with natural .
population increases: (as calculated from Civil Registers). Any differences -
between the w actualw and the » naturalw (or theoretical) can be attributed
to migratory movements, A positive figure shows that an area hé.a experienced
net in-migration. A negative figure indicates net out-migration, « It shouid
be borne in mindw, notes Banjamin, w that we are dealing here with diff- .
erences: between quantities that are themselves: subject to substantial error;
the net balances. themselves: therefore will be subject to even greater mar-
gins: of errorw (17). Moreover, as lawton remarks, figures of net migra= -
tion conceal the cémplex ebb and flow of actual population movemeritsn(le);

A ten per cent sample-survey of emigration and immigration of males from.

and to the Tyneside conurbation during 1960-1961 (19), shows that there

was a substantial movement into the conurbation althouch there was a nét

loss. Net migration balances thus give no indication of the w gross move-
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ments. in opposite directions which the residual net movement representsn(20)
and at best can only give minimum migration volumes: (21). -

Despite these short-comings of the net balance methéd, indirect methods:
of this type must continue to be used to explain historical population movew
ments.

2., Direct measurements of internsl migration

ﬁiréct rmethods of calculating the volume and direction of migration
streéms:a.re obviously to be preferred to indirect ones. Censuses where
meaningful migration questions:are asked are the exception rather than the
rule (22).

The two most commonly employed techniques: of directly measuring inter-
nal migration ares

(a) Sample-survey method,

(b) Residence registration method,

(a) Sample-survey method

Sample-surveys have 6n1y a limited value in migratidn studies, Few sa=
mples can be large enough to allow regional analysis on any but the brbadest '
basis, although the method has been successfully used by Pourcher (23), and
Girard and others (24). A further problem is that answers. must be collected
within as short a time as possible otherwise extermal factors connected with
the time-lag will render the data. invalid (25). Unfortunately postal inguire
ies are not the answer to problems of either space or time (26). In order
to obtain a w randomwm or w quota samplew of any population a c§mp1ete list _
of that population must be obtained. It may be very difficult to find a. suite
able » sample framen (27) especially when dealing with in-migrants (28) or
transient areas. It is even more difficult to obtain a representative na=
tional or regional out-migrant sample (29),

(b) Residence registration method -

o

fReéidence registration statistics have been used by Newton and Jeff- .
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ery (.30), and Rowntree (31) to calculate migration movements: in the United
Kingdom(32). The value of such statistics: is perhaps: somewhat limited in
countries like Italy or Spain where there is a recent history of statutory
restraints: being placed on internal migration (33). Some authorities: (34)
believe that official internal migration statistics as issued by Instituto
Yacional de Estadfstica from 1961 (35) are serious underestimations of
true migration figures.
Despite the shortcomings of Spanish official statistics - one needs

only'to be reminded of Richard Ford’s advices

# +os One safe rule in Spanish official numbers is to

“deduct two noughtssometimes; even threen (36)

- it will be shown presently (37) that m actualw migration statistics -
(post 1960) are, in a special sense (38), a true sample of total migra=-
tion figures;, and accurately reflect the trends noted by Garcfa Barbancho
fusing the net balance method) for the 1900-1950 period (39).

II. INTERNAL MIGRATIONs SPAIN AND THE WESTERN WORLD

There is evidence from many countries that citywa.rd migration is not
an economic phenomenon peculiar. to the nineteenth a.nd twentieth cene-
turies (40). , ,

.. It is clear thé.t at least from medigeval tim’esjrﬁa.n& urba.n lp‘Opula,tions.
only held their omn due to in-migration (41). Even so, towns: were much
more vulnerable to plagues and famines than the country;ide and might lose
between one quarter and one sixth of their pOpulationa:Qifter one visita=
tion (42). Moreover,‘ before the Industrial Revolution a.ud edvances in
medicine and public heglth, urban expectancy of life was low, Farr pos-
tulated that the » xtortality of p0pula.tion in towns Vatiaa as the sixth
root of the population densitiesn (43), and gave an expecta.ncy of life in

mid-nineteenth century England of only 24.2 for Manchester, compared with

® and
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a.national a.verage of 40.2 (44). Such high mortality rates were caused,
in Wrigley’s opinion (45), by urbanization rather than by industrializa-
tion. | ’

Graunt (46), in early researches into the population of london dur:!.ng
the 1603-1644 period, calculated that there were 363,935 burials. but only
330,747 christenings. That the total population showed sn increase over
the period was: (—ant:lrell.:}y due to in-migration. Iondon continued to show an
excess: of deaths over births until the befrinning of the nineteenth cen-
tury (47). Dunant (48) has: shown for thirty great cities in Europe, that
twenty-three owed more than 50% of their growth in the nineteenth century
to in-migration, and that seven without it would have decreased in popula=-
tion (49). According to one source although Madrid (50) had a srﬁall natural
increase between 1858-1862 1t was not ma.inta.ined (see Table I) (51). The
increase in population throughout nearly all of the nineteenth century
was thus nearly all due to in-migration (52).

\ Table I ,
NATURAL INCREASE OF POPULATION IN M.ADRID, BY SELECTED
PERIODS, AND FOR SELECTED YEARS, 1858-1960,

Period/ | Natural increase
year ‘ " (per thousand pop.)
1858-1862 1.3
1363-1370 ' : - =244
1878-1884 =29
1910 . 3.41
1920 o 0,25
1930 ‘ - : 8,10
1940 T.50
1950 : ‘ o 7.83
1960 18,50

SOURCE: Instituto de Estudios de Administracién lLocal, Madrid 1964, Evolu~
cidn Demosrdfica Desarrollo Urbanistico Economia Servicios,
Madrid, 1964, pp. 155 and 526-527,
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Although internal migration is not a recent phenomenon little is known
of the volume of pre-industrial migrations. london in the late seventeenth
to early eighteenth centuries probably received 8,000 new in-migrénts.: @-
ually according to Wrigley (53). Graunt estimated a figure of 6,000 for
the early seventeenth centui'y (54). London probably absorbed the entire
natural increase of the English nation during this period. Gravier has
shown that Paris occupied a similar role for the French nation between
1851‘and 1946 (55). Madrid, although not as an important a national in-
migration centre as: London or Paris, must have received a maximum of
between 5,000 and 6,000 in-migrants annually between 1857 and 1877 (56).

Vhile little is known of the volume of pre-industrial migrations.into
all but major national urban centres, still less.is known of out-nmigration
streams from rural areas: in pre-census days. | }

According to Rostow (57), » economic take-offw for the following western

countries occurred during the undermentioned periodss

United Kingdom (1783-1802),
France (1830-1860), -
Tnited States. (1843-1860), .

Germany (Prussia)  (1850-1875).
In these countries there was a close correlation between urbanization and
industrialization (58)+ Economic n take-offn was very quickly followed (59)

by those nationg? periods of most rapid urban growthi

United Kingdom (1820-1830),
France - (1850-1860),
United States (1840-~1850),

Germany (Prussia) (1870-1880) (60).
In Spain, as in latin America, the urban‘revolufion,ﬁreceded the indus~
trial revolution (61). In such circumstances, urba.n growth was rather slower '

and cityward migratlon rather less startling - as we have seen for Modrid -
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than in some other western countries. Spain had an urban population (62)
of only 27.8%% in 1888 (63), and the maximum period of urban growih was

in fact not reached until the 1901-1910 decade (see Table II).

Table II

URBAN POPULATION GROWTH, SPAIN (1888-1960)

Urban pop- ' Increace
Period ulation at in urban
beginning populetion
of period ¥ over period
1888-1900 27.89 per cent 4.25 per cent
1900-1910 32.14 per cent 6.71 per cent
1910-1320 34.85 per cent 0.85 per cent
1920-1930 39.70 per cent 2.91 per cent
1930-1940 42,61 per cent 5.63 per cent
1340-1950 48,24 per cent - 3,52 per cent
1950-1960 51,76 per cent 4,82 per cent
1960 56.58 per cent —

® Expressed as a percentage ofrthe total p0pulation;
SOURCE: Presidencia del Gobierno, Comisarfa.del Plan de Desarrollo Econdmico

¥y Social, Anexo al II Plan de Desarrollo Econdmico y Social,

At some point between 1821 and 1851 many villages and parishes in Eng-
land and Wales reached their population peaks (64). Since thén they have
been characterized by continuous population decline due to shrinking employ-
ment opportunities in the countryside (65). Rural depopulation in Western
Burope, although later (66), followed a similar pattern. In Spain, however,
rural munieipiOSwgenerally*did not reach their population peaks until at
least the 1901-1910 period (67); and for some - especially in Andalueia (68)

= it was much later (69), for Catalufa often much sooner (70).

The process: of rural depopulation followed a depressingly\similar patt-

ern everywhere. In England and Wales, for example, a steady decline in rural
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population in the first half of the nineteenth century reached flood
proportions in the 1870s and 1880s (71). Ogle, in a sample-survey of farms
of over 100 acres, has. shown that theré was e decline of 17% in the hired
labour force between 1871 and 1881 (72). Eversley (73), end Bowley (74)
estimate & decline of at least 40%% in the agricultural labour force of
Fngland and Wales: between 1861 and 1901, One of the main reasons for this
decline was: the » crude wage ration between esgriculture and industry. This. B
ratio stood at about 50% throughout most of the second half of the nine-
teenth century (75); and according to Bellerby (76), was:a mere 44% during
the 1850-1857 period. Rural depopulation in Spain, a constant factor at
least since accurate census records have been kept (77), did not reach
flood proportions until 1911-1920 (78). An estimated decline of 42.4% in
the egricultural labour force occurred between 1900 and 1960 (79). Crude
wege ratios between agriculture and industry are less relevant in Spain
than in Bngland and Wales (80). The crude wage ratio of only 40.5% in 1955
(and all the empirical evidence suggestss that it was:no better in the
1930s) (81) did rise to 57% in 1964 (82) due to increasing scarcity of labe
our in the countryside forcing up acrioultural weges: (83).

In Western Burope generally there was: a. tendency between 1800 and 1880
for agriculture and industry to expand together (84), competing increase
ingly in the same labour market (85). All the available evidence sugzests
that agriculture was un.able to cdmpéte with industry as: far as wage-rates:
were concerned. Grain production expanded (86) while supplies:of harvest
labour declined (87). After 1870, the introduction of mechsnization (where
possible) (88) became an inevitability in Vest Buropean agriculture because
of recurring harvest crises (89). A similar expension of agriculture and
industry occurred in Spain especially between 1911-1920 (90). Mecanization
of Spanish sgriculture only beceme significent from the late 1950 (91).

Step by step with a reduction in the permanent agricultural labour force
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in Western Burope there had been a decline in cottage crafts: (92). Rural
craftsmen were forced to join the migrant flood, partly because of declin-
ing demand in the countryside due to rural depopulation, partly because of
the rural isolation of the countryside by the mass-produced articles of a
factory age. The migration of rural craftsmen undoubtedly contributed in
no small way towards: the introduction of mechanization in the countryside
since they supplied a fair proportion of the occasional harvest labour(93).
Especially important was the loss of occasional female labour due to the '
very rapid decline of female, rural craft industries, like glove and lace-
making (94). Spenish statistics relating to the sgriculturally-active pop=
ulation are unreliable (95). Nevertheless, there is some evidence that as
the total agricultural popﬁlation declines there is a temporary rise in the
proportion of females employed in agriculture (96). There is some evidence
also that rural depopulation in Spain is more selective of non-agricultural
elements in the labour force (97). Rural-urban migration, as in the western
world generally, was by no means confined, therefore, to the ranks of agri-
cultural-labourers; and small artisans. Previously prosperous minor indus-
trialistg, businesssmen, shopkeepers and the like, suffered in the general
economic decline of the countryside (98). In Spain, there was a time-lag of
close on a hundred years in some locé.liﬁies, ’neverthélesa the twin processes.

of internal migration and rural depopulation followed the European morm in

most respects,

IIT, INTERNAL MIGRATION PATTERNS IN SPAINs HISTORICAL AND MODERN

1. Historical migration patterns in Spain

A recurring theme in world history has: been the constant to and fro
movements of population linked to the political or economie fortuhes of

nagtion-states or great empires,

The hypothesis: proposed here is that over a long period of time there is |
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often a: complete reversal in migration directions for either political or
economic reasons. From the sixteenth to the middle of the twentieth cen-

" turies, the primary direction of trans-oceanic migrations in the world was.
from Europe outwards. In recent years, the centrifugal movements of the
past have been replaced by the powerful centripetal movementis:; of the pres-
ent. In the nineteenth century there was a drift of population in England

" and Wales from south to north; in the mid-twentieth century the drift has.
been reversed. Historical population mevements in Spain were characterized

first by a.drift to the north and the centre, then by a drift to the south

and coast. .

(a) The drift to the north (eishth to tenth centuries)

 fhe first large-scale movement of population in Spain probably came
about with the setting up of Spanish Islam (99). One must assume from the
fregmentary evidence left to us, that the depoimlated. plateaux (100) of ‘feda -
and Burgos were abandoned to seasonal raids (101) as the christianized
Hispano-Roman inhabitents of the Meseta fledhorfhwa,rds before the scimetars
of the advancing Berber-Taria invaders (circa. 711), taking refuge in the -
mountainouss strongholds of Northern Castile, Asturias, Galicia and the
Pyrenees. Presumadbly as a result of strong in-migration these mountain ref-
uges: remained particularly densely populated between the eighth and tenth
centuries (102)., In contrast, a: » vest desert several hundreds of kilometres
wide sepa,rated‘the Christian Kingdoms from Muslim Spainw (103) with the
Douro valley being very sparsely populated throughout the eighth and ninth
centuries (104). The Islamic conquest had been rapidly concluded between

711 and T18 by no more than 25,000 men (105), the Muslims coming n as conq-
uerors not as migrating peoplesn (106). According to Jackson (107), the

n vacuumn which separated Christian and Islamic Spain was to some ‘extent
deliberatoly created, Alfonso I of Asturias: (739-757) withdrawing the urban

populations of Tuy, Astorza.and Ledn to the north of the Cantahrian moun- |
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tains, Be this as it may, population growth in the constantly moving fron-
tier region between Islam and Christianity was:not helped by the almost
continuous: warfare which reged from the eighth to the fifteenth centuries
(108), although both sides: hastened to protect their own frontiers: from
time to time by founding or repopulating toms; (109). Successive Moorish
invasions by the Almoravids (eirca. 1086) and the Almohads; (cirea. 1172),
which must have involved somé movement of Moorish elements northwards(110),
did no more than stem the tide of Christian reconquest which flowed stroné-
1y southwards, at least from 1080 when Toledo fell to the Faith. According
to Vicens: Vives, n the winning of the first great struggle against the
death-raten (111) resulted in the population of Spain almost doubling
between 1130 and 1340. n The pressure of necessity in a poor country with
a.rising populations, notes: Vilar, » made the Reconquista everywhere into
& continuous process: of colonization as well as a Holy Warw (112).

(b) The drift to the south (thirteenth to seventeenth centuries)

| The drift to the south of Moorish snd Christian population alike gath-
ered force with the opening of the flood-gates of Andalucia after the battle
of las Navas de Tolosa.in 1212, Cérdoba: fell to the Christians:in 1236,
Sevilla in 1248, Valencis fell by another hand in 1238 - so that by 1270
only the old Kingdom of Glrana.da was left to the Moors, The largest influx
of Castilian settlers into Andalucfa (113), however, followed the fall of
Granada in 1492 and the expulsion of Muslims of recent immigration by Isabel ..
of Castile (114). Much has been made of the roles.played by the Orders of
Calatrava, A_'l.cé.n'cara'~ and Santiago in the colonization of rural Andalucfa. B -
(115). In the opinion of Vicens. Vives (116), the drift to the south was not
uniform and in fact mainly benefited the towns and citles:of Andalucfa.
According to Jackson (117), captured cities were almost immediately emptied
of their Muslim inha.bitani:s: (pertly as a measure of security) and refilled |

with more trustworthy non-Muélim elements, Moorish refugees: éxpelled from
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the towms helped to swell the ranks:of the discontented in the countryside
who suffered great economic hardship. During the 1260= it became necessary
for both James:; I of Aragén and Alfonso'x of Castile to put down revolts in
Murcia and Andalucia respectively, obliging most of the Muslim agricultural
workers: to emigrate to North Africa or to Granada (118).

Out-migration patterns from the northern mountain-cantons were by no
means. uniform, The core of the Catalan nation had been but sparsely popula-
ted in comparison with its counterparts in northern Castile and leén (119).
This » vacuume in the Pyrenean zone proved to be a. sirong attractive force
for immigration by'Gascon peasants: and shepherds, who by’the end of the
sixteenth century represented 20% of the entire Catalan population (120).

The fifteenth century saw not only the drift of population to the séuth
but also cityward migration, especially in Castile where the first signa:
of rural depopulation were begiming to show (121), The urbaﬁ populétibn
at the beginning of the fifteenth century was, hoﬁever, probably no more
than 10-12% (122). Trends: already apparent in the fifteenth century became
morTe obvious: in the sixteenth. Hamilton estimated an increase of about 15%
in the total population of Castile between 1530 and 1594 (123), with annual
increases; according to Iynch (124), of about 65,000 before 1540 and
40,000 afterwards. By 1550 the value of real wagzes was: approximately 20%
lower than the average for the 1501-1520 period, and there was a further
12% £all by the end of the century (125). It is quite clear that the country..
side could not support such population increases, sgainst this background ‘
of rural poverty (126) and declining demand for lgbour due to the expansion
of the Mesta;(127j. I&nch is of the opinion that a reversal of the demo-
graphic trend in Castile began as early as 1575-1580 (128). Certainly rural
depopulation was quite common by 1600, out-migration streams being inten~

sified due to the sale of common grazing lands (tierras bald{gg) to the -

Church and the Nobility (129). Such was: the flight to the towns that =~



Segovia had acquired a.population of 25,000 by 1591, Toledp about 60,000
by 1600, and even Cuenca. 1,500 (130). The growth of Madrid, the capital

from 1561, doubled in population in twenty years (see Table III), (131),

Table III
THE GROWP®H OF MADRID

Year Population
circa. 1200 2,000 - 3,000
circa. 1300 3,000 - 5,000
circa. 1400 5,000 -10,000
circa. 1500 15,000

1546 30,000
1594 55,000
1625 : 70,000

SOURCE:s A. Bullén Ramirez, w Evolucion y Estado de la Podlacidén de Madridn,
in Madrid 1964..0, Op. Cit', Ppo 143-144. .

Many other Castilian aﬁd Andalucian towns:and cities doubled their popula-
tions in the last sixty years of the sixteenth century (132). Elliott is of
the opinion that w what passed for depopulation in Castile during the second
half of the sixteenth century may often have been a redistribution of pop-
ulation as a result of internal migrationsw (133), Only eleven Castilian
towns out of thirty-one loat population between 1530 and 1594 and nine of -
these were in Northern Castile. The movement of population to the towns,
Elliott concludes, was thus part’of a geneial drift of population south-
wards: (134).

Dominguez Qrtiz. conceives the picture ofmagro-towmse with populations
of many thousands, sepé.rated from each other by fifteen or twenty kilo- ..
metres of despoblado,as: being a characteristic feature of the demography
of Castile in the seventeenth century (135). Depopulation reached such a
point that . whole communities had to i-equésfa lowering of the exorbitant

tax quotas which they had been allocated in the registers of 1591-1594.
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We have evidence that at least 167 communities declared themselves to be
despoblados during the seventeenth century with a view to procuring tax
reductions (136). Despite the tendency for King's ministers (137), chrone
iclers (138), and the inhabitants of despoblados alike to exaggerate there
is a correlation between Dominguez Ortf{z’s despoblados (139) and geograph-
ic factors (see Fig. 1). One hundred and forty eight of the 167 listed §g§: 
poblados fall within Arid Spain - mainly within North and Sbuth Castile,
Extremadura and Andalucfa. The zone of maximum rural depopulation is in
Guadslejara and Toledo provinces in the eastern part of New Castile., Twenty
despoblados ate listed by Dominguez Ortiz in Guadalajara, although according
to the researches of 0Otto Quelle there are at least 90 in the province =
mainly in the more arid area of Tertiary rocks in the‘ﬁeSt'(see Fig.2)(140).
The sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were an era of contrasts iﬁﬁo%‘ef

ways than one. Not only was there the contrast between rural deSgobiados

end urban superpoblados, but also real regional differences in urban growth--
rates; (141) which in part were related to different internal AigratiOn |
rates, Many of the fextile towné of the Meéeta actually lost populatidn. _
Toledo in 1691 had a mere 20,000 inhabitante, Segovia and'Cuéncaa25,000 and i
5,000 respectively at the end of the century (142). Flourishihg fairs;tdwns ?
like Medina del Campo and Valladolid suffered populafioh losses too during t
the second half of the sixteenth century due to the loss of trade with North
Buropean centres (143). Urban retrocession thus spread éouthﬁﬁrds on the‘ |
Meseta (see Table IV) but was counterbalanced, however, by steady growth

in Andalucia. It is suggested that much of the growth in Andalucia was

related to inter-urban migration from the declining urban centres of the f e

central plateau, Sevilla end C4diz became the twin focal points for Caatilian,i
in-migration in virtue of their monopoly of trade with the Indies (144). 7
Sevilla in only sixty years between 1530 end 1590 doubled its populatiqn

from 45,000 to 90,000 (145). The flight to the tbwnsrwas particularly great
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between 1677 and 1687 when Spain was struck by calamity after calamity -
drought, floods, earthquakes, famine and plague. Nowhere was the plight
greater than in rural Andaluci{a in 1683 when no rain fell at all until
November. The cityward migration of peasants in Andalucia reached epidemic

propoetions: in that year (146).

Table IV

THE DECLINE OF MESETAN URBAN CENTRES, 1594-1646

Urban centre Population (heads of families)
1594 1646

Toledo 10,933 5,000
Valladolid 8,112 3,000
Segovia. ‘ 5,548 1,625 =
Salamanca: : 4,953 2,965
Cuenca. 3,095 800
Palencia 3,063 800

Avila 2,826 1,123
Burgos - 2,665 - - 600"

® 1694, | -

SOURCEs J. larraz, Ia Epoca del Mercantilismo en Castilla (1500-1700),
Madrid, 1943. Adapted from J. Vicens Vives, An Economic History
of Spain, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1964, p. 428.

The sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were characterized by violent
and abrupt population movements; both natural and migrational, It is the
purpose of this thesis to study migrational movements, but it must be
emphasized that the greatest movements of all during the period were na=-
tural ones (147). Spain lost 1,500,000 people during the eeventeehth cen=
tury - or approximately 25% of its total population (148). Nearly all this
loss was confined to the Meseta. (149). The provincial population of Avila
fell from 37,756 vecinos: (150) in 1591 to 13,542 ih.1646 and 10,061 in 1716;
Guadalajara province followed a similar pattern with 37,901 vecinos in 1591
and °n1& 16,974 in 1710 (151). Domfnguez Ort{z rightly emphasizes that the’
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vast majority of the souls lost to the Meseta were not » redistributed else-
where, they did not colonize the spaces left empty by the Moriscos in le=-
vante.,.most died of hunger, of illness, or injuries received in the inter-
minable wars...» (152). Changes in Castilian population at a generalizéd
level are summarized in Fig.3.

It has already been shown that during times of hardship, famine and
plague migrational movements of population took place. There was a tendency -
for the rural population of the interior to move not only to the cities
swelling the ranks of adventurers and beggars (153), but also to the coasts.
This tendency was observed during the plagues of 1590-1600 (154). end 1647-
1656 (155). In times: of great economic hardship coastal centres could sup-
plement their food supplies by fishing or imports.of grain (156). The det-
ailed btreakdown of such migration streams is complicated, howevér, by,twb
factors - geographical compartmentalism (157) and « economic cantona.iisx;in
(158). One aspect> of geographical compartmentalism was'particﬁlarly bad
communications; n The greatest abundancen, writes Kolb, w often exis'i:}a;in
one province while in the next, which lies 10, 15 or 20 xnilres distant, the
other side of a mountain range, famine may prevailm (159). an éxa.mple‘\of
economic cantonalism was the distinct reluctance of Castilians- to migrate
to Valencia. - a: foreign country with different customs and language from
their own. |

Regional contrasts in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were also
related to the enforced expulsion of the Moriscos (160). The 1609~1611 per- -
iod especially must be looked upon as the second act of the Reconguista(lGI)
Economic necessity had dictated policy on the Morisces for a cent'ury a.fter “
the first expulsion of dissident Muslims in 1492, n foo few productive
workers r.being:[ prepared to move southwards to work in the fields or in
industryn (162). By 1609, when the Moriscos were found to 'be in collusion

with the Sultan of Turkey, the King of Morocco, and Henry IV of France,
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there was no longer a shortage of labour and since they were no longer
essential to the economy of Granada their expulsion was.decreed on security
grounds (163), Over 250,000 (or 3% of the total Spanish population) were
expelled (164), and their enforced emigration resulted in sharp reéiona.l
contrasts: in i-ural out- and in-migration streams. In the Kingdom of Valencia
the expulsion affected 23-25% of its inhabitants, in Aragén 16-20%, in Cata-
lufta only a little over 1%, and in Castile less; then 1% (165). There was a
large inflow (as; in the days of the Reconquists) of farmers: from Galicia
and Castile into the vacant lands of Valencia, Aragén and to a.lesser extent
Andalucia., The gaps left by the outgoing Moriscos were never, however,
completely or successfully filled (166). The problem of Moorish depopula~-
tion was: particularly serious in Aragéﬁ and levante. Here one in three of
the population had been Moorish in origin. Here the Moorish elements of the
suburban slums, scrub, hill and highland country, with their faster rates
of natural increase (167), had (before the expulsion) been in danger of ene
gulfing Christian urban and rural settlements alike. In 1646 Valencia.was.
8till depopulated (168). In 1638, according to a. contemporary source, 205
of the 453 hamlets;occt;.pied by the Moriscos:up to 1609 were still aban- .
doned (163). These lay mainly in the arid highland, hill and plateaﬁ country,
The resettlement of the remaining 248 hamlets had required the mainly shorte
distance (170) transfer of 13,000 Christian househélds~between 45,000 and
52,000 souls; in all (171). Even the fertile huertas: of J4tiva.and Gandfa
were underpopulated (172). |

Each mgjor period of internal migration, historical and modern, has: been
associated with strong external migration. The thirteenth to the seventeenth’
century period was:no exception. We have already alluded to French immigra~
tion into Catalu®a (173), and the expulsion of the Moriscos from the penin-
sula, Sm.;all but important contingents of Spaniards emigfated to the Americas

in the sixteenth century, to be succeeded by much larger contingents in the
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seventeenth (174), the vast majority coming from Andalucfa and Extremadura
(175). Perhaps between 20,000 and 25,000 Genoese immigrants were atiracted
to the flourishing ports: of Barcelona, Valencia, Sevilla and Cidiz by the
beginning of the seventeenth century, attracted by the flow of treasures

from the Americas,

(¢) The drift to the periphery (eichteenth centuryi :

 Between 1708 and 1808 the population of Spain ‘increased by about
4,000,000, or approximately 50% (176). Population increase during the cen-
tury was: neither uniform in time‘nor~space. It wass afteﬁ 1770 that rates:

of natural increase approached the European norm at last (177), after a
thousand years of viscisitudes: (178) and the last hundred yeai's of contine
uous:misfortune, The geographical distriﬁution okf population increase wé.s
most uneven, Just as: Cataluita.had lost her biological impetus as a result
of plagues in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries: (179), so Castile was
laid low by the plagues, famines and migrations of the sikteenth and seven=
teenth centuries (180). The centripetal tendencies:noted by Rufz Almansa
forﬂthe beginning of the seventeenth century (181), had been comple’telyk’ o
Teversed, Valencia trebled its population in the course 91‘ the eighteeﬁth =
century; Asturias, Galicia, the Basque provinces; ’Cataluﬁa., Andalucia. and -
Murcia all either doubled or just fa.iled to double ti;eir populations. Onlj
Arsgén in the interior did well. Population in E&tremadura; was statibna.ry
and in Castile even declining (182). The peripheral regions of economic
progress: could afford better nutrition (183), Grain prices in Barcelona

Temained more or less constant due to the lévelling effect of imports; those

in Castile fluctuated wildly in response to local market and climatic condi- |

tions (184). According to Vilar (185), wages in Barcelona rose 66 to 100%
between 1774 and the end of the century while in Madrid they Tose only 14
to 30%- Such chimges in economie fortunes:could not but Ba reflected in’ B =

Population movements both natural and migrationary. Madrid capital increased
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from 130,000 in 1723 to 167,000 in 1797; Barcelona from 37,000 in 1714

%o 111,000 in 1787 and 115,000 in 1802 (186). The Kingdom of Castile had -
Over 73% of the total population circa. 1600 (187), but by the beginning
of the eighteenth century the twenty-six provinces: of the interior had
only 60% of the total population (188), aund by the mid-nineteenth century
only about 49% (189). ”

" Farming in Spain carried on under such difficult natural conditionsw,
according to Slicher Van Bath, w is specially sensitive to economic
changesn(190). In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries villages: had
been depopulated by great landowners when cereal prices were low and it
Was more profitable to keep sheep (191). In the eighteenth century the
growth of population had the effect of raising wheat prices.(192), The
demand for arable land and sgricultural labour thus acted to some extent |
88:a brake on migration streams to the periphery. Nevertheless, there were
still QEéEQElEQQé and of the 932 recorded in the census of 1797 at least
800 were in the arid interior of Spain (133).

Little concrete is known of the migratory movements of the eighteenth
centﬁry (194), although there is little doubt that (as: in previous cen-
turies)rthe Spanish population was extremely mobile. The freedom of Span-
lards. to migrate (195) contrasted with the situation in England and Wales.
Where the law of Settlement of 1795 allowed parish authorities to eject
any new ariival n under the pretence that he might become chargeable to
the local poor ratesw (196), The main migratory trends in eighteenth cen-
tury Spain appear to have been as followss

1) A continued drift southwards from the over-populated Cantabrian

and Pyrenecan regions (197). It is significant perhaps that 17 of
the 40 urban centres with more than 10,000 population in 1787 lay
in Andalucfa. (198). The movement was partly a.natural process, part-
1y PQliticallf inspired. Various attempts: were nade to resettle de-

Populated areas of the Sierra Morena using both Gallegos and fo-
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reign immigrants (199).

2) A continued drift citywards which was mainly short-distance and re=-
gional at most (200). As. in previous centuries the towns n were
essentially parasitic growths of an agrarian economyw (201) whose
growth was nurturied by increasing numbers of beggars and vagabonds
(202). There is evidence that the craft guilds of Barcelona took
advantage of cheap short-distance in-migrant labour, while the mi-
grants themselves retaliated by making the most of the free board
and lodging provided until they could perhaps move to better
jobs (203), .

3) Stronger migration streams than in previous: centuries towards the

, periphery. There was, however, also a counterstream from the periph-
ery southwards = mainly of commercial elements from Catalufia,

- artisans end tradesmen from Santander, day labourers from Asturias.

“and CGalicia (204). |

4) A drift southwards of seasonal rural migrants. There has been a

© tredition of seasonal migretion in Spain dating back at least to
the sixteenth century (205). Rufz Almansa refers to the emigracién
golondring from Galicia to the harvests. of Castile, Extremadursa.and
Andalucla during the 1590-1640 period (206). Such seasonal migra-

- tions increased in the eighteenth century due to the population
explosion and the lack of sufficient harveét labourers. in the gr;as.t
wheatlands of the interior. 4 . ‘

~ 5) Internal migration (as in the past) was accompanied by émigration
to the Americas (207), and by continued French and foreign migra-
tion to cosmopolita.n-centres like C4diz, located mainly along the

" periphery (208). | | | '

2. Modern misration patterns in Spain

According to Habakkuk and Postan (209) and the International Bank for
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Reconstruction and Development (210), an absolute fall in the active (and
dependent) agricultﬁral population is a sure indication of economic growth
and structural change taking place within a nation?s affairs (211)., In most
of Western Furope this phase ended in the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury (212), In Spain the number of people employed in agriculture continued
to grow. There wesm: considerable unemployment and underemployment of the
agricultural labour force. Expansion ofz the industrial and service sectors
could not keep up with i'ates of overall population growth. Overseas emigra-
tion lessened the problem, but there was no absolute decline in the number
employed in the agi‘icultura;l sector in Spain until the 1910-1920 period(213).

It is suggested in this thesis that there have been at least three
Internal migration phases in Spain during modern times, and that each of
these phases was: connected vﬁth Si@aificant changes in the agricultural and
industrial landscapes. These phésess can be a.pbro;cimately dated as: followss

(a) First migration phase (1830-1910),

(b) Second migration phase (1910-1939),

(c) Third migration phase (1945 to the present day) (214).
(a) The first migration phase (1830-1910) °

The 1830-1840 period saw the first shy appearance of the Industrial
Revolution in Catalufta and the Basque provinces (215). Important agricul-k
tural chénges also took vpia.c‘e‘with large estatesf beiﬁg bought by rich city ™
people attracted by the high‘ prices for agricultural products due to the
continued rise in population within the peninsula (216). The 18331860
period saw an annual average increase in population of 110,000 ( ’217):.“ The
population explosion first made its mark in Catalufa. Nadal has related the o
decline in child mortality ia the‘rizst‘years:of the nineteath century to
widespread vaccination sgainst smallpox ( 218), Cataluta (the site of the
first victory over normal mortality in Spain) (219) increased its shaie‘,ofl

the total population of Spain from 8.1% in 1797 to 10.5% in 1857 (220).
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Meanvhile the two Castiles, Leén, Extremadura, Navarra and Aragén declined
from 41.6% to 37.4% (221).

In the opinion of Vicens Vives, n» until 1880 - the Spanish peasant had
few prospects of solving his two great problems - work and food IZ by migra-

tion J...n(222), Migration from the centre to the periphery was: to some

extent hindered by two factors. Firstly, by the new roturaciones in many
Villages of the interior which allowed new mouths to be fed - albeit at the
bare subsistence level (223). Secondly, by the higher rates of natural
increase in the periphery (224), which reduced job opportunities for pro-
Spective migrants from the interior. Despite the fact that Vicens Vives and
other authorities consider migration in Spain to be unimportaﬁt before
1880 (225), significant migration there was (226). o The quickening of ao=-
cial change - economic, political, and cultural - began clearly only after
1840, when population pressure began to be felt. It was thenm, notes Giner,
v that internal migrations were spurred by sheer population pressure in the
Tural areas, and not merely by the attraction of the industrial and mining
centrosw (227). |

Habaklkuk has pointed out that the possibilities of subdividing plots or
extending the cultivated zone within a.rigid social framework is not un~
liniteq (228), It is unlikely, therefore, that the rapid growth of the Span-
ish P°Pulatibn in the 1833-1860 period (229) could have taken place unaccom=-
Panied by Significant migration streams - especially after 1850 when the
first o productsw of‘the population explosion began to appear in the labour
market, One quarter of the track of the rail network existing in 1900 was
laid down between 1848 and 1865 (230), thus making migration easier than ever
before, Other great public works like highway construction also attracted
lgrant labour, but the main migrant foci were urban centres, The fifteen
largest cities in Spain (231) grew by 50.9% between 1800 and 1857, and by .
437 between the latter date and 1877 (232). Growth was mainly achieved
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thanks to in-migration, and migration was greater after 1857 than before it.
Madrid, for example, with a natural increase averaging only 1.47 per thous-
and in the 1855-1890 period (233), grew by 62% between 1857 and 1877 (234).
The city of Granada, with no natﬁral increase, grew by 20% over the same
twenty year period (235). In 1871, 28/ of the population of Getafe (near
¥adrid) was: born outside the municipio (236). Eicht per cent of the 1ife-
time migrants to Getafe had arrived between 1830 and 1837 and 87% between

1856 and 1871 (237). According to the 1877 census, 45.4%, 19.5% and 13.7%

of the provincial populations of Madrid, Barcelona and Vizcaya respectively

were born outside the provinces where they were censored (238) = proof
indeed of migration in the pre-1880 period, |
In what, for many cities in Spain was.a pre-industrial phase, urbaniza-

tion encoursged internal migration (239). levasseur’s law - that « the force

of attraction in human groups like that'of.matter is in general proportionali

to the massw (240) - did not, however, operate with precision. On all but a

few occasions‘sinée accurate census records have been kept (241), the most

important provincial " growth-centren for population has been the capital.

Here in the 'vpre-industrialn city (242) many mainly short-distance migrants
could find g useful place in society, providing small personal services(243)
within what Dwyer calls # a shared poverty systemn (244) Madrid, where the

opportunities for this type of service were greatest,was surpassed only by
Barcelong: in absolute population increase between 1857 and 1900. Yet, asa

Percentage of the 1857 population, this was a: mere 92%»compared with Bar-

celona’s: 198%, Seven provincial capitals had growth rales greater than that ;
of Barcelona, and fifteen (including Barcelona) greater than that of Madrid.?

A crude interpretation of Fig.4, ignoring fertility end mortality differen- :

tlals, suggests the importance of the peripheral provinces as in-migration
Centres (245), The drift to the coast, in some instances inspired by indus-

“rlalization, in both the north-west and the south-east was mainly to ports
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of embarkation for the Americas and North Africa respectively. In the inter-
ior, the importance of the service function is mirrored in the growth of
provincial capitals along the main axes of communication (246).

The empirical evidence suggests that urbanization was: encoursged (or
disencouraged) by such factors as adequate transport facilities and water-
supplies - thé introduction of improved urban services varying considerably
on the human time-scale. Igualada (in the Catalan Interior Depression) de-
clined from 14,000 in 1857 to 10,000 in 1900 due to the lack of adequate
rail connections (247). Calatayud gained population at the expense of Darocs
after 1826 due to improved road and (iater) rail communications (248).-
Meding. del Campo grew from the 1860s: when 1t became an important rail centre
(249); Venta de Bafos remained more or less: static until the upgrading of
the railway station in 1922 (250). Water-supply was the limiting factor in ..
the growth of Albacete until 1905 (251), and for Leén until 1950 (252): The
rapid growth of population in Madrid during the lé60~1877 period waé ﬁartly
consequent on the capital becoming a national rail ceﬁtre, and partly duei'k
to improved urban water-supply following the construction of the Canal de,i‘
Isabel IT (1851-1858) (253). At least sixteen provincial cé,pitals expanded
during the 1857-1887 period partly due to the incorporation of adjoining
rural and semi-urban areas (254). Urbanization offen~implied*the pulling
down of ancient city walls - Barcelona (1854) (255),’Madrid (1868) (256),
Cartagena (in the 18908) (257) - and urban redevelopment schemes (258) :
1857 was not fully implemented until 1891 (259), but the plamned ensanche .
(260) began to materialize from the early 18605:(261). In other instences -
ﬁ&jdf exhibitions resulted in a construction boom aﬁd rapid rates‘of’in-‘
migration for a: few years - for example the great exhibltions of Barcelona
(1888), Zaragoza (1908) and Sevilla. (1924) (262).

Out-migration from the rural areas was associated with strono " pushn q~;?:
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factors (263). These are often highly localized in nature, but include neg-
ative n push?v factors of more general application at Pegional level., For
example, the ravages of the Carlist Wars which affected the north-east in

the 1857-1877 period, the hambre Andaluz of 1882 which affected the southe

east, cholera in 1885 which cast the shadow of death over Téruel and Soria
provinces, and phylloxeras which was widespread in Spain between 1878 and

1903 (264). » Pullw factors undoubtedly played their part, and it is temp-
ting to read into Fig.5 the u pullw of the expanding industrial regions of
Barcelona and Bilbao, of Madrid the capital, and the attraction of overseas
magnets acting on Galicia. and Eastern Andalucfa. Such a simple interpreta-
tion, ignoring the n pushw factors mentioned above, would imply sho:t-dis--qw‘.g
tance migration. When dealing with the phenomenon of in-migration into the
city of Barcelona - which grew rapidly from 1836 (265) as a result of indus-
triglization - it is customary to note that the firstlimmigrants cane from
the rural areas: of Cataluda (266), and to assume (following Nadal) that up

to 1880 in-migration was: mainly from the Catalan provinces of Huesca, Iérida
and Gerona (267). In actual fact, from at least 1850 (268) many migrants had
come from furthér afield - from Valencia and Arsgén. 30165 shows that the |
1860 population of the city included 12,5% life-time migrants from the rest
of Catalufia as: well as, significantly, 25.4% from the rest of Spain (269).

In similar fashion, Madrid attracted both short and long-distance migrani:S.

A study of the residents of Calle de Alcald in 1890 revealed that only 32,8%
of those living in the famous Madrileflan street were born in the city, while
a. further 4.4% came from the rest of the province (270). Guadalajara, Toledo,
Cuenca. and Ciudad Real provinces:collectively suppiied.iO%; Galicia, Astu- |
rias, Santander and the three Basque provinces 20.5% altogether (271); the
eight Andalucian pfovincesa. mere 5.2%. Gotafe (being a much smaller settle-
ment than Madrid in 1871 and largely Tural in character) (272) mainly attrace
ted short-distance migrants from the provinces of Ma.drid, Cuenca, Gﬁadalajara;,

Segovia and Valladolid (273). leganés (another dormitory settlement for the
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capital) (274) had 14.6% of its population in 1855 born outside the village;
mainly éttracfing ghort-distance migration from the rest of the province and
Toledo, but including important male minority elements from Iugo and Oviedo
provinces (275). |

In summary, the overall pattern of migration which emerges: during the
first migration phase (1830-1910) is of a general quickening of the migra-
tion process.after 1857, partly aided by increasing urbanization and indus-
trialization, partly by improved methods of commumnication. Rapid demographic
developments after 18}3 combined with strong w pushs factors in the couniry-
side after 1878 (276) to expel surplus rural population, economic and polit-
ical changes. taking flace in an atmosphere of great social tension which
affected rural areas and toms alike (277). The empirical evidence seems to
support the hypothesis: that after 1370 the cities could only absorb a part
of the potential influx (278). The Spanish contribution to European .
transoceanic migrations fose‘significantly in the second half of the nine-
teenth century from 0,1% in the 1846-1850 period to 13.4% between 1896 and
1900 (279). According to Rufz Almansa (280),.724,000 left rural municipios
between 1901 and 1910, but only 311,000 were absorbed by provineial cap=
itals; the rest emigrated to America. (281). Out-migration patterns are
obscured by the lack of direct statistical evidence and the concealing effect
of high rural birth-rates. Depopulation of provinces: (282) or a fall in the
Tural density of provincial.populations (283) give only extrene examples of
out-migration, In-migration patterns, althouzh mainly short-distance in
character to provincial capitals, include long-distance movements mainly to
Barcelona. and Madrid from the traditional areas: of Catalan and Castilian
Tegional influence (284).

(b) Te second migzration phase (1910-1939)

-There were little signs of modern economic development in Spain at the

Wurn of the twentieth century (285). The f£ifty provincial capitals increased
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their percentage of the total Spanish population by only 0.60¢% between

1901 and 1910 compared with an increase of 1.,69% in the 1911-1320 period -
(286). Industrial expansion was rapid during the second decade of the twen=- .
tieth century, and a considerable expansion in electricity production took
place between 1915 and 1922 (287). The changes in economic structure which
took place in Spain mainly as a Tesult of the First World War, not only
resulted in an industrial boom but also in an sgricultural crisis (288).
There was a. significant increéée in the percentage of the agricultural ac-
tive population expelled from the co@tryside during the 1911-1920 period
(289), btut after 1914 it became increasingly difficult to emigrate to the
Americas (290). Those expelled from the countryside found their way in
increasing numbers to the towns, where - beca.usé of the inability of indus-
trialization to keep pace with the rate of rural-to-urban migration - too
many were still forced to seek employment in the service sector (291)s In
keeping with the economic changes taking place, the second decade of the
century saw also a dramatic increase in extra-provincial migration (292).[
If different authorities are consulted (293), up to sixteen provinces were
affected by depopulation in the decade (see-Fig.6), compared with only two
between 1901 and 1910, The development of mining activities: in Oviedo and
leén (294) as a result of the First World War drew rural population from -
the proviﬁces of Palencia, Salémanca., Valladolid, Zamora and Iugo, accord-
ing to Meldn Rufz de Gordejuela (295). Zaragoza, according to the same
source,v acted as: a magnet for i.n-niigx"ation from Huesca and Soria; Madrid
depopulated Guadalajara, Segovia and Cdceres; while Bilbo.o drew on surplus E
I‘ura.l’ population from flava and Burgos. Almerfans mainly emigrated overseas
to Oran, while natives of Teruél end Castellén went chlefly to Valenciae
Barcelona was the only important in-migfant centre to depopulate its owm .

rural areas: in a massive wa¥.

The evidence suggested by Fig.6 is that this first greal modern example
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of internal migration on a massive scale (296) 3.n Spain affected the more .
advanced parts of the country. Spain, it could be srgued, was doing no .
more than following the European pattern (237). Massive emigration over- .
seas: from Barope first began in the United Kingdom (298), the first country
to experience the economic, social and demographic changes ushered in by
the Industrial Revolution. Mass emigration from Italy first affected the
more advanced northern part of the country and ohly later spread to, the
south (299). The north central provinces:of 0ld Castile, Leén and the upper
Ebro basin - as of yore - have been the w demographic heart of Spain«(300)
supplying w the congested industrial districts: of the peripheral zones (301)
with migrant labour. While there is no reason to challenge Houston’s: arg- |
uments (302), Meldn Rufz de Gordejuela’s: interpretation of migration patt-
erns besed on the evidence of rural depopulation needs major modifica- . ’
tions: (303). According to evidence supplied by Garcfa Barbancho (304),
thirty-eight provinces showed & net migration loss in the 1911-1920‘period
- including Leén and Valentia. All the available evidence suggests that
Andalucia laq-beyond the pale, a world apart (305)., There was some over= '
seas emigration from Almerfa and M{laga; some shoft-distance movements to -
Sevilla and Cad{z provinces and the main mining zones of the Sierrs Morena;’
some movements also from eastern to western Andalucia; but before 1930 5
there was no mess: migration to other parts of Spain (306).

The picture presented by Garcla Barbancho is of a. slight ‘slowing dowa

of the out-migration process: with partidos judiciales: (307) showing a net

loss due to migration of 878,000 between 1911 and 1920‘, compared with =
949,000 in the previous decade (}08)7. As:Rufz Almansa has noted (309),ciose‘
on 60% of those expelled from the countryside ,betv}een’ 1901 and 19410, emlgra=
ted overseas., What is more significant,,,therefor’/e, ;le the uevidence's‘upplived :
by inemigration. There was & dramatic increase in pé,rfidos judicig}es ghow=
ing a nef increase of population due to migration from 371,000 (1901?1910) |
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to 828,000 (1911-1920) (310) - an increase of 44,7% in in-migration. Provin-
cial capitals, the chief centres for in-migration, increased their percen=-
tage share of the total from 69.3% (1901-1910) to T5.9% (1911-1920) (311).

The evidence from Barcelona suggests that internal migration in the
1911-1920 period was: still mainly short-distance or regional®character. The
number of life-time migrants from the rest of Cataluia.increased during the
decade from 11,9 %o 20.5% of the total population of the city (312),
although this was achleved partly through snnexation (313). ‘According to
Gercfa Barbancho (314), only 17% of the net in-migration into the North-
Eastern region (315) for the whole of the 1901-1930 period was inira-re-
glonal, Bolds has noted that non-Catalan migration into the city was mainly
from Valencia, Murcia, Aragén and Castelldn, the rest of Spain accounting
for less than 1% of Barcelona’s snnual increase during the 1901-1940 period
(316). In-migration into the Cantabrian and levantine industrial regions
was.almost entirely regional in character between 1901 and 1930 (31T).
Madrid, however, only drew 10% of its in-migrants during the same period
from its province (318). Despite some evidence that Madrid lost ground rel-
atively in the 1911-1920 period es an in-migration centre due to the expan~
sion of industrial centres in other parts of Spain (319), its function as
capital made in-migration more national in character. No less: than 46.7%
of life-time migrants to the city in 1920 came froﬁ: outside the traditional
in-migration regions of 0ld and New Castile and Extremadura (320). Western
Andalucfa, in contrast, obtained 68% of its in-migrants between 1901 and
1930 from within the region (321), and most of the rest from Fastern Anda-
lucia, o “

Trends begun in earlier decades became more evident between 1921 and
1930, The sgricultural active population feli,by 7.72% compared with 2’.14%’
in the previous decade (322), although rural depopulation was less wide-
spread (323), Net out-migration losses increased to 1,169,000 (324) of

® in
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which 1,079,000 was absorbed within Spanish frontiers (325) - 809,000 of
net in-migration being to provincial capitals (326). New trends became
apparent also, especially a polarization of in-migi‘ation patterns. Madrid
and Barcelona showed increases of 7.0 and 6.7 between 1921 and 1930 in the
percentage of persons born outside the respective provinces where censored,
compared with a national average increase of only 2.0% (327) Ten selected

partidos judiciales increased their intake of all in-migrants from 35%

(1901-1910) to 58% (1921-1930) (328). Polarization was partly related to
improved commnications - especiall& the provision of village bus gervices:
(329) - and partly due to the decline of mining centres as in-migrant

foci (330). The non-Catalan population of Barcelona city leapt from 29.6%
in 1920 to 24,3% in 1930 (331). Between 1920 and 1930 there was an increase
of 47.6% in the migrants arriving in the city from levante, but 67% from
Galicia, 71% from New Castile, 72.5% from Aragén, and a massive 115%
increase of migrants from Andalucfa.(332). Madrid increased its share of .
in-migrants from 26.1% of the national total in 1920 to 28.7% in 1930 (333),
although in this instance in-migration became a less important factor in
the growth of the city than in previous decades (334).

The third migration phase is separated from the second by the sharp
economic and political divide of the Civil Var (1936-1939). As in the
United States during the depression of the 19305 there waé a return move-
ment to the land (335). This has been substantiated for Catalulia by Llobet
(336), but it can be detected throughout Spain by a careful comparisom of
the 1930 and 1940 census figures (337). This return movement to the land
Wag most strong in the main in-migranf areas, The percentage of » native-
bornw residents within the cities of Madrid and Barcelona incregsed for
the first time this century between 1931 and 1940 - with huge mcréases
of 12.65% and 7.91% respectively (338). There is, however, conflicting

evidence of much short-distance in-migration to urban areas (339) and to
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provincial capitals especially (340) « n the fleeing of population from
the countrysidew motivated, according to Gavira (341), by the effects of
the Civil War.

The seeds of the third migration phase, however, had already been
planted before the Civil War. The first migi'ant from Castellar de Santis-
teban in the province of Jaén had settled in the Barrio de Jesis:y Maria
(Barcelona) (342); the first native of Martos, also in Jadn, had arrived
in Pozo del T:[o\liaimundo (Madrid) (343). In the immediate post-war era. the
first w aspiringn young migrant (344) had left the villagess of rural Spain
during the rigorouo femine years of 1940-1945 (345), unablefperhaps to sink
back into the roral morass: after having seen tﬁe oﬁtside wopld ‘Ehrough the
medium of militery service (346). |

(¢) The third misration phase (1945 to the prnsent da.v)

The 1941-1950 period saw a fall of 6. 1% in the agricultural population
(347) althouoh rural depopulation only a.ffected three provinces. (348) In- :
mié’:!'a.tion was: greater tha.n during the 1921-1930 period (349), yet a emaller |
nunber of migra.nts fou.nd their way to provincial capitals (550) The trend |
a.lrea.dy apparent from the 1921-1930 decade (351) to migrate longer_ d:i.sta,ncea:
became more 'E.pparent e,ffer 1940f (352), especially in the southern half of | !
- Spain. Cabo Alonso has shovm that between 1945 and 1955 twenty-three Span-
ish PrOVinces had net migration losses with respect to their u.rban popula=-

tion (353). These provinces form a huge almost windowless block cove:ping .
 the southém two-th‘iz"dswof‘the country (see 7Fig.7).Sigr'xificé.ntlyva’é a trend-f '
setter for tho next decade, thirty-four‘provinciai capitals showed a deoline .
in net in-migration conpared with the 1931-1940 period (see F1g.7) (354), |
althf’u&h only two showed an actual loss of population as a result of out-
Inigra,tion (355) Despite the appa.rent decline oi‘ provincial capita.ls as
centres for in-migra.tion they increased their percentage share of the total

Population by 3,08% compared with 2, 82% in the previous deca.de (356)
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The empirical evidence suggests a further polarization of in-migration
sireams, although paradoxically industry in the main Catalan and Basque
migration :zones: spread outwards along lines of n least transport effortw
(357) in a semi-circle 50=-70 miles from the main in-migrant centres. due to
what Myrdal calls w circular and cumulative causationw (358). Cities like
Madrid and Barcelona had already reached saturation point (359) but were
able to absorb further in-migrant hordes through the amexation after 1943
of low-density eemi-urban contiguous zones (360). Despite the increase of
long-distance extra-provincial migration during‘thé 1940s the dual cha= -
Tacter of Spanish migration remains. Iglésies:has shown that in Catalufia
between 1860 and 1950 short-distance Catalan migration from the litoral
and pre-litoral zones increased from 59.03% to 76.85%, while the influx
from the Catalan Pyrenean and pre-Pyrenean zones. declined from 10,64% to
4.85% (361), In a similar fashion Madrid depopulated most of the rural :.
hinterland of its province (362). The deserted caserfos in the vicinity
of Eibar were all part of the same process: (363).

The third migration phase began in earnest in 1945 after the relatively
slack years of 1935-1944 (364). Available evidence suggests: that as a first
migration wave subsided another migrant wave hit the main in-migrant cen=-
tres in 1947 or 1948 (365). The procedure was repeated with a still strong-
eI wave - varying in its time of arrival from 1953 to 1957 according to
local in-migrent centre conditions (366) - building up its force until it
crashed against the rocks of stabiliza.tion in 1959 (367). Periodic in-
nmigration is matched by periodic out-migration waves. inhthe countryside
(368). By the use of indirect methods Garcfa Barbancho has been able to
Show how both in- and out-migration streams increased in intensity between
1951 and 1955 when compared with the 1946-1950 period (369), giving |

1,583,000 net in-nigrants for the 19508 compared with 1,138,000 for the
Previous decade (370).
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Intensification was the main characteristic of the 1950s. Between
1951 and 1960 the agricultural population fell by 9.16% (371). Intensifica-
tion of net in-migration was matched by an intensificatién of net out-nigra-
tion with 2,295,000 net out-migrants: leaving the countryside compared with
1,054,000 in the 1940s (372). Rural depopulation became much more intense
affecting eighteen provinceé (covering 44.2% of the national area) which
showed a population loss of 24.9% (373). It is not uncommon from 1950 (374)
for municipios and whole provinces: to lose 1% of their 1950 populations
aunually, (see Figs.S and 9) and then, hempphilia having set in, to contin-
ue to lose 1% of their 1960 populations annually.

Intensification of extra-provincial, long~distance migration streams
is indicated by the fact that thirty-nine or forty provincial capitals
exhibited reduced net in-migration gains (375), sixteen according to Garcfa
Barbancho showing net migration losses for the decade (see Fig.10) (376).
Internal migration becomes truly national in character as is substantiated
by many case-studies (377). Distance is no object. Sabiftdnigo in the
Aragonese Pyrences atfracied'migrants from distant provinces like C4rdoba
and Jaén (378). Valladolid (only 192 kilometres: from Madrid) sent the great-
er proporfion‘of its extra—brovincial migrdnts during the 1945-1956 period
to the industrial régions of Asturias and the Basque provinces (379).Houston
has. shown that in 1950 the least mobile populations were found in Galicia,
New Castile, Extremadura and Andalucfa (380). Treditional provinces. for
life-time in-migration up to 1950 are shown in'Fig.ll (381). Tﬁe greater‘
mobility of ;Vp‘opula’.tion in out-migration regions like 0ld Castile and .Ara.géﬁ
is reflecféd in two » migration axesws linking up the main in-migrant zonés.
Thev lé,ék df sim'i.vl‘a.r in’ intervening opportunitiesw on a provincial scale in
other out-migration zones may be a factor explaining the lower mobility of
Population in Galicia, New Castile (excluding Madrid), Extremadura and An= -

dalucie (382). Post 1945 it was these less mobile mié-rant elements which
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Were wileashed on in-migration centres large and small. In 1940, for exam-
Ple, there were only two Gallegos resident in Eibar, but between 1947 and
1957 an estimated 3,000 more arrived (383). The Andalucfan element in the
Population of Madrid rose from 10,06% in 1920 to 17.07% in 1960, while the
Extrementan contingent escalated from 2.62% t0:7.60% (:384). Over the same
Period, the Andalucfan percentage of the population of Barcelona rose from
2:82% to 7,01% (385), the Galician-Asturian from 0.85% to 2.15%, and the
Extremettan from 0.2%% to 0.53% (386). In short, intensification of both in-
82d out-migration streams resulted in internal migration becoming every-
¥here more hational in character, The mechanics of chain migration are -
seen in Operation, the pied pipers who had gone before attracting count-
less others in their wake. During this period in Spain there is very rap-
i industrigl and urban devélopment, and as a result the rural landscape
1s deP°Pulated on g scale never before seen in modern times., Massive mi-
Sration is noyw nation-wide, with Andalucfa the main launching platform for
Tural migrents. Differentisl erosion is at work, however; irrigated and
BOn-irrigated greas are depopﬁlated but not on the same scale. (387). The
®xlstence of civil engineering works as at Aldeaddvila (388), or some other
local circumstance (389),‘1eads to infinite variations in the pattern.
According to Ros Jimeno (390), about one third of all internal migra-
Hon in Spatn 14 intra-provincial. Diéz Nicolds has shown that an inten-
®1fication of ghort-distance movements in both directions into provincial
“@1tals(the direction of movement being broadly related to the size of
®apital) also took place between 1951 and 1960 (391). ,
80 intensification in the process: of polarization also occurred. Madrid
"1eh had received 28,7 of all in-migrants in Spain between 1921 snd 1930
increa.sed its percentage share in the 1950s to 39.4% (392). Of all the’ mi-
&rants vy poved to Bilbgo in the last one hundred years 41% erzived .. |
between 1951 gnd 1960 (393). During the 1951-1960 period Barcelona pr?mce
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received 43% of national net in-migrants, the province of Madrid 39%, the
Ba.équeprox’rinces 14;5, and all the rema,i.n:l.ng .;')rovinces\ of Spain a mere4%
(394). Pola.rizafion had resulted in 4% of netional territory absorbing 96
of all internal (extra-provincial) migra.’aion \.(395) Six thousand seven hun-
dred and thirty two of Spain’s 9,200 municiplos (or T3. %5 of the total) ’
lost pOpulatJ.on between 1951 and 1960. The rectangle in Fib. 12 is drawm
to seale to represent the 44. 274 of national territory depopule.ted during
the decade (396»). One hundred and sixty-seven urban centres showed net
migration gains for the decade (see Fig.13) (397). Six zones of population
increase ave indicated - Cataluta, the Basque provinces, Asturias, Levaato,
the Guadalquivir’ve.iley, and the Me.drid oa.sisQ Migration is giving a greater
logic to the demographio ma.p of Spain destroying the artificial uniformity
of population patterns which characterlzed the beginning of the century
(398). Polarization in all three sectors of the econouy 1is producing an
in‘mibr&tion pattem ort concea.led in the anonymity oi‘ extra-provincial "
net-migration balences. v The rivers and their most important tributa.ries,v
the coasts and the litoral zones m, - according to Ugarte, wappear to con-
stitute in Spain a series of development axes along which are being
situated the centres and zones of attraction (399). ’_
Internal migmtion du.ring the ‘second phase (1910-1939) was accompanied
by massive overseas emigration (400). Habakiuk, writing of ninetecnth-
centu.x;y Europe, has noted that the  single-heir system tended to retard
Population growth and L the systen of equal T division to promote 1tn(401).
Moreover, equal sub-division of land tended to promote long-diste.ncemi-‘- :
grations for seasons or short periods, such mi.,grations bei.ng nnot an
escape from the pea.sa.nt fanily but a condition of its survivalw (402). Ma.as..
ive OVerseas enigration from Spain during this phase was, therefore, mamly
& Galician enterprise, for it was only in this part of the peninsula that
Habakkuksg hat really fitted. There is much evidence that after the Civil

and Second World Wars economic dislocation did much ‘to divert external



Fig12 The Extent of Dep0pulatzion,“

ataMunicipal scale

Oata provincial scale Y




“ A
’ .%' ° . o @ ’.""
[ ] L] oo e,
..... -‘-‘
- @ . 0 o p 0 100,
. o 0 - E——
. . e ® . ., .
o o o Loy’
......... . ’
L RIS 4 P . " [ . 14
@ o
@
(:
2 o
r ..
3 ®
¢ .
H
rf
1
Y
7 o ®
[ ]
4 .
R 4 .
A .
.
H
i~ o
U
' .?3
. [y o
[ ]

Fig13 Urban

Centres of Net In-Migration 195+60

e Capitals  «Other centres |




- 80 =

migration flows (as at the end of the Firs? world War) towards. Spanish
towns and eities. There is further evidence that from 1949 transoceanic -
emigration was. beginning to escalate once more within the limits imposed
upon it by fixed quota systems within the immigrant countries. Snall-scale
emigration to Burope became a flood after stabilization in 1959-1960 (403).
Internal migration during the third migration phase is thus accompenied by
massive intra-European emigration after 1961 (404)+ Each major period of
internal migration, historical and modern, had thus been assoclated with
strong external migration. The patiern repeated again gnd sgain in modern
times is of an economy expanding, but nof developing sufficiently quickly
to mop up all the surplus agricultutal population.

Conclusion T

It is possible to recognize three stoges in the evolution of the Soan-
1sh electricity system up to 1959 (405). It is susgested in this thesis
that, if the complicating factor of international mlgrations is ignored,
there is a correlation between technology, the diffusion of information
and the internmal migration of peoples. We have seen that in modern times
there have been three internal migration waves. With the use of relevant
maps and statistica it can be shown that each of those waves was cha=-
racterized by local, regional and nationel migrations respectively (see
Figs.14-16).

The first oigration phase was accompanied by urbanizatioh, Indug=
trialization became a further characteristic of the second phase, polariza~ :
tion of the third (406). If one compares the distribution of partidos fudi~ ;
clales with net 1n-mi'rro.’cion galns 1901-1930 and 1931-1960, polarization in |
the second period becomes inmediately apparent (see Fig.17) (407) Fig.18
reveals the outward spread of the main in-migrant zones and the decline in |
the economic fortunes of the Andalucfan-Manchezan axisw (408).

The author has shown through an analysis of net-nigration indices por
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thousand population for both the 1901-1930 and 1931-1960 periods (409),
that the out-migration pattern has evolved through two stages. In the 1901~
1930 period massive out-migration was concentrated in a continuous northern
block of eleven provinces: each with net migration losses of over 200 per
thousand population (see Fig.19) (410). During the 1931-1950 period massive
out-migration spread southwards like a contagious plague. The block now
consists of seventeen contiguous provinces:with at least four adjoining
ones sickening (see Figs20) (411). The w Andalucfan-Manchegant corridor is
converted into the main mig;rratioﬁ axis in Spain. As one movés southwards or
eastwards so do migration indices; increase. No n intervening opportunitiess
o provincial scale other than Madrid have the effect of diverting Extre~
welan, New Castilian andvAndalv’.cfan migrants from attractive destinations
in Catalufa: and the Basque provinces. Table V is visible proof of long-

distance migration having increased in Spain.

Table V

- INCREASES IN NET OUT-MIGRATION INDICES FOR SELECTED PROVINCLIS, 1931-1960

Soria (~68.4) =
.....:o...........Eastwards...:............-)

Guaéalajara.(-77.7)...... Te%uél (-84.4)
TOI;AO (—97.7)....;.---.0 Cu%nca (‘191'7)

Ciu&ad Real (L197.1)..... Albacete (~267.3)

solo QHP D HIOD ¢ v e

v v '
;Mrdoh& (-239.1)....-.-.. J&én (-26709)

<0-

% Indices are given per thousand population in each case. >
SOURCE: A. Garcfa: Barbancho, las Micraciones Interiores Espaffolas. Estudio
Cuantitativo desde 1900, Estudios del Instituto de Desarrollo Eco-

~ némico, Madrid, 1967, Table A.T. :

Excellent studies of internal migration in Spain have been made (412),
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but the use of indirect statistical methods of necessity produces a decade
by decade approach and a fragmented picture. If the 1901~-1960 period is
viewed as a whole, however, and Webb's: (413) approa.ch adopted five migra-
tion zones become apparents

Zone I Permanent losses.

Zone II  Gains converted to losses.

Zone III Permanent gains.»‘

Zono w losses converted to gains.

Zone V¥ i?luotuating. | ,
Zone I subdivides into two compact blocks on either side of\ the Andalu-
clan-Manchegan migration axisw - twenty-three to the north and five to the
‘south-east (see Fig..?l) Zone II consists of three provinces - Cdrdoba, o
Ciudad Real and Albacete - form a compact block, which is the missing pieoe |
in the Jig—saw puzzle; the " Andalucian-Manchegan migration exisw WhiCh
unites. the two blocks of permanent loss. Zone III includes traditional na-
tional « growth-polen provinces like Barcelona, Madrid and Vizcw&o Zone IV .
consists of recent industria.l and tourist boom provinces like Llava and
Alicante, Zone V consist ofnina provinces arranged in four geog;‘aphical :
€roups which in the paét haire enjoyed fickle oconomio prospeﬁty. Thot this ‘«
‘five-foldoub-division of Spain during the 1901-1960 period is valid, will
be justified in Part Three by evidence extracted from the 1961-1970 data.(4l4‘).

X that
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PART THREE

THTERNAL MIGRATION PATTERNS IN SPAIN POST 1960

I. THE STATISTICAL DIVIDE

The *sixties was.a period of economic 1iberalization and of social
and political adjustment within Spain (1). One aspect of these changes: has
been the keeping af internal migration statistics by the Instituto Nacional
de_Estad{stica since 1961 (2). From this date 1% should be possible to
speak with greater convictioﬁ about Spanish migration patterns. Unf.‘ortf,
wnately, comparison of internal migration statistics: for the last two dec-
ades is far from easy, since all available evidence on & national scale for
the 1951-1960 period is concerned with migration balances while from 1961
n directly-recorded dataw (3) becomes. available. The switch from the indirect
to the direct measurement of internal migration makes: it difficult to eva-
luate the effect of economic, social and political changes upon migration
patterns,

One of the main disadvantages of the net balance method ig its in-
accuracy (4). In Spain, it would appear that inaccuracles: creep in not only
because of the crude tools employed but also because of the varylng skills
of the craftsmen who use tbem, There 18, for example, & 4.64% difference
betwoen national net out-migration figures (5) for 1961-1965 given by two.
much respected authorities (6)e Despite the fact that directly—recorded
data. for the 1962-1965 period from two distinct sources reveal a. difference
of only 0.58% in gross internal migration totals (7), 4% would be wrong at
this stage to assume that this implies greater accuracy in estimating the
true volums of internal migration. .

Statistics exist for the 1961-1965 period which make it possible to
compare both methods (in so far as they can be compared)s I Garcia Barban=
cho?s: figures (8) for national net in- and out-migration are compared with

o -t . - -

gross statistics issued by the Tnstituto_Nacional de Egygqggyggq.(9). then
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» nizration efficienciesr (10) of 96.37%:mnd 73:55% respectively are
revealed (11), The difference of 26.45% between net and gross in-migration
figures: is partly related to a major exaggeration of urban rates of natural
increase. Bradshaw has: noted that this type of error  has been due to the
practice of registering births in the municipio where the birth occurs. In
the last thirty yearsw, he expiains, w many women have moved into the
larger towns and cities. to have their children in government-sponsored
maternity clinicsw (12), logically, the other side of the coin is the under~
estimation of rural rates of natural increase and a corresponding exaggera=
tion of out-migration rates (13). In aﬁy event, conclusions based on use
of 1965 Civil Register population figures are unreliable, since those
statistics themselves are unreliable (14). Comparison of national net and
8ross. in- and out-migration statistics for the 1961-1970 period (15) reveal
migration efficiency indices. of 58.77% and 69.00% respectively (16). Taking
the mean of 1961-1965 and 1961-1970 internal migration efficiency indices
(17), it is probably safe to say that in the recent past net internal mi-
gration has:near enough matched gross internal migration. It is perhaps
rather disconcerting that this: should be so in view of the fact that the .
net balance method reveals only minimum migration movements (18). .

There is some evidence that both the net balance and directly-recorded'
data methods under-estimate internal migration volumes, Garcfa Barbancho’s

net balance method is based upon the partido judicisl as: its statistical

wnit, While this results in greater accuracy than with calculations made
at provinecial (19) and regional level (see Table VI) it is still very
inaccurate, It can be mathematically (20) shown that the percentage error
which results from using the partido judicial instead of the municipio As
the areal unit of calculation is in the region of 51.56%(21). Were this
correct it would result in 3,580,291 net out-migrants: and 2,732,521 net
in-nigrants for the 1961-1965 period (22),



Table VI

NET IN-MIGRANTS AND OUT-MIGRANTS BY REGION,
N PROVINCE AND PARTIDO JUDICIAL,’1951-1965

Scale of calculation

Yational total

Parfidq judiciai Province Region
Net out-migrants 1,845,998 1,537,882 1,413,123
Net in-migrents 1,408,888 1,100,772 976,013

SOURGE: A. Carcfa Barbancho, las Migreciones Interiorss Espefiolas en 1961=
1965, Estudios del Instituto de Desarrollo EconGmivo, Uadrid, }9’(0,

Tebles A.T and A.8, ppe T2=T3.

It is more difficult to use directly-recorded data: to n guestimaten
the under-estimation of gross internal migration although one method
susgests: itself. Every five years, each person in Spain is asked to record
his present residence for Census or Civil Register rectification puréoses.
Tt can be shown that in the case of the city of Madrid, for example, &
considerable number of in-migrants from other municipios (who hed not preve
fously registered their arrival) record themselves as residents of the cap=
ital. This results in an artificial fall in recorded in-migration in every
year beginning with a one or a sixs Comparison of artificial in-migration
statistics for these years with the previous yeaT, OT the everage of the
four previous years, should give‘us, therefore, & measuTe of clandestine
in-migration, In the case of the city of Madrid (23), there was ai appa~
rent fall of 57.87% in 1961 when compared with the average for 1957-1960,
and of 50.95% in 1966 when compared with the average for '1962-1965 (24)s
Acain there is a w £allw of 57.58% in Tecorded in-migration in 1956 when
compared with 1955, 62.37% between 1960 end 1961, and 53.62% in 1966 when
compared with 1965 (25). Taking the mean of these five percentages. the

directly-recorded date method would sppear to have under-estimated gross
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in-migration into the city by 56,43% (26). Were this correct it would mean
that 307,024 migrants (27) arrived in ihe capital during the 1961-1965 per-
tod when only 173,407 were officially recorded (28).

Tt has been tentatively suggested that the under-estimation of net
internal migration by Garcfe Barbvencho for the 1961-1965 period is about
51.56%; a.figure conveniently comparable with the 56.48% wnder-estimation
of directly-recorded in-migration into the city of Madrid (29). Indeed, it
would appear from this that the errors: of one method effoctively cancel
out the errors of the other method (30). If this is so, then it is indeed
possible that in the recent past net internal migration has closely matched
£ross: internal migration (31).

A word of warning at this stage would not be inappropriate. Sets of
figures degling with net balances and directly—recordea data. w are not
strictly comparablen (32). Even if correlations exist ab national, level
due to reasonable migi'ation efficiencies (33), there are few at provincial
level, It is quite impossible to translate directly with eny degree of
confidence from the net balance language into the directly-recorded data‘
one, or vice-versa. Where better to {1lustrate this peint than with ref~
erence to the problem province of Madrid for here, according to Bradshav,

n there has been & serious amount of under-registering of nigrantsn (34).
At @ nstional level the relationship between ned and gross in-migration
showed & migration efficiency of 73.55% for the 1961-1965 period. It has
been suggested thaf errors of scale exist for both net and grdss figures,
80 that when these are adjusted the migration efficiency becomes; as: high
Perhaps as 80,57% (35). According to Garcia Barbancho 351,479 net in-
migrants were received by the province between 1961-1965 (36), while only
01,934 gross in-migrants: wez:e registered according to the Instituto Nacio-
Dal de Estedfstica (37). These figures give a migration efficiency of

179.00% without correction for scale errors (38) end perhaps 228,387 with
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correctlon (39) In both instances net in-migration exceeds groes in—mif’ra-

tion, = thinr,_which csn never heppen in realitl_ The serious under-registra—

t:Lon of migrents in the prov:.nce is thus proven. , :
If it is assuned that the population figures for the province of Madrid
as given in the Census of 1960 and the Padrén of 1965 axe correc‘c (40), and
if it can be shown that the natural increase es calculated by Garcia Bar= |
bancho and the Instituto. Nacional ¢ de ] Estadfstica is & constant (41), then
it can be de'nonstra.’ced that gross in-migra’cion ha.s been under-estﬁnated by
at least 79,00% (42). If errors of scale are taken into account then the
under-estimatlon could be as much as 128. 38% (43) 1¢ sinilar calculations
are made for every other provi.nce in Spain, it will be seen that the direct=
1¥-recorded data method mxder-est:.mates gross out-migr a.tion fron twen‘cy-six ,
provinces with a pe,ttern of net out-minration during the 1961-1965 period
by an a.verage of 51.27% (44)s In a,further seven out-'nio'rant provinces gross:; ‘
°“t-migrat10n exceeds net out-mirfra:blon, the average migra’cion efficiency /
Yeing Tl 49%- The seventeen provinces with a pattern of net in-migrs.tlon :
during the same penod (45), subdivide into elght with an average under-
‘eStimation Of gross in-migration of 140. .88% (46), and nine W‘.H:h an averag,e :
migration efficiency of 64. 98,9. While there a,ppeara to 'be no common a,djus'h-
ing mechanisn which can be a.pplied, the unknown va,riables responsible for -
‘hhese errors are not random ones. A clea.r geographical pattern emerges
WhiQh caxmot be an accn.dental one. Gross: in- and out-mivration is under- B
| esti:nated in the western tm-thirds of the peninsula, whi.le thirteen of the
Si"teen mlgration efficlency provinces fo*m a. territoria.l ‘bylock in the egst o
and nOr’Gh-east (see Fib.22) _ ., |
Ve have seen that statlstics dea.lin° wi’ch net bala,nces o.nd directly- ;
. record.ed data are not compa.ra.’ole, yet Spaniards continue to comPaI‘@ them
(). Mixing one’s statistical drinks in this way is an extremely dangeroua ,

Pastime, Direct comparison if not resulting in one actually seeinu d°“b1° |
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bas the effect of seriously under-estimating internal migration volumes:
(see Tables VIT and VIII).

Table VII

ABSOIUTE MAXTMOM NET IN-MIGRANTS AND OUT-MIGRANTS,
BY NET BALANCZ AND DIRECTLY-RECORDED DATA IMETIODS

1941-1960 . 19611965 Indices
(net~balances) ~ (directly-recorded date #) (1941-1960 = 100)
(a) Average anmual net losses ‘ o
Jaén - .. 11,384 Badajoz: =14,660 301,08
Granada. - - 9,526 Cérdoba:  =13,084 © 158.20
Cérdoba - 8,270 Jadn  =12,749 111.99
Granada =~12,623 132451
(b) Averase annual net raing
- Barcelona 434,076 Barcelona 479,966 234,67 ¢
Madrid 431,871 Madrid 431,106 97.60
Vizeaya + 5,769 Vizcaya 416,617 . 288.04

% These are net figures in that they represent the difference between gross
oute and in-migration.

4 Provinces with lower absdlute gains like Guipdzcoa and Valenci& had grea.t-
€T proportional increases.

CEs Presidencia.del Gobierno, Instituto Nacional de Estad:[stica, Mirra~
eién y Estructura Rezional, 1968, pp. 27-28 and 41-42,

In Table VIII net balance figures are used throughout resulting in much -
higher indices,
Table VIII

- ABSQIUTE MAXTMUM NET IN-MIGRANTS AND OUT-MIGRANTS,
BY CONSTANT NET BALANCE METTIOD

1941-1960 . 1961-1965 -~ Indices
(net balances) (net balances) (19411960 = 100)
(a) &verase annual net losses , o o
- Jaén -11,135 ®  Badajoz =28,504 579.47
Grenada. - 8,874 - Jatn ~22,373 200,92
Cérdoda. - 6 1870 C8rdoba. ~21,190 308444
(b) . Grasnada. - =20,853 224,99
muql net gains
- Barcelona 36,074 . . Madrid . ¢78,922 206,40
Madrig +34,361 Barcelona ¢62,751 173.94
 Vizeaya ¢ 5,769 - Vizeaya #18,145 - 314,53

———.

% Net balance figures for 1941-1960 differ from those given in Table VII be-
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cause Carci{a Barbancho’s statistics are used in both periods nere for the
sake of consistencye. '

SOURCES: 4. Garcis Barbancho, W&WM

cosntitativo desde 1300, Estudios del Tnstituto de Desarrollo Eco-
némico, Madrid, 1967, Table A.3; A. Garcfa. Barbancho, las Mifxa=
ciones Interiores Espafiolas en 1961-1965, Estudiosidel Tnstituto de
Dosarrollo Econdmico, Madrid, 1970, Table A. 2. ¢

Even if internal migration statistics produéed by the net balence and
directly-recorded data methods do not bear direct comparisor; the pattemns
asgocigted with these alternative methods do. 'I'hé procedure :a,dopted here
is to separate the provinces of Spé.in into those displa.viné" patterns °f net
out- and in-migration respectively (48) according to both sfatistical meth-
ods (49). Each province is them a.llocaféd its percentage Me of total net
and gross in- or out-mizration for the 1961-1965 period (50). The respec~ |
tive patterns are shown in Figzs. 23-26 and then comi)ared in Figs. 27 and 26
The difference between net and gross: out-migration for the tﬁirty—five out-
migrant provinces (51) is statisticanyrmsignificant and does not mater=
ially efféct patterns of out-migration (éee Fig. 27). Twenty-five provinces:
have e.difference of less than 1% between their share of total net and gross
out-migration, vhile a further seven have a. differences of between 1% and
X% Only in three provinces are differences. sufficiently large to cause
concern although they do not aiter out-migration patternse In Oviedo with |
an « errorn of 2,04% iaternal migration is {nvariably a. complex process(52).
Jaén with an n errorw §f 2,08% and Badajoz with a difference of 3.29% are l
in fact among the first three most {mportant out-migrant provinces. acco;'d;
ing to both net balance and directly~recorded dats methods. In & aimi}laf " (
way, the difference between net and gross in-migration. for the seventeen ine.
migrant provinééé 1s statistically insignificant end hardly effects in- ,
migration patterns (see Fige. 28). Eight provinces have & difference of less
than 1% between their share of total net and grosé iani{;Tﬂtim" while a.

further six have differences of between 1% and 2%-’ Azain, only ¥hree prov=
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Inces give cause for concern. In Madrid with an w errors of 15.12% and in
Barcelona with a difference of 7.3%%, as with Badajoz and Jaén for out-
migration, the errors are in part related to the massive scale of internal
migration. These w errorsw do not materially effect the roles of Madrid and
Barcelona. as: the main national in-migration centres, only to reverse their
Tespective positions as first or second depending upon the statistical
method employed, Sevilla with e difference of 3.57% between its share of -
total net and gross in-migration is an enigma, and only according to the net
balance method a net in-migrant province (53).

In summary, we have seen that Spanish internal migration statistics,
whatever their source, are thoroughly unreliable, While net balance figures
are not sirictly comparable with those of directly-recorded data both sets
of statistics reveal serious under-estimates: of internal migration. There
appears fo be sufficient proof that during the last decade net internal
migration at a national level has approximated to gross internal migration,
the errors. of the net balance method broadly cancellingz out the errors of
the directly-recorded data method, This high degree of correlation betwéen
net and gross. internal migration suggests that mdbility is largely confined
to & to-and-fro movement between the same source and destination with a
minimal number of recorded moves being made by the average internal mi-
grant (54), |

" The scale of demographic analysisw (55) has a considerable bearing
upon results, Conclusions derived at one scale aré not always applicgble at
another (56), In the Spanish case there are scale-linkage problemsw (57)
which are not easily resolved. The direct comparison of provincial (58) net
balance and directly-recorded statistics results in an artificial lowering
°f internal migration volumes (59), although the under-estimation of misra=-
*lon appears to be variable in both time and space. Despite the fact that

the Scale-linkage barrier is all btut unsurmountable, Fig. 22 demonstratea‘
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quite conclusively that statistically there are two Spains. In the wastern
two-thirds migration statistics ave most inaccurate, but in the more
gdvanced eastorn and north-eastern dblock micration efficiencies at prove
incial level are comparsble with conclunions derived at national level.

Careful manipulation of net and groos interxml migration statistics at
provincial level proved that patterns of in= end cut-nigmtion produced by
seeningly incompatible methods were conparable (60). Moreover, conparison
of Pigs, 27 and 28 confirmed findings made in Fig. 22 that atatistical
errors were greatest in the oase of in-migrant provinces. It is hardly
surprising, therefore, that the two greatest probles provinces of Yadrid
ond Sovilla are the two main in-migrant cenires within statistically
suspect Spain, E

It has been shown that Spanish officiul and aeni—otficial (61) dnternal
migration statistics can bo used, despite thoir various nlortcemim.a. 80 -
lonz as they ore handled cautiously, Tue fact ihat gross mmmm uwatiﬂxt
statistics have boen under-estinated may tura out to be o bleesing in |
diasuise, Hnd groas figures been ovcr-entimat‘ed‘mig;mtion airosns would
bave literally oiex‘rlowod their banks making tho locﬁt’wn of trug courses |
a matter of conjectura. Sine major mo?ementey of populitiau are lixely 10
follow welleworn w river coursearn dlmctlj-rooorded data mmf‘be x;mfﬂ»é
ably used for interproting migration slrenmns a.mi eounteratreamn. The mkw-'d & ’
of directly-raecorded data will thus £111 in the finer datails of & ;attm
the broad outlines of which have boen sugsested by net balwma fizaree,

IX. RECIHT CHANGES I INTERIAL MIJRATION

1, ¥lration rates

‘ \!nczorrootod fipures suscent thal 3,713,735 Spanlards changed thelr o
mudeinton of residence bétmen 1961 and 170 soconding to divaetly=

Tocorded data (62), compared with 2. 566,608 nat out»zairmftn and «,1§§v1‘3
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net in-migrents (63). Empirical evidence would suggest that the volume of
internal migration was greater even than in the 1951-1960 period (64).

That evidence is supplied by Estudio Sobre la Poblacién Espefiols, the only

authoritative work to appear as yet which includes internal migration
statistics for the last two decades obtained by constant method,_@; such
it provides the only yardstick by which changes in migration rates can be
measured., The intimate relationship between external and internal migra-
tion in Spain is revealed when net migration statistics for thé‘196l-1970
period are compared with those for the previous decade. Net in-migration
increased by 109.41% between 1961-1970 when cohpared with 1951-1960, while
net out-migration increased by only 33.80%. This massive increase in net
in-migration is related to a 56.47% fall in net external migration (65),
with an increasing number of net out-ﬁigrants being confined within nafional
frontiers (66). |

Analysinglnet migration statistics in greater detail, we find that
Barcelona, Madrid, Vizecaya and Guipdzcoa, the four chief in-migrant prov-
inces: in 1951-1960, absorbed 96.41% of national net in-migration in that
decade. VWhile these four experienced substantially increased rates of in-
migration between 1961-1970, they all recorded significant fells in their
percentage share of national net in-migration both individually and collec=
tively (see Table IX) now absorbing only 70.89% of national net in-migration.
Percentage falls varied considerably and this allowed Madrid to surpass
Barcelona as the chief reception zone for net in-migrants; Valencia to
overtake Vizcaya; Alicante and Baleares to intervene between Vizecaya and
Guipdzcoa. Ten net in-migrant provinces in 1951-1960 become seventeen in
1961-1970 (67). The nine provinces with a pattern of net in-migration in
both the last two decades subdivide into major in-migrant provinces which
show @vidence of approaching saturation in 1961-1970 (68) and lesser or new-

er in-migrant provinces: which increase their migrant intake enormously,

This differential is further emphasized in Table X.



-93 =

Table IX

CHANGES IN NET IN-MIGRATION BY PROVINCE

A | B c D
Percentage total nat- DPercentage Percentage increase

ional net in-migration change in migration rate

Provinces.  1951-1960 .1961-1970 (1 2 B) (233 . 100)
Barcelona 43,07 29.71 -13,36 + 44.45
Madrid 39.44 31,40 - 8.04 + 66,73
Vizcaya 9.23 6.81 - 2,42 +  54.36
Guipdzcoa. 4,67 2.97 - 1,70 + 33.00
Alicante 1.34 4.83 + 3.49 + 653.93
Gerona. 0.99 1.79 + 0.80 + 366473
Alava.?. 0068 1095 4 10 27 L 4 501054
Baleares: 0.24 3,36 * 3.12 +2,786.05
Oviedo 0.21 — — — i
Sta. C. de Tenerife 0,13 0.44 ¢ 0,31 + 627,88
Valencia -— 7.88 -— —
Orense -— 2.54 -— -
Tarragona -— 2,00 — -
Zaragoza — 1.76 — -—
Castellén — 1.14 — —
Navarra. —_ 0.83 — —
Ias Palmas — 0.44 — -—
Valladolid -— 0.15 — —

SOURCE:s Presidencia del Gobierno, Comisarfa del Plan de Desarrollo Econé-
mico y Social, III Plan de Desarrollo Econémico y Social., Estudio
Sobre la Poblacién Espafiola, Madrid, 1972, Tables l.5.2.1 and
501.1011’ PP 120 and 229.

Table X

CHANGES IN NET IN-MIGRATION RATES BY MAJOR AND MINOR IN-MIGRATION PROVINCES

Net in-migi'ation Mirration rate per ?000 population
provinces. (1951-1970) = 1931-1960 1961-1970

(a) Major provinces

Barcelona. . 2372.6 +225.65
Madrid +426.6 +263,37
Vizcaya +196.6 +197.25
Guipdzcoa, +187.2 +135.56
(b) Minor provinces
. Alica.nte * 4204 * 85094
Gerona + 30.7 +111,18
Alava, + 50.4 +306.24
Baleares: + 68,2 + 76,60
Santa. Cruz de Tenerife - 12,1 + 19.58
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¥ Nine provinces with net 1n-migratlon durlnb only one of the last two
decades are excluded here (see Note 69, Rofe ppe90-04)e

SOURCEQS A. Garcfs Barbancho, las Migraciones Interiores Espafiolas. Estudio -
Cuantitativo desde 1900, Estudios del Instituto de Desarrollo Eco-
némico, Madrid, 1967, Table A.2, ppe. 148-167; Presidencia del Go=-
bierno, Comlsaria del Plan de Desarrollo Econémico y Social, ‘
IITI Plan de Desarrollo Econdmico y Socinl. Estudio Sobre la Pobla~
cién Espaiiola, Madrid, 1972, Table 5.l.1.11, p. 229, '

Despite the fact that Jaén, Granada, Cérdoba and Badajoz. were the four
chief out-migrant provinceSziﬁ both the last two decades, increasing their
share of total net out-migration from 25.62% to 29.52%, the analysis of
changes in net out-migration rates:is far from simple. Badaaoz and Jaén,for i
examle, are included among seventeen provinces whose percentgge share of
national net out-migration increased in 1961-1970 when compared with 1951~
1960, the migration rate increasing in every instance by more than the na-
tional average of 33.80% for net out-migration (see Table XI)., Cranada and
Jaén, on the other hand, are included in a group of fourteen provinces whose
percentage share of total national net out-migration decreased. In eight in--
stances increases: in the net out-migration rate are below the national av-
erage; in six instances decreases. are recorded. Major provinces of net in-
migration, we have seen, show evidence of saturation; traditional provinces
of massive net out-migration show little sign of exhaustion. Fige. 29 shows:
that despite certain peripheral cqntractions in some directions the moving
frontier of massive net out-migration (70) spread southwards and westwards
between 1961-znd 1970 to engulf éiudad>Real, Cérdoba and Badajoz provinces.
Bhile not yet>centres of massive net out-migration, if percentage changes
in migration rates sre anything to go by (see Table XI), Sevilla, C4diz and

Huelva. in: the south-west and Leén in the north-west will be the next to fall.
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Table XI

CHANGES IN NET OUT-MIGRATION BY PROVINCE

Provinces with increased percentage Provinces with decreased percentage

net out-migration (1961-1970) = net out-migration (1961-1970)
Percentage “Percentage Percentage Percentage
Provinces increase change in Provinces decrease change in
nig. rate mig. rate
Badajoz +4.26 +150.99 Pontevedra -3.13 -409.11
C4diz 43,06 4765446 M4laga =2.89 =194.72
Sevillsg, 42,67 236,20 Granada -1.32 + 9.9
Ciudad Real +2.25 +125,01 Almeria. ~-1.31 - 32.90
Cérdoba. +1.76 + 77.59 Burgos: =1.05 - 13.42
Leén +1.72 +160.76 Albacete -0.91 + 4,49
Céceres ’1. 37 L 77.13 Sa.nt&nder "0081 - 82028
Huelva "1025 ’399.56 Jaén. =0.80 + 20032
Cuenca.; "0056 L 58.87 IDgTOYIO “0061 - 68.69
Palencia: +0.37 + 65.01 C Avila -0.14 + 25,11
Segovia. +0.37 ¢+ 65.97 1érida. -0.14 + 1l.59
Toledo +0.26 + 43.59 Guadslajara. =0.12 + 24.48
Murcia +0,22 + 41,79 . Salamanca. -0.10 + 29.16
Zamora,, +0.20 + 44.86 Iugo -0.04 + 32,08
Teruel +0.11 + 41.18
Soria 40,10 ¢ 43.46
Huesca. +0.08 + 48.82

% la Coruffa’s share of national net out-migration remained a constant 3.09%
in both 1951-1960 and 1961-1970, its migration rate showing an increase
of 33.60% which was close to the national averagze of 33.80%.

SOURCEs Presidencia del Gobierno, Comisarfa del Plan de Desarrollo Econé-

mico y Social, III Plan de Desarrollo Econdmico y Social. Estudio
Sobre la Poblacién Espafiola, Madrid, 1972, Tables l.5.2.1 and
5elsl.1l, ppe 120 gnd 229.

2 Mipration patterns

Before we can spéak of changes in the pattern of internal migration‘k
during the last decade, we must establish the details of the pattern which
existed in 1951-1960. In the absence of directly-recorded data, nef baianée
statistics must be used. Ideally the existence of a particular patférﬁ

should be supported by evidence from at least one other independent autho-
rity, | |
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With reference to the 1951-1960 period four different sources list the
seme ten net in-migrant and forty net out-migrant provineces. (71). According
to another source Valencia was also a net iﬁ-migrant provin¢e’in this dec-
ede (72). That the net balance method fails to recognize itjas one 1s due
to the fact that it draws heavily upon 1950 Census figuree which in this
instance are obviuusiyfﬁélse(73); Certainly it is unusual that Valen¢ia
should have the‘only provincial”capital to lose population auring 1951- :
1960 (74), end on the basis that the province has been a net in-migrent one
every decade since 1921-1930 (75) and that the migration rate for the 1931- |
1960 period is comparable with that of 1961-1970 (76), we mey safely - |
conclude that it was a net in-migrant province also during fhe 1951-1960
period. So Garcia Barbancho calculates and nis corrected figﬁres for the
city prove it to be so (77). Since Garcfa;Bérbanchokconcurs with reference
to the other ten in-migrant provinces: (78), it would probably be safe to
say that in 1951-1960 there were eleven hét in-migrant and thirty-nine net

out-migrant provinces, the distribution of which are showm in Fig. 30. The

Instituto Nacional de Estadfstica’s directly-recorded data give sixteen in-
migrant provinces for l961-1970v(79). Ten of the eleven net in-migrant prov-‘
inces of the previous decadé are‘included, Oviedo being the exception to

the rule (80)¢ The six new in—migraﬁt provinces are Navarra, Zaragoza, CaSe
tellén, Tarragons, las Palmas and Valladolid (81). These same sixteen proﬁ- ’
inces are shomn to be net in-migrant ones by the net balance method (82),
together with Orense. The latter is obviously‘a;mistake, the pfovince hév—
ing been a net’out-migfantone for every other decade of this century (83),
the province having lost 37,741 population between 1961 and 1370, the caé-
ital only haviné gained 9,226 (84). Moreover, it is harﬁlyklikely that the
province of Orense would have 50qﬁired more net in-migrants in the decade

than say £lava.or Gerona; yet this is what the Estudio Sobre la Poblacién

Espafiols would have us believe (85)! There are clearly, therefore, sixteen
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in-migrant provinces in 1961-1970 (86), which are showm in Fig. 31 together
with thirty-four out-migrant provinces.

Comparison of Figs. 30 and 31 shows that the demographic map of Spain
continues: to be made more logical and related to econo-geogrephical factors
rgther than to historo-geographical ones as in the past (87). Peripheral
Spain, with a more or less. constant 5% share of the national population
up to 1960 (88), had as a result of intense in-migration acquired 56.25%
of the total by 1970 (89). The three coastal w natural growth-centresw (90)
of 1951-1960 - namely~ViicayapGuipﬁzcoa, Barcelona=-Gerona and Valencia- ‘
Alicante - are linked up in a T-square shaped in-migrant area in 1961-1970
via the economic and demographic axis of the Ebro basin (91). Madrid, the
only w intervening opportunitgm in 1951-1960 in an otherwise windowless
out-migrant zone, is joined after 1960 by Zaregoza and after 1968 by Valla-
dolid (92). Fig. 32 suggests the sub-division of Spain in the 1951-1970
period.in%o five demographic zones. From this map it is possible to see
that even at provincial level populafion growth and in-migration are by no
means constant in peripheral Spain (93). It is possible to see also the
result that massive out-migration moviﬁg southwards: and westwards is hav-
ing on the demographic map of Spain. To the eighteen provinces which lost
population in 1951-1960 are added Leén in the north~west, Ciudad Real, Cér-
doba, Badajoz and Huelva.in the south and west (94). Fig. 32 also shows the
n spread effectsw (95) of economic growth in the three coastal w natural
growth-polesw reflected in the changing in-migrant patterns of 1961-1970
in Navarra, Castellén, Tarragona and perhaps Zaragoza (96).

Despite important changes in migration patterns in the last decade
Fig.h33 emphasizes continuity. I¥ confirms the justification of our sub-
division of Spain during the 1901-1960 period into five migration zones
(see Fig. 21) (97). The provinces of Zones I (permenent losses) and IT

(gains conveitéd to iosses) continue to be ouf—migrant ones, with the
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exceptions of Valladolid and Navarra noted above., The provinces of Zones III
(permanent gains) and IV (losses converted to gains) continue to be in-mi-
grant ones. The validity of Zone V (fluctuating) is indicated by the fact
that Castellén, Tarragona, Zaragoza, las Palmas and Oviedo have changed
signs once more; reminding us of the brittle nature of the economic miracle
in the new boom provinces, especially those based on the fickle fortunes of
international tourism (98). Four further fluctuating provinces, having been
out-migrant ones for two continuous decades; now incorporate themselves :Ln
Zone IX. These are lérida in the north-east suffering » backwash effectsw
(99) from the Barcelons growth-region, and Sevilla, C4diz and Huelva in the
soufh-west - three new additions to earlier losses experienced in the

n Andalucian-Menchegan migration axisn (100). The remaining fluctuating prov-
ince= = Santa Cruz de Tenerife - having been an in-migrant one for two
continuous decades, now incorporates itself in Zone IV,

Urbanization, industrialization and polarization (101) continued to
characterize internal migration in Spain after 1960 (102). Yet, within an
overall pattern of continuity important changes,took‘plaée. There was, we
have seen, a significant increase in the rate of internal migration after
1960 (103), vwhich was: selective in that it affected in-migrant areas to a
greater extent than out-migrant ones: (104). Above all, there were almost
half as many in-migrant provinces sgain in 1961-1970 as there were in 1951~
1960 - sixteen as sgainst eleven (105)., The changing pattern of internal
migration is related to the decline of w gutarchyn (106) in post-1960
Spain, and the final w shedding of every bit of fascistic rhetoric and
paraphernglia. I.and the substitution for these of I the hedonistic and

technocratic doctrine embodied in the idea. of desarrollismo...m (107)e For

n developmentismw we might in a sense substitute w internationalismnm(lda);
and it is developmentism or internationalism which is a new characteristic

of internal migration patterns in the last decade., The solving of the bale
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ance of paymentsiproblém (109), and the investment of foreign capital in

the country led to a decline in net external migration and in part to the

growth of new in-migrent areas in Spain (110). Lany of the changes in intern-

al migration can be deduced from Fig. 34, which shows partldos audiciales

which attracted net in-migrants in 1951-1960 but which falled to do so in

1961-1965 and v1ce~versa . In the new economic climate which relgned the

main trends in changing internal migratlon patterns»weres

1)

3)

The decline of  economic nationalisme (111) after 1959 led to the

decline of uneconomic mining centres. Yost of the partidos judiciales

which failed to attract net in-migrants in 1961-1965 (after having
done so in 1951-1960) come within this category. They include Ponfe-
rrada in leén, leviana, Mieres: and Oviedo in Astufias,'Almodo#éi del
Campo (Puertollano) in Ciudad Reel, Ia Unién in Murcia, Valverde del
Camino (Rfo Tinto) in Huelva and Berga in Barcelona (112).
Internationalism is reflected in the expansion Qf_tourisf boom Te-
gions. They include new additionS‘to'thé‘net in-mivrant areas of
1961-1965 like laredo in Santander, Veléz Mélaga in Mélaoa, Almeria
and Cuevas de Almanzora in Almeria, Denia in Alicante, and above all é
the three prOV1noes of extra-peninsular Spain (see Fib. 34) (113) |
Developmentlsm saw the contlnued growth outwardS'of the three no-

tional growth-centres, especially along the main road—links connec-

ting them. The BaSque lndustrlal revion spread its tentacles inland

4)

to Pemplona, Guernica, Azpeitia and Miranda de Ebro. The Barcelona
conurbation grew towards Isualada. The Madrid region expanded north-
wards: in the direction of'Burgos to incorporate Colmenar Viejo and
eastwards to make Guadélajara(city an in-migrant zone (114).
Developmentism finally shattered Perpiftd.y Grau’s theory regarding
the evolution of the distribution of popuiation in Spain (115). The

simple geometric pattern with a central region (Madrid) agd six
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(seven if we include Portugal) densely populated peripheral nuclei
or n dasicorasw (116) with their less densely-populated hinterlands
or n gerecorast (117) never really fitted into an era of indus-

trialization and national migration fields (118)., Desarrollismo

£inally destrqs the myth with the appearance of the w intercorasw
(119) of Zaragoza end Valladolid (120) before 1960, and Burgos

after that date (121); each equidistant bebween two national growth-
centres, each one axiajor route centre. Not all of the first genere-
tion of w development polesw were succesful in attracting net in-
migration (122), Just as » trade follow the flagw in a bygone era

so w industrial dévelopment and population congregated along the
power linesw (123), Industrial growth in Valladolid can be traced
back to the 1950s and the convergence on the city of high-voltage
transmission lines. from the w international Dourow (124) and the

Sil (125). During the 1961-1965 period Salamanca, Palencia end Bur-
gos Joined Valladolid, Miranda de Ebro and Vitoria as net ine-migrant
centres (126)., Fig. 34 shows that these centres are arranged in a
straight line, With the exception of Salamanca (127), they are in .
fact aligned along an energy axis - n 2 dense network of parallel
transmission linesw (128) linking major areas of production and
consumption of electricify in the o international Dourow and B&sQué
industrial provinces:respectively.

Almost all of the partidos judiciales which atiracted net in-migrants

in 1951-1960 but which failed to do so in 1961-1965 lie to the west

of Madrid. There is no interior in-migrant centre on this scale in.

the whole of Extremadura and Andalucfa other than Sevilla., An earlier

impression of the southward and westward march of massive out-nigra-

tion is thus sadly confirmed (129),

3¢ Migration streams

Any geographical discussion of migration streams and counterstresms

s
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should take account™some function of the physical distance separating
points of origin and destination (130). Migration streams and counter-
streams will accordingly here be classified as:

1) Intra-municipal.

2) Intra-provincial.

3) Inter-provincial.

4) Intra-regional.

5) Inter-regional.

6) International.

1) Intrs-municipal mioration

Most short-distance migrations take place within snall administrative
units and as:such are » inadequately revealed by migration statisticaw (131)
of any kind. This is particularly true in Spain where the smallest admine |
istrative unit for the recording of population movements is usually the
municipio which is generally much larger than equivalent administrative
units in other West European countries (132). It is possible, for example,
for a migrant to move thirty-six kilometreéifrom Iobosillo to the municipal
capital of Murcia with the change of residence being unrecorded in official
statistics since no change of municipio is involved (133).

The empirical evidence for many rural municipios:is of a. centripetal
movement of population taking place in Spain. Moreno Sdnchez (134) has been
able to detect Redford’s. » wave-like motionn (135), stage-by-stage, short=
distance migration operating at a.micro-scale. Out-migration from the

largest centres of population in the municipio (136) results in « micracio-

nes; de sustituciénnm (137), with population flowing into the gaps created

from adjoining hamlets or aldeas. These in turn are replenished by move-
ments from outlying cortijos (138) which are eventually abandoned (139).

Pitt-Rivers was able to recognize a similar centripetal movement towards

Alcald de la. Sierra from nearby villages (140), with the floating popula~ °

#® of
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tion marginal to the close-knit, highly centralized life of the pueblo (141)
end most strongly represented in the peripheral rural fringe.»Nor is this
type of movement confined to inhospitable mountainous: areas. Ortega Cantero
has commented on the abandonment of dispersed habitat (velonging to colonos)
(142) on the fringes of relatively recent villages:set up by the Instituto

Nacional de Colonizacién in newly-irrigated lowland areas: (143). Not all

intra-municipal rural migrations are centripetal in character. Gil Crespo
has investigated the short-distance centrifugal movement of population from
the hill-top site of Moya (144), which was abandoned when the defensive fac~
tor lost its former dominating influence on the location of population,

The recognition of intra-urban migration is made difficult because of
the existence of much stronger extra-municipal migration streams and counter-
streams. There can be little doubt, however, that w most intra-urban moves:
are short, the location of new residences. being influenced.particularly by
the location of existing residences, especially as city residents have only
a limited mental map of the cityw (145). Where only a small percentage of
the surface of the municipio is urbaniiéd (146), movement of population
(including intra-urban) is mainly cenfripetal in character. Movement is ini-
tially towards the cenfre and, when this shows signs of becoming saturated,
towards the periphery (147). In the case of large metropolitan areas there is
much evidence (both historical end recent) of centrifugal movements of

population (148). Such areas have traditionally grown outwards by the prac-

tice of the w polftica de ensanchew (149) and the ennexation and integra-

tion of peripheral suburbs (150). These movements of population inciude

both intra- and extra-municipal‘migrations. A sociological survey conducted~
in 1969 by Urbis (a.major construction company) in their modern, middle-
class, residential development zone of Mbrataléz, found that 39% of the
heads of families interviewed had alwﬁys lived in the capital of Nadrid (151).

Nor was:the movement from the centre to the periphery confined to the middle-
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class. Alonso Hinojal found that 28% of the heads of families (152) in
Poblado Dirigido de Orcasitas (153) had been born in other perts of the
city of Madrid (154). Since at least 1965 the emphasis has been on extra—y
minicipal migration. Madrid, for example, is in the process: of acquiring a
n super peripheryn (155). Alcorcédn grew by 1,372% between 1961 and 1970,
while a further eight municipios grew by more than 200% (156). We can even
speak of the concept of the n dispersed cityn (157) with recent propaganda
in the press extolling the virtues of life ih rich; suburban residential

zones near the w Mar de Castillaw (158). The empirical evidence suggests

that the car is making poPulation more mobile as in other industrialized
countries (159). The centrifugal movement of population will continue but
with less infré;uiban and more extra~mmicipal migrations (160), and with

& growing tendency for w adventitiousw (161) population to move to commiter
settlemants: within g thirty kilometre radiué of large towns'(iGZ). From
1951-1960, and oﬁly for provincial capitals of over 100,000 population,
Diez Nicolds has found that the periphery has expanded more than the nuc-
leus (163), althouzh the residual net effect of both cemtrifugal end
centripetél migfations resulted in increéséd‘population densities up'to
thirty kilometres from the centre (164).

2) Intra-provincial misration

According to Garefa Barbancho (165), 30.5% of all net migrants during
the 1901-1930 period were intra-provincial ones (166) compared with 33.5%
between 1931 and 1360. The percentage of net intra—provincial migrants
during the 1961-1965 period fell to 16,7%, which to Garcfas Barbancho would

indicate & great increase in long-distance, extra~provincial migration(167).

Table XII demonstrates quite conclusively that where net out-migration
indices.are highest intra-provincial attractions on a regional scale are
lowest, Garcfa Barbancho is able to show how Western and Eastern Andalucfs

and the two Tajo-Guadianas (168) have consistently lost their attactive
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force as: centres of intra-provincial net migration (169).

Table XII

THE RELATTONSHIP BETWEEN INTRA-PROVINCIAL MIGRATION
AND NET MIGRATION INDICES, BY REGION (1961-1965)

Intra-provincial Net migration
Regions net migrants = index ¢
Madrid 100.0 +136,1
Nordeste 100.0 + 98,0
Canarias 100.0 + 3349
Ebro occidental 736 + 26,0
Levante : 48,8 + 25.0
Ebro oriental 44.3 - 29.3
Cantdbrico 43,3 + 3446
Andalucfa occidental 28.4 - 50.0
Galicia 15 o8 - 3500
Duero occidental 10.4 - 97.2
Andalucis, oriental 4.9 =104.7
Tajo-Guadiana. oriental 1.9 =17343
Duero oriental 1,3 =125.2
Tajo-Guadiana: occidental 0.0 =155.4

¥ Expressed as a percentage of total net migrants. ¢ Expressed as the nume
ber of net migrants per thousand population.
SCURCE: A. Garcia Barbancho, las Migraciones Interiores Espaffolas en 1961-
1965, Estudios del Instituto de Desarrollo Econémico, Madrid, 1970,
Tables 5 and A.6, pp. 25 and T1.

-

Some of Garcfa Barbancho?s. fingings are confirmed from the evidence of
directly-recorded data after 1961, For example, intra-provincial migration
in Western and Eastern Andalucié and the two Tajo-Guadianas. was: relatively
weak in the 1961-1965 period (170). N§ province in these regions proved to
be the main destination for its dwn out-migrahts during that period., For
twenty-five provinces in other parts‘of Spain the main destination fof
out-migrants was the province itself. These iﬁcluded the sixteen in-migrant
provinces of 1961-1970 together with nine otheré,:thé distribution of which

are shown on Fig. 35, In sixteen other instances'during the 1961-1965 per=-




T, 74
6378%—r—§

A SR 1
| S \(
—_— ‘jfr 417
AP —1.965% e —+
ﬁ 3.
20-§7% -56%
— N
—
0,
2019%, 2044%
Z
1296%
7615%
1250%
8-35%
795% *
0, 0,
1666% 884% 6%
12°95%
19419,
14:92%,
, _ . 1699%, g .
Fig.35 Intra- and Inter-Provincial  Migration [1961-1965)

Provincial Out-Migrants’ Destination

E I
o 20 40 60 80 100 120 MILES

40 80 W0 160 200 y ;i OMETRES LLLl% Percentoge remaining in Province

rO




- 105 =

iod the province was the second most important destinaiion £or’its own
migrants. In nine further instances the province was only the thirdkor
fourth most important destination for its own departees. Fige 35 shows .
that, with the exception of Iugo,,intrapprovincial migration was wegkest
in a continuous belt of provinces: extending from Ciceres and Badajoz in
the west to Teruel, Cuenca, Albacete andimurcia in the east. The geograph-
ical pattern of intra-prov1n01al migratlon not only approximates with that
of inter-provincial migration (compare Figs. 31 and “25), but it also con-
firms the subdivision of the penlnsula into northern and southern halves
characterized by short and lonb—dlstance migration respectively (171)
According to the directly-recorded data of the Instituto_gggiongl dg
Estadfstica, 35.1% of gross migrants during the 1962-1965 period were
intra-provincial ones:(172). When compared with the net figure of 16.7%
for the 1961-1965 period this gives a migration efficiency of 47.58%, which
is not unlike that for the whole of migratiqn during the period in ques-
tion (173). While the percentage of intra—provincialkmigrants remainé
remarkabl& constant during 1962,11965, 1964 and 1965, from 1966,there has
been g marked tendency for more and more migrants to remqin»within'theb
limits of their omn provincial boundaries: (174). There is somé proof that
- this recent trend was related to improved economic conditions in some
provinces: (175). Significantly, there is also a connection with massive
out-migration.jBetween 1963 and 1965 when massive outfmigration was hca—
viest (and mainly from provinces where intra-provinqial migration was
wealtest) intra—érovincial migration on a national scale was at its lowest
ebb.(l76). This decline in massive out-migration is in fact related tof
imprévedwecdnomic conditions. Albacete, fqr example, with its countryside

plastered‘in 1972 with advertisements imploring its natives to save

through its own Provincial Caja de Ahorros (Savings Banks) and its capital

in a state of turmoil as if it had suffered a recent earthquake, saw its .
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number of out-migrants fall from 8,426 in 1962 to 5,357 in 1969 and its
percentage of intra-provincial migrants almost double itself from 9.57%

to 18.85% (177). The relationship between the patterns of intra- and inter-
provinecial migfation is thus proven to have more than geographical signif-
icance.

3) Inter-provineial misration

Vhrious attempts: have been made in the past to map inter-provincial
migration flows. Sigudn in 1959 noted the tendency to migrate to either

Barcelona or Madrid (178); Migracién v Estructura Resional in 1368 to these

two provinces and Vizcayﬁ (179); Bradshaw in 1972 to these three and Valen-
cia (180). It is our jntention here to consider migration flows into all
sixteen in-migrant provinces.of the 1961-1370 period; and then logically to
consider out-migration flows - the other side of the coin -~ afterwards.

It is proposed to measure in-migration through the percentage of out-
migrants flowing out of each province in Spain. Since there are fifty prov-
inces: theoretically each in-migrant province should receive % of each
other province’s: out-migrants (including 2% of its own, intra-provincial
migrants). Where a province reéeives more than 2% of another province's
out-nigrants it is effectively considered to be an in-migrant attraction
for the latteF; where it receives less than 2% it is assumed to have no in-
migrant attraction. Maps are prepared for each of the sixteen in-migrant
provinces on this basis and w effective migration fieldsn delimited (1s1). -
Furthermore, maps are shaded to show three categories of attraétion inten-
éity for the provinces within each # effective migration fieldw (182).

dnalyzing the w effective migration fieldsw for each of the sixteen in~
migrant provinces of 1961-1970 the following points emerges

(i) Five different migration field patterns can be recognized. Madrid

| and Barcelona have national fields; Vizcaya, Guipdzcos and Valencia

half-national fields; Alicante, Castelldn, Navarra, Valladolid and



(11)

(iii)
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Zorasoze, regional fields; Alava, Gerona and Tarragona discontin-
uwous: fields; Ealeares, las Palmas,gndMSanta Cruz.de Tenerife
extra~ordinary fields (see Figs. 49-51), N
ligration intensity is seen to be some factor of pﬁyéical distance.;
In the case of Madfid, the zone of maximum migrati;n inteﬁsit& is.
an inner ring of five provinces consisting of Avilﬁ, Segoﬁia,:To-
ledo, Guadalajara and the province itself (seerFig; 36), For a -
further three provinces Madrid is the second most importaht des-
tingtion for their out-migrahté. C4ceres, Badajoz énd Ciudad Resl
are not only contiguous with the inner zone but hiétoridally
connected with the capital. _ | : ‘

snonalies within the pattern of migration intensity can perhaps
be related to either ancient, historical or modern, economic fac-
tors. In the case of Madrid, for‘éxample, the outer zoﬁe of less-
er migfation intensity is almoét ﬁatidnéwide but does not extend
to Navarra nor a compact biock ofzseven north—eaéterﬁ provinces,
perhaps because of‘éncient; historical prejudices which die

hard (183). Within the zone of iesser migration intensity are
surprising migration anomalies. Oviedo ih the north and C4diz in
the south send appreciably’higher peicentages>pfrtheir §ut-mi-
grants to Madrid than neighbouring prdvinces. Can we n&tkaeef
here too evidence of histofical factors, of weil-charted migraé’
tion pathways (184) and léng-established migration éhains'(las)?
In contrast, some other prbvinées Send a sﬁrérisingly small pef—
centege of their out-uigrants to Madrid, Despite the fact that

it has been emphasized that the populations of the provinces of
Grenada and Almerfa would increase by over 2? if life-time mi~
grantsn to the capital were to return to their native provines

(186), voth provinces sent more migrants to Alicante and Gerona
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during the 1962-1965 period than to Madrid (187).

Barcelona’s migration field is even more nationgl ’in character
than Madrid’s, only Vizecays and Guipxizcoa lying wiithout the pé.le
(see Fig. 37). Hevertheless, it draws; lessheavily on its inner
ring than Madrid since intra-provincial migration is more firmly
established in the economically mo‘re é.dvanced north-eastern prove
inces., |

It is impossible to explain in geographical termsathe fact that
Barcelona is the main destination for fhe !out-migx:'ants of its own
province and seventeen others. It isk th; main i‘ocﬁs for migrants
from a continuous block of tweive provinces. in the south and west ‘
where massive out-migrafion, we have 5éen; is of relatively re-
cent growth. As with all pioneering migrations (188), and in a
sense migrations from‘mtre'nadura a.r'lrd Andalucia;\ stiill come into
this category, w the process of settlement tends to’ be a leap-
frogging operation in which military outposts or trading centres:
become the focus of migration streams and the filling-up of the
passed over territory is left to a later stage of developmentw
(189). Madrid or Valencia are no intervening opportunities for a
peasantry vhose life-dream of . factory Job in Barcelona (190) is -
a » mythical earthly paradise Seen aé the solution to allkprob-
lems and the highest sumnit that could possibly be attainedn(191).
In the second half of the twentieth century physical distance is
of less éonsequence; n emotional distancew (192) is of greater B
import., « In Madridw, notes Michener (193), w there’s not much

hope for an Andalusian peasant. In Ba.rceléna all things are

possible, ..t '

(vi) Major in-migrant provinces display & two-fold pattern, Short-

distance, centripetal movements are probabdbly traditional; long-
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P distance drifts of population as represented by migration flows
nay or nay not be. In the case of Barcelona, Gerona and Tarrag -
na drift is mainly to the north-east (see Pigs. 37-39); with
Valencia, Allca.nte and Castelldén mainly to the eegt (see Fl{;’,’oo
40-42); in the case of Vizcaya, Guipdzcoa and Alé,va. mainly to
the nerth (see Figs. 43-45). ‘ 3 o ,

(vii) Reglonal patterns of in-mlgratlon exist where 'bhe mip'ration‘._:.
| ‘flelds of newer, m—mlgrant patterns are sometmes inexplica'ble
without reference to the older, pa.ren‘c prototype, This is pa.rtic-i
ularly so in the cases of Gerona, Terragona’ and Alava. with tileir
discontinuous n effective migrafiog fields e ’_' : |
(viii) Newer in-migrant provinces generally :hé.%re weaker n effective
| migration fieldsw than older ones, as weil as geographica.lly
more restricted ones. Compare, for exa.tnple,4 Vizcaye., Guipizcoa
and Alave or Valencia, Alicante and Ce,stelldrr. |
(ix) Migration intensity zones probably evolve o_ver a. 16ng period of ‘A
N time. Navarre, Valladolid and Zaragoze. have ohiy wealr migration
fields (see Figs. 46-48) and show orily 'cenfrifugal migration
flows. Drifts of popula'éion probably come mach iater .when in-
migrant‘centres sre well-eStablished." | u
(x)  The mapping of w effective in:Lgrationvyfielde " is a reaiistic
o compromise between Siguan?’s: rpeéningless.ratioﬁal migration fields
and Bradshaw’s restricted w main migration floww concept (194).
Turning to out-migration flows, theoretically ‘each :orovince in Spa.in‘ :
should send X% of its out-migrants te every erher provirice. In actual fact,

each province sends an average quota in excess: of 2"5 of its out-migrants K

to only six provinces. Since these six include the province itself and two,

three or four of the main national in-migrant provinces (195), mapping out-

migration flows on a province by province basis would result in monotonous
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repetition. The method used here is to classify each province into one of
four main categories on the basis of its out-migrant charactéxfis’ticvsy. For
this purpose two variables are used - indices of intra-provineial (IP) and
short-distance inter-provincial migration to ’contiguoussrz frovir;ces (ce).
The four categories are arrived at through decididg whether each province

was superior (e) or inferior (-) to the national average indices for 1962-

196513
I?
- +
R R
t S 1 R
- A [ B t
s o :
c P o’t .. [ 2] »e »» .£ o 09 e - O’O )
4 P 3 R s
* 3 C s D s
s s :
i $ ]

e 90 28 06 0 84 s et es e

The four categories are shown in Fig, 52 ; three of the groﬁpings, it will
be seen, having regional significances : |
Type A consists of a continuous block of sixteen provinces in the south
and west together with Palencia, which is characterized by both
weak intra-provincial and short-distence inter-provincial migra-
tion to contizuous provinceé. These pi-ovirices ere the main ones
for long-distance migration, which we havé seen is ofterkﬁ massive "
in character and mainly to Barcelona. Iong-disfancé misration
flows from Salamanca, Zamora and I’a.léﬁ‘cié.‘are mainly to Vizcaya.
Type B consists of a continuous block of tenl provinces running northe
 west to south-east through Madrid, which forms the only window -
in the block. Intra—Provinéié,i oﬁt-migration flows are still
weak, but short-distance, intker-pro‘vincial migration (as defined

above) much stronger. With the exception of Soria and Teruel,
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each one of the provinces of this type is contiguous to a major,
national, in-migrant province - five to Madrid, two to Valencia
and two to Vizecaya (196). The short-distance character of inter-
provincial migratiori flows is one of the characteristic-n back-
washn effects resul’ting from geographical proximity to national
growth-centres: (197). ;

is: the antithesis of Type B just described. Iﬁtra-provincial
out-migration flows ai'e strong, but short-distance, inter-prove
incial migration quite weak. The twelve provinces of this cat- o
egory do not form a continuoué block, and in fact at first glance
contain some strange bedfellows. Migration flow charaéteristics
for eight of the provinces: of this group were quite explicable
since they were in-migrant centres during the 1961-1370 period.
Strong intra-provincial flows in Oviedo and la Coruila were parte
ly to the coast and from there overseas. For'the other two oute
migration provinces of this group one ca.nﬁonly assume that lo-
grofio is; developing as an intervening opportunity and therefore
retaining a high percentage of its own out-migrants, while in
Leén - a province of recent massive out-migration - strong intrae-
brovincial flows are rpart of a two-stage migi‘ation process to
provincial capital and from thence to distant in-migration
centres,

is characterized by both strong intra-provincial out-migration
flows and short-distance inter-provincialy migration. The prove
inces of this group include five more of the in-mizrant ones

for 1961-1970, The remaining three are Santander, Huesca and
I&rida, Seven of the eight provinces within this category are
contiguous to three of the four national growth-centres (which

are included in Type C), Huesca being the exception, Regardless
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of the fact whether they were in- or out-migrant provinces
during the last decade , these seven are obviouly gaining froa
the » spreadw effects resulting from geographical proximity to
national growth-centres (198), although their migration flow
characteristics suggest a highly mobile population displaying
both centripetal and centrifugal tendencies.

Badajoz, the most important out-migrant province during the 1961-1370
period (199), has been chosen to show the difficulty of mapping continuous
migration sfreams by conventional means. Fige 53 shows that intra-provincial
end short-distance, inter-provincial out-ﬁigration to the imner ring of
contiguous provinces was weak. The most important destinations for the prove
ince’s: out-migrants during the 1962-1965 period were Barcelona 31.1T% (five
functional units-distance away) (200), Madrid 18,07% (two functional units-
distance away), Vizcaya 9.85% (six functional units-distance avay), and
Valencia 5.04% (three functional units-distance away). Out-migration from
Badajoz, therefore, was mainly long-distance. We know that nearly one in
three of the province’s: out-migrants went to Barcelona but there is no
direct map evidence to indicate the route that they chose. Indirect ev-
idence is aVailaﬁle, however, through the mapping of inter-provincial out-
migration from Barcelona (see Fig. 54) (201). Comparing Figs. 54 and 37 it
is quite clear that we are dealing here with migration counterstreanms.
Moreover, since stream and counterstrezm are movements in opposite direc=
tions which flow along the same routewnys (202), as far as migration fron
Bédajoz to Barcelona is concerned, it would be reasonable to assune from
Fig. 54 that there is a movement of population from western to eastern
Andalucfa and then up the Mediterranean coamst towards Barcelona. If this is
80, migrants follow well-worn pathways used for generations by seasonal
harvest workers (203), If this hypothesis ié correct, then Madrid becones

not a tempting inter%ening opportunity for migrants en-route to Barcelona

B e i ek
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but an alternative migration stream. Movement fr(om Badajoz to Vizcoya -
forms a third migration stream probably following a traditional western
routeway avoiding Madrid, Bradshaw has showm that a migration stream flows
from the border provinces of Salamanca and Zamora through Valladolid, Pa- -
lencia and Burgos to the Baséue provinces (204). It is hypothesized here,
that migrants to Vizcaya from Badajoz chaanel in to this major migration-
axis via a traditional routeway (used at least sinee the times of the Order
of Alcdntara) (205) passing northwards; through Salamanca. Ve have teniative
supporting evidence from Fig. 43, end more conclusive proof from the number
of out-migrants from Badajoz. settling in Cfceres, Salamanca, and Valladolid
during the 1962-1965 period,when compared with adjoining provinces (206).
Between 1962 and 1967 out-migration from Badajéz to Barcelona was on
averaze the eighthmost important migration stream in Spain (207). It vas
SUl‘Passéd during this period by four other inter-provincial streams linke
ing the-Asdalucfan provinces: of Granada, CSrdoba, Sevilla and Jaén with
Barcelonaj migration streams which in their directional componeat could
have differed little frorh that in Fig. 54. Inti‘a.-Provincia.l nigration
streams are much stronger, however, partly beca.usé of the statiétical
manner in which they are: tabulated, which results in exagzeration through
counting gross movements' in both directions‘ (i.e. stream and counter-
stream). Seventeen migration streams have bee;fx in the top ten between 1962
and 1959- and ten of theée were intra—proviﬁcial ones. It is only lozical
that discharge should increase downstream as with real rivers, for the most
important :.ntra-provmclal mlgratlon streams are in the main in-migrant
peovinces: - Barcelona, Valenc:La., Vizeaya and. Zar ~oza in 1962; the first
three together with Madrid, Guiptizcoa; ’ﬁave.rra, Alicente and Gerona in
1969 (208). These in-migrant.' provincéé. 6bviously serve as n centres of re-
classificationw (209) for Tural mig‘ra,nf’s from other provinces who m&:e

frequent short-dista.ﬁce, intra-provincial moves: in search of adequate work
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and accommodation (210). The relationship between inter-provincial and
intra-provincial migra.tioh streams is"thus shovn to be a close and in-
timate one.

An snalysis of the ten most important inter-provincial migration streams
in and out of Madrid and Barcelons during the 1962-1365 period is most
instructive (see Tables XIII and XIV), In the case of both provinces all

ten major in-migration streams were from out-migrant provinces (see Table

XIII).

Table XIII

THE TEY MOST IMPORTANT IVTZR-PROVINCIAL IN-UIGRATION STREAM
INTO MADRID AND BARCEIONA PROVINCES (1962-1965)

——

lovements Gross in- Movements Gross in-
to Madrid migrants to Barcelona micrants
Toledo 25,378 Cérdoba 40,920
Badajoz 14,389 - Granada. 37,360
Ciudad Real 13,740 Sevilla 30,832
Guedalajara 8,914 Badajoz ' 29,590
Cuenca 8,437 _ Almer{ia 15,819
Segovia 7,876 Ciudad Real 15,533
Jaén 7,759 o Mélaga - 14,954
Cérdoba, 7,585 , C4ceres: 12,835
Alava 7,393 Lérida 10,844
Salamanca 4,399 Huelva 10,367

om—

SOUACE: Presidencia del Gobierno, Instituto Nacionai de Estad{stica, Micra-
cién y Estructura Revional, Madrid, 1968, Table 1le2.3.1, pp. 43-4T7.

In the case of major out-migration streams, in only one instance could move-
ment out of Madrid be deemed a counterstream in any sense of the term -

namely to Toledo. Barcelona had four counterstreams among its ten main out-
migration streams - to 14rida, Granada, Cérdoba and Sevilla. The nine other
most important inter-provincial migration streams out of Madrid were to ine

migrant provinces, Madrid clearly serving as an important {emporary
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intervening opportunity for the seven mainland provinces in this group(21l).
Barcelona, in contrast, has major inter-provincial, out-migration streams
connecting it with a continuous block of five in-migrant provinces within

its economic hinterland, as: well as another stream to Nadrid (see Table

XIv).

Table XIV

THE TEN MOST TZPORTANT INTER-PROVINCIAL OUT-MIGRATION STREAMS
FROM MADRID AND BARCEIONA PROVINCES (1962-1365)

Movements: Gross out=- Moveaents: Gross: out-
from Madrid migrants from Barcelons migrants
Barcelona 4,679 Gerona 31554
Valenecig 2,233 Tarragona 2,856
Toledo 1,093 Madrid 2,832
Vizcaya 836 Valencia 2,548
las: Palmas 877 Lérida 2,053
Santa Ci-TPenerife 752 Zarazoza, , 1,299
Alicante | 682 Granada. 1,183
Valladolid 614 Cérdoda. - 1,069
Guipizcoa, 588 Sevilla ‘ : 992
Zaragoza. 578 Castelldén 991

SOURCEs Presidencia del Gobierno, Instituto Nacional de Estadfstica, Misrae
cién y Estructura Re~ional, Madrid, 1968, Table 1.2.3.1, ppe 43=47.

During the 1962-1965 period of maximum internal fnibvration Madrid and
Barcelona were the main in-migrant provinces. Movements in to those prov-
inces were, therefore, n main currents of migrations vhile generally s:nail-
er movements out v}ere # compensating counter currentsw (212). Inter-prov-
incial migration streams and counterstreams for Madrid and Barcelona
respectively are shown in Figs. 55 and 56. Comparison of these maps reveals
the following points: k _ |

(1) Both Madrid and Barcelona experienced net losses of migrants to

Baleares, las Palmas and Santa Cruz de Tenerife, no doubt pa,rtlyb

because they proved to be atiractive centres for retirement as
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as well as to a certain extent tax-havens for city-dwellers. la-
drid showed a further net loss to Barcelona and Valencia as part
of the pattern of the constant exchange of migrants between major
industrial regions (213).

The efficiency of stream and counterstream (214) is low in the
exchanges of population between lMadrid and Barcelona respectively
and the other fifteen in-migrant provinces of the receﬁt decade,
averaging 98.32% for Madrid and 60.25% for Barcelona. Effiéiencyr
was highest in both instances with reference to migration streaus
and counterstreams between Madrid and Barcelona on the one hand,
Zaragoza and Valladolid on the other hand, thus confirming fhe
weakness of the latter pair as yet aszin-migrétion centres. (215).
Efficiency of stream and counterstréam is muéh higher for Madrid .
than Barcelons in almost every instance (216), averaging 12,66% | :
for the former snd 8.11% for the latter (217). Proportionally. 7 §
less: migrants return from Barcelona than Madrid., There is no map |
evidence that physical distance is an awe-inspiring intervening

obstacle for return migrants from Barcelona (which is unorthodox-

ically located with reference to the national labour market) to,
say, Andalucfa. Rather it would appear that migrante have more
difficulty » fitting-inw (218) in the case of Madrid; and either

move on to other in-migrant centres (219) or return to their

- point of departure. Perhaps this would explain the greater under-

registration of migrants in Madrid than Bércelona, vho find it a
harsh, adninistrative, bureaucratic world (220)
o «sean extension of what they already have. landed -
power. The Church., Feudalism intensifiedm (221)5
who do not look upon it as a final w earthly paradisew (222) and

fail to give their names in at the gates. It would also explain
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why Madrid is avoided as an intervening opportunity by so many
southern migrants.

(iv) There are important regional differences in efficiency of strean
and counterstresm which apply equally to Madrid and Barcelona.
0ld Castile is more economically advanced than New Castile
(excluding Madrid) and Andalucfa, has a more mobile population
and étrohgér”oounterstreams from both Madrid and Barcelona. There
are not only differences between regions but also within rezious.
Counterstreams are weaker to the interior provinces of Galicia
than the moro advanced coastal ones.

An over-concéntration on the problems of stream and counterstresa end

of the routes followed by migrents has blinded our eyes to the fact that
nigration is often a discontinuous process which takes place stage-by-stage.

If it can be shovm that the » index of non-nativesw (223) has increased in

the out-mlgrant provinces of g recent period, then it is conclusively dom-
onstrated that migiation is a n wave-like motionw (224). Between the Census
of 1960 and the Padrén of 1965 no less than twenty-nine of the thirty-five
out-migrgnt provinces of the 1961-1965 period increased their indices of
non-natiﬁes‘(225).:The oﬁly oxceptions‘were Avila, Ciudad Real, ledn, Sevie
1la and Zamora - & preponderéﬁce of western provinces indicatinsloneé more
that netmovements of population in Spain in thé recent past have boen not

only from south to north but increasingly from west to oast.

4) Intra-re”ional mivration

‘ Any conclusions reoarding internal migration on a regional soalo (4358
viously revolve around the central problem of regional definition - never
en easy bfoblem in’Spoin with differing concepts of natural, hy%rauiic '
(226), ‘economic and historical regions (227). Table XV shows the rercen.a;e

of each historical region’s internal migrants retained within the re*ios.
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Nine regions retained more than the national average of 41.87% during the
1962-1965 period, and of these seven were in-migration rezions. The excep-

- tions were Asturias and Aracgén.

Table XV

INTRA-REGIONAL MIGRATION BY HISTORICAL REGIONS (1962-1955)

Regions: Intra-regional migrants =
Catalufia 86443 per cent
Basque provinces 81,12 per cent
Valencia 80.36 per cent
Canaries 77.83 per cent
Baleares 76.64 per cent
Navarra 63.74 per cent
Aragén 53.77 per cent
Madrid 48,82 per cent
Asturias - 44,46 per cent
0ld Castile 41.29 per cent
Galicia 35.36 per cent
Ieén 30.04 per cent
Andalucis 17.66 per cent -
New Castile 15.52 per cent
Extremadura 12,72 per cent
Murcig

11,67 per cent

x Expressed as a percentage of total internal migrants,
SOURCEs Personal interpretation of statistics in Presidencia del Gobierno,
Instituto Nacional de Estad{stica, Misracién y Estructura Recionnl,
» I&&drid, 1968, Table 1030202’ DP. 75.

Figs. 57 and 58 bring out the contrast betwsen weak and strong intra-rezional
migration streams and counterstreams in Andalucfa and 01d Castile respace
tively. These regions have béen selected because Andalucfa to a consid-
erable exbent has taken over 0ld Castile’s role as the dynamic source re=
glon supplying Spain’s: growth regions with their mobile, migrant elements

(228).

- 5) - Inter-resional migration -

There is obviously a close inter-relationship between intra~ and inter

Tregional migration, Garcia Barbancho, in a comparison of the 19011933 gnd
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1931-1960 periods, found that there was a tendency in the traditional out-
migrant regions (except Eastern Andalucfa) for the percentege of out-mi-
grants retained within the region to increase (229). Within the new areas
of massive out-migration - Eastern and Western Tajé-Guadiana, Western and
Eastern Andalucfa = out—mlgrants literally could not find regions far
enough away to flee to, such was their abhorrence of the social and econom- 1
ic conditions of their native regions. This increased tendency for southern
migrants to » vote with their feetw (230) resulted in increased percentages
of inter-regional migrants arriving in‘the traditional in-migrant regions
of the North-East, Madrid and the BaSquékprovinces (231). During the 1362-
1965 period there is little doubt that this process not only continued‘but
intensified (232), the regions arrenged in Table XV in declining order of
intra-provineial migration for thet period appearing in reverse order with
reépect to inter-provincial migrafion for the same period. Murcia, for
example, was first with 88.33% of its out-migrants being inter-regional
ones; (233). |

Not only is there a relationship between intra- and inter-regional‘
migration; Fig. 59 shows the correlations which exist between stronz intra-
provincial, intra-regional and inter-provincial in-migration sireanms. All
fifteen in-migrant provinces.of the 1961-1965 period were affected by each
of these migration streams;.Oviedo, Iogroflo, Huesca and Iérida by two of
the three‘étreams; la Corutta, Ledn, Valladolid, Santander and Teruel by
one, By and iarge there is é fﬁrther correlation between the twanty-rou:
provinces: characterized by strong; recent, in-migration of one kind ox
another shown in Fig. 59, é,;xd the traditional (234) in-migrant provinces
shown in Fig. 60.

Provinces rather than regions aTe most affected by inter-provincial
in-MIgratlon. In other words, tributary inter-provincial out-nisration

streams brosden out into massive inter-regional floods which flow townrds
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a small number of pro&incial sease The main direction of inter-regional
flow is northwards and to a lesser extent eastwards (235). Barcelona prove
ince, for example, received four hundred and ninety-two out of every thous-
and of its in-migrants in the 1962-1965 period from Andalucfa and one hun-
dred and ten from Extremadura; Valencia three hundred and fifty-one per
thousand from New Castile and one hundred and ninety-dine from Andalucia;
Vizcaya three hundred and twenty-six per thousand arrivals from 0ld Costile
and one hundred and eighty-six from Ieén (236). In the case of Madrid, the
main flow into the province of three hundfed and thirty-three per thousend

arrivals was intra-rezional bub northwards from New Castile, while tho main

inter-regional flow of one hundred and sixty per thousand from Andalucfa
again had a northerly w directional elementwn (237).

6) International micration

It lies outside the realm of this thesis to consider international
migration except in so far as it affects internal migration. As far as
migration streams are concerned there is little relationship between interw
regional, continental and overseas migration streams as Table XVI dexe
onstrates. Still less is there a relationship between the respective
counterstreams; between the » indianosw (238) from overseas who wish to
Teturn successfully and ostentaciously to their rural orisins and the
continental » target-workersn (239) who wish to invest modestly trelr
acquired skills or capital in urban surroundings within Spain (240). Trdea-
to-rural inter-provincial counterstreams are usually weak, overscas or

continental counterstreams quite stron3 (241).
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Table XVI

THE SIX MOST L/PORTANT INTELR-REGIONAL, CONTILIENTAL
AND OVIRSEAS MIGRATION STREALS (1962-1965).

Migration streans 4

Inter-regional Continental Overseas

New Castile = T8.9 Galicia 38.8 Canaries 54.5
Extremadura 74.1 Madrid 3642 Calicia 25.0
Mureia 71.9 Asturias 21.7 . Asturias 16,0
Andalucia 66.2 Andalucfa 18.4 Madrid 13.0
Lebn _ 56.6 Murcia 18,1 .  Baleares 7.1
0l4 Castile 51.9 1861‘1 1605 Glta.llﬂa 403

+ The statistics are given as percentages: of total out-migration from
each region, including intra~-regional migration not shom here,
#® Not including Madrid, ' : ‘
SOURCE:s Presidencia del Gobierno, Instituto Nacional de Estadfstica, Mi-ra-

cién y Estructura Regional, Madrid, 1968, Teble 1.3.2.2, Ps 75

In sumary, migration streams have been classified accordinz to some
function of the physical distance separating points of orizin and destina-
tion, and the relationship or lack of relationship between the various
types has been discussed., The magnetio attraction of certain larze urban
areas: between Madrid-Valencia and the French frontier had the effect of
nullifying the distance of travel and introduced a » directional elenentw
to main migration streams. Movement predoaninantly northwards and to a.
lesser extent eastwards on a.macro-scale was from the » most rural, least
populated, least urban and most poorw (242) half of Spain,

4. Migration:streams - an alternative classification

“Any geographical classification of iaternal migratlon streaas should
take into account the socio-economic enviroments of places of origin and
destination of migrants (243), as well as the intervening obstacle of
Physical distance which separates such places (244). The alternative class-
ification proposed here is not dissimilar from that suzgested by Dicer-

strand (245)s
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1) Rural to rural.
2) Rural to urban.
3) Urban to urban.

1) Rural to rural misration streams

According to Pérez Diaz (246), 20% of the internal movements of popula-
tion registered in sPaiﬁ during 1964 occurred between municipios of less
than 10,000 population and must thus be considered rural-to-rural migra-
tions: (247). The relative constancy of such migration streams can be gnu;éd
from the fact that rural-to-rural migrations accounted for 18,955 of the
total in 1969 (248). An obsession with thé problems of w rural exodusw has
blinded many learned authorities: to the lesser known phenomenon of rurale
to-rural migrations, except for the colonizing activities associated with
new irrigation schemes: (249). Sancho (250), in a 1971 study of Segovia,
found that 44% of his sample interviewees were » life-time migrantsw into
the rural villages of the province (251), Supporting evidence comes from .
Fundacién FOESSA in 1970 (252), which found that 36% of their national sa-

mple of housewives were n life-time migrantsw into rmnicipios with less

than 2,000 population (253). -

Pérez Dfaz believes thét present~day rural migration in Spain is
connected with the disappearance of gangs of itinerant harvest-workors
fromicalicia’ leén, Zamora. and the south tb the wheatlands, coupled with a
Parallel decline in transhumance (254). Seasonal migration has disappeared,

he maintains, only to be replaced by n misracidén de sustitucidnm (255)e In

our opinion, the comnection between declining seasonal migration and more
Permenent migration by substitution is wnproven. lany rural areas - the
hopegrowing regions of leén province, for example - have been unable to
“attract either type of ﬁigrant in recent years despite the attaction of
high wages at harvest time (256). BEmigration from the BEiclish countryaidas

between 1851 and 1871 increased the need for more seasonal migration (1),
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All the available recent evidence for Spain indicates thet seasonal migra-
tion is a seriously declining phenomenon (258), at least within the limits
set by national frontiers (259) .

Pérez Diaz also sees a connection between rural-to-urban migration and
migration by substitution, rural-to-rural migrants £illing up some of the
gaps left by rural-to-urban migrants., He implies that the main areas of
attraction for substitute rural migrants are many zones in the North-East,
levante and interior irrigated areas which, in comparison with more back-
ward agricultutal regions, are relatively urbanizedn in respect of their
economic and social conditions (260). The empirical evidence supports Pérez
Dlaz’s hypothesis. There is recent evidence from Mallorca (261), Valencia -
(252), and Murcia (263), that local inhabitents of the main tourist areas
are attracted to work in the comstruction industry or in the service sec-
tor, with rising wages in the agricultural sector jnduced through labour
shortage acting as a magnet to attract rural migrants from further afield.
Mir de la Cruz (264), in a study of internal migration in the province of
Castelldn in the 1955-1959 period, similarly found an important employment
differential between intra- end extra-provincial in-migrants, the latter
in almost two cases out of three taking up Jobs in the agricultural sector
presumably vacated by .the former, Rural-to-rural migrations within the
province were, however, important. The mountain and secano regions of the
western part of the province traditionally send annual contingents of mi-
grants not only to the provincial capital but also rich agricultural zones
along the coast (265). Monferrer Barquero (266), in a study of Villahermosa
del Rfo (Castellén), found that rural-to-rural migration to the nearvy
villages of Alcora, Almazora, Burriana, onda and Villarreal collectively
formed s more important migration stream during the 1961-1967 period than
that to the province of Barcelona!l

It would be wrong to assume that migration by substitution is entirely
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a.phenomenon of the more advanced egricultural regions of Spain. Rather it
is a phenomenon which is nation-wide. Although there are long-distance
rural-to-rural migrants (particularly from Andalucfa), substitute migration
is essentially short-distance. Redford?s w wave-like motionm of population
takes place n over a gradient from sparser to denser population concentra-
tion by stagesw (267). This movement by stages we have seen from the

gortijos of parts of Andalucfa to the aldeas, the pueblos, and from thence

to provincial capital or further afield (268). This movement, moreover,
affected irrigated and non-irrigated areas alike (269), btut it is a type

of migration which is often so short-distance that it is not reflected in
official internal migration statistics. In 1965, for example, of three hun=-
dred and sixty-nine inhabitants living in Aldea del Puente (Leén) sixty-four
were born elsewhere, but fifty-seven of these came from other parts of the
municipio of Valdepolo so that only seven were w life-time migrantse from
wj;155"'1113'('270). There is evidence that rural?to-rural in-migration streams
are more shoft-distance than out-migration ones, mainly due to the epi-
phenomenal movement of women as a result of marriege (271). In more general
terms, empirical evidence would suggest that the broad lines of movement of
these rurgl-to-rurgl migration streams are valleywards as well as towards
the eastern and north-eastern lowlands (272), with gaps left at hicher al-
titudes (273), in the remoter, dispersed habitat, or the western border re-
glons difficult to £ill (274). In contrast, vacancies in the sgricultural
sector eround the BaSque‘and.Catalan industrial centres and around Valencia
eTe not hard to £ill. Courtot (275), for example, in a study of the move=
ment of workers in the province of Valencia found that over 80 (276) of
in'mig;r‘ation and over 58% of out-migration occurred around the proviﬁcial
capital and its urban region; although as Pérez Dfaz points out there is a
sinister connection between rural-to-rural end rural-to-urban migrations,

the former often being but a v preliminary phasen to a fresh rural-to-urban
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migration wave (277). The valleyward movement of population it is hoped

will be more permanent in nature. If the w policy of cabezas comarcalesw

(278) is anything to go by rural population by 1980 will mainly be con-
centrated in w regional ceatresm (279) which are » most susceptible to
urbanizationn (280). The official backing given to this process from 1968
especiglly in the III Plan’s attitude towards w the policy of regional
development and the attempt to channel these migratory movementse (281), is
no more than recognition of a movement from small rural nuclei to cabecerans
de comarca which was already in operation in the 1960s (282). This is tes-
tified too by the fact that w the effective level of analysis for the social
scientistw, as Kenny notes, » has shifted from the pueblo to the co-
marea (283).

| An a’ctémpt to measure demographically « progressives municipios in .
1969 (284) found a negative correlation with increasing rurality although

there was no perfect positive correlation with urbanization (see Table XVII).

Table XVII

DEMOGRAPHICALLY PROCRESSIVE MUNICIPIOS BY POPULATION GROUPS, SPAIN, 1969,

Size of Number of progress- Total number
mnicipio ive municipios of municipios (A . 100)
I\ ‘ B

U to 1 ,000 193 5,306 3,64

1,001~ 3,000 324 1,903 16.47) 11.34

3,001~ 5,000 | 200 | 628 - 31.84) (rural)
~ 55001-10,000 236 564 41.84

Over 1o 000 : 347 484 -~ T1.69 (urban)

SOURCEs Presidencia del Gobierno, Comisarfa del Plan de Desarrollo Econd-
mico y Social, IITI Plan de Desarrollo Econdmico vy Social, Viviends,
Madrld 1972, Table 1, p. 65.

According to this source, sixteen out of eighteen demographically w progress-
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ive provincesw (285) were in fact coastal ones (286), so that it would
appear that the valleyward movement of people is only of secondary
(perhaps transitory) importance, as a movement of population by stages
takes: place to the coast. Certainly controlled mevements of population in
Spain have been doomed to failure since at least the times of Ferdinand VI
(1746-1759) (287). Despite the fact that Instituto Nacional de Coloniza-
clén’s rural colonos (288) have mainly been drawn from local areas (289),
- this has failed to halt oﬁt-migration even of colonos! Ortega Cantero
found that the majority of colonos in Vegaviana (Ciceres) were forced to
leave the village as théy approached sixty years of age » on accouﬁt’of
the emigration of their sons, and their owmn Iincreasing J incapacity to
maintainsthe productive régime of the land which had been appoftioned to
themw (290). He also found that newly-married couples were, in general,
forced to migrate from the village since there were neither dwellings for
then to occupyfor autonomous lands for them to cultivate (291). Again
there is evidencé that the percentage share of colonos in the:irrigated
lands of Plan Badajoz. has steadily fallen as plots have been bought and
sold on the open-market, partly as the result of migration by some colo=
a0y (292).

Most of the empirical evidence suggests that rural-to-rural migration
is to many people but a temporary phase prior to m rural exodusw, while in

any areas:it is but a.minorify movement anyway. Of seventy peticiones de

Eél§.(293) from Aldea del Puehte during the whole of the 1954-1968 period
only four‘(or 5.71% of the tofal) gave rural destinations (294). Nationally
it will be remembered the figure is somewhere between 18% and 20,

2) Rural to urban misration streams

Internal migration in Spain is very largely what German sociologists
call landflucht end Spaniards &xodo rural (295). Between 1961 and 1965,

for ekample, 1;915,602 Spahiards (or 6.1% of the total population) re-
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gistered themselves as internal migrants (295). As far as rural mumicinios
were concerned there was: a net migration loss of 34.43% which as Table XVIII

demonstrates hit the most rural villages hardest.

Table XVIIT

INTIRNAL MIGRATION IN SPATN CILASSIFIED BY POPULATION GROUPS, 1961-1365

Size of S _-f*.Migz;ant I.Iig"ra.nt , Net migra-
mmnicipio ~zoso.departures arrivals tion change
Under 2,000 27,41 per cent 8.49 per cent -18.923-34.43
2,000~ 10,000 36,65 per cent 21,14 per cent -15.51) per cent
10,001~ 20,000 10,99 per cent 10.11 per cent - 0,88 per cent
20,001-100,000 14.75 per cent 23,50 per cent ¢ 8.75 per cent
100,001-500,000 5.62 per cent 15.16 per cent + 9.54 per cent
Over 500,000 . . 4.58 per cent - 21,60 per cent 17,02 per cent
TOTAL 100,00 per cent 100,00 per cent

SOURCE:s J. Ayuso Orejana, w la poblacién como factor condicional de la
- demandan, Informacién Comercial Espafiols, Revista de Estudios del
~ Ministerio de Comercio, Madrid, No. 405, Moy, 1967, p. 44.

. Table XIX

' POPULATION CHANZES ANALYSED BY POPULATION GROUPS, 1900-1960

Size of

' Percentawe of porulation ® Percentage
mmicipio - = T 1900 1360 chanze
Tader 2,000 -~ 27.53 14452 13,01

2,000~ 10,000 . .. . 40.27 . 28,70 ' -11.57
10,001~ 20,000 110,83 . 11.15 + 0,32
20,001-100,000 12,37 17.89 + 5.52

100,001-500,000 3,24 13.60 +10.36
Over SO0,000 5.76 140 14 L 8038
TOTAL . © 100,00 100,00 +64.28

% Poblacidn dé‘hecho.

SOURCE: Presidencia del Gobierno, Instituto Nacional de Estadfstica, pnua-

rio Estadfstico de Espafta, 1965 (edicién manual), Madrid, 1965,
S Table 101.5, jo 35. ’ .
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Analyzing population changes by type of settlement (see Table XIX),
the statistics again demonstrate that rural exodus. took place between
1900 and 1960, for only municipios with less. than 10,000 population lost
population during this périod. |

Yet rural exodus is only one side of the coin. There is a smaller but
nevertheless important urban-to-rural migration stream which is not entire-
1y a counterstream. Nor is this the only coin. Rural-to-rural andrurban-to-
urban migration streams, when taken together, now form over half the re-

gistered movements of internal migrants (see Table XX).

Table XX

SPANISH INTERNAL MIGRATION STREAMS BY POPULATION GROUPS, 1964 AND 1969

T?pe of migra- Pérceﬁta&e of internal mirration
tion stream 1364 1369
Rurgl-to-rural 20,01 18,95
Ruraleto-urban 44,48 34439
Urban-to-rural » 8427 13.09
U?ban—to-urban $ 27.24 33.57
TOTAL - 100,00 100,00

® Between rural municipios having less than 10,000 population;

4+ between urban municipios having more than this population.

SOURCE: Presidencia del Gobierno, Instituto Nacional de Estadfstica, Anua-
rio Estadfstico de Espafla, 1965 (edicién manual), Madrid, 1965,
Table 3.2.1, p. 54; and Ibid., Anusrio Estadfstico de Espa®a 1970,
Madrid, 1970, Table 3.2.6, p. 464,

Table XX shows also that significant declines took place in the volumes
of rﬁral-to-urban and rural-to-rural migration streams, with compensatory
-increases: taking place in urban-to-rural and urban-to-urban flows. Rural
exodus in 1964 - the peak year for registered inte?nal movements of popula-

~tion in Spain - differed little from the norm for the 1961-1365 period
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(compare Tables XX and XXI); btut the figures for 1969 indicate o slowing
dom of the drift from the land and even a return movement, perhaps tem-

porarily, to the countryside (see Table XXI).

Table XXI

INTERVAL MIGRATION IN SPAIN CLASSIFIED BY
NON-URBAN POPULATION GROUPS, 1964 AXD 1969

Migrant Yigrent ‘ Net migra=-
Size of departures % arrivals tion change +
municipio 1964 -+ 1969 1964 1969 1964 1969
Under 2,000 27,21 21,52 139 8.06  =19.82 =13.46
2,000-10,000 37.28 31496 20.89 23.98 =16.39 - 7498

# Expressed as a percentage of total internal migration.
4+ Expressed as a percentage.
SOURCE: As Table XX.

On the evidence of the percentage of the Spanish population contained in
rural municipios with less than 2,000 population, rural exodus actually
slowed down in the 1960s.when compared with the 1950s. The percentase of
the total population contained in this popuiation group fell by 5.5% between
1351 and 1960 but §n1y by 3.49% between 1961 and 1970. In contrast, rural
exodus increased within non-urben mmicipios with between 2,000 and 10,000
population, the percentage of the national population contained within this
group falling by 6.206 in the 1960s compared with 2.40% in the 1950s (297).
Cleerly the centrifugal movements of population from the smaller rural
muinicipios makes rural exodus a one-way ticket (298) and rural depopulation,
therefore, a serious problem. Rural exodus is strongest now from the larzer
non-urban municipios, nurtured by centripetal movements from outlying
aldeas, dispersed habitat and the 1ikxe., Tis population group is less irou-

bled as yet by rural depopulation, population decline being mitigated to
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some extent through substitute migration from outlying entidades and
smaller municipios. and, on the evidence Qf 1969 statistics, by stronger
counterstreans from urban areas (see Table XXI).

Despite an absolute fall in the volume of internal migration in 1969
compared with 1964, and despite the significant changes in migration
streams: already referred to, each pbpula.tion group dravs a remarké.bly
similar percentage of the out-migrants of each other group (see Table XXII).
The larger non-urban municipios as a group accounted for 37.28% and 31.96%-
of total registered internal out-migration in 1964 and 1969 respectively
(299),kin the first year supplying between 29% and 41% of the migrant
aréivals to each other population group and in the second year between 295 E
and 35%. Clearly rural exodus needs to be re-examined in the light not
only of annual changes. in out-migration volumes and rates related to the
See-saw mechanism of w push-pulln factors operating with differential
intensity; not only in the light that there appears to be an inverse
relationship between volumes and rates of out-migration and size of out=

migration centres; but also in, the light of the fact that the rravita-

tional pull of each population group appears to operate ss a force of j

equal constancy to capture an equal share of each and every misration
stream (300), regardless of changes in rages and vélumes of out-migration i
or of differences in size of out-migration population groups. Clearly we

have further proof here of stage-by-stage migration. Elkins has been able
to detect similar population movements in France between 1954 and 1962,
He speaks of smaller sgglomerations with less than 5,000 inhabitants
being n in a whirl of movementw while at the seme time noting a « great
shuffling up the urban hierachy« (301). Vhile the Paris region at the
peak of the urban hierachy gained moré net migrants from other urban
centres in France than from direct rural-to-urban migration (302), this

was not the.case in Spain., Table XXII shows that the population group with
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Table XXII

INTZRNAL MIGRATION CIASSIFIED BY TYPES OF POPU%ATIOK GRrOUP
OF DEPARTURE AND ARRIVAL OF IMMIGRANTS, 1964 AND 1969

Migrant departures and arrivals by population group

Municipios Municipios of departure
of Under 2,001~ 10,001~ 20,00I- 100,001~ Over Total

errival 2,000 10,000 20,000 100,000 500,000 500,000 Tota

() 1064

Under

2,000 -~ 47.68 29.67  6.91 9.34 2.88 3,52 100.00
2,001~

10,000 27.01 41,43 10.63 12,57 4,06 4.30 __ 100,00

10,001~

20,000 23,04 37.94 12,63 13,19 7.69 5.01 _ 100,00
20,001~

100,000 26,68 37,03 10,18 14,58 6.00 5454 100,00

100,001~

500,000 553 34,62 11,34 16,10 5.97 6.44 100,00
Over

500,000 24.14 37,86 11,22 18,75 6.04 1.99 100,00
(b) 1969
Under

2,000 37,01 31,15  7.83 12,69 4,95 6,37 ___ 100,00
2,001

10,000 21,00 35,13 10,76 14,93 5.72 12,46 100.00
10,001-

20,000 16.63 28,55 11,16 13,49 9.95 20,22 100.00
20,061~

100,000 19673 34,05 11.89  17.92  7.9% 8,50 100.00
100,001~

500,000 18.93 29,79 14.44 19,53 7,14 10,17 100,00
Over

200,000 23,33 29,18 11,34 19,29 13,44 3.42 100,00
SOURCE: As Table XX

over 500,000 inhabitants gained 52.51% of its migrents from rural mnici-
ios compared with 47.49% from en urban sources

3) Urban-to~urban misration streams

Urban-to~-urban migration increased its percentage share of total intern-
al migration in 1969 when compared with 1964, not only collectively (see

‘Table XX) but also (with one exception) (303) between each urban population
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group (see Table XXIIY. Yet in both 1964 and 1969 urban-to-urban migrations
were slightly more important in the categories witd 10,001-20,000 and
100,001-500,000 population (304). The reasons for this are not obviaus
unless. we bear in mind that rural-to-urban migration streams ere mainly foc-
used on the other two categories. of urban population, i€, provincial
capitals (end thirty of these had populations in the range of 20,001-
100,000 in 1960) (305) and Madrid and Barcelona (which were in the over
500,000 population group (306). Confirming evidence for our hypothesis

comes from rural-to-urban migration streams waich, from municinios with

less than 2,000 population, were strongest 1o: provincial capitals in 1964
(i.es, the 20,001-100,000 population group) and to national in-migration
centres in 1969 (i.e., the over 500,000 pobulation group). It is interésting
o note that while the most rural elements of the population appeared to be
prepared to migrate further in 1969 than in 1964, migrants from larger non-
urban municipios found the provincial capital more attractive in 1359 than
in 1964 (307), thus confirming the growing imporiance of intra-provincial
migration (308).

The growing mobility of Spanish urban population is reflected in the
fact that mizrations between rmnicipios of over 500,000 population almost
doubled in 1969 compared with 1964, increasing froa 1.9%% of total in-
migration into that population group t0.3.42% (see Table XX1I). There was
a noticeable increase, too, in the migration streans linking mrricipios
with 100,001-500,000 population with still larger ones of over 500,000
population, increasing from G.04% of total in-migration into the latter
population group in 1364 to 13.44% in 1969.

According to de Miguel and Salcedo, from 1967 the receptive capacity
of municipios with more than 100,000 population appeers to bezin to Treach
saturation point to the benefit of urban areas with between 10,000 end

100,000 population. (309). The ratio of net {n-migration to total national
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gross: migration for municipios with over 100,000 population falls from
27.41% in 1964 to 12,79% in 1969, while that for all other smaller urban
minicipios remains more or less constant at 8.80% in 1964 and 8.52% in
1969 (310). In point of fact, municipios with over 500,000 population

seem to have the largest turnover of population., Not only did in-migration
incréaseisignificantly from municipios with 100,001-500,000 population but
there was glso a.large increase in the return movement to the 10,001-20,000
population group, the counterstream linking these two groups increasing
from 5.,51% of total in-migration in 1964 into these smaller urban munici-
pios to 20,22% in 1969 (see Table XXII). As part of the same pattern, the
return movement to the land (which generally increased in intensity in
1969) w&s strongest from municipios with over 500,000 population to larger
non—ﬁrban ones, the return movement increasing from 4.30% of total in-
migration into municipios with between 2,001 and 10,000 population in 1954
t0 12,464 in 1969, This differential of 8.16% was much reduced for smaller
rural mmicipios, return movement. only increasing by 2.85% for the same
ti’“e'SP‘én.When return movements from provincial capitals (i.e., munici-
Pios with 20,001-100,000 population) are considered this differential
between smaller and larger non-urban mmnicipios all but disappears, urbdan-
to-rural migration from provincial capitals to small rural and larger non-
urban population groups increasing by 3.35% and 2.36% respectively between
1964 and 1969 (see Table XXII) (311).

This discussion of an‘altérﬁatiﬁe classification of migration streams
has‘fightly brought out the complex inter-relationships existing between
rural-to-rural, rural-to-urban, urban-to-rural, and urban-to-urban flows.
Thile it has been showm that internal migration in Spain is not now mostly
from rurgl to urban areas, it is not our intention to play down the demo=
Talizing effects of gxodo rural. Between 1963 and 1967 no less than 33% of

net outemigration losses fell to mmicipios with less than 10,000 popula-
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tion; 18% was the disproportionate burden which mnicipios with less than
2,000 population (which had 14% of the Spanish population in 1960) had to
bear compared with 15% for those with 2,001-10,000 population (which had
2% of the total population in 1960). (312). But it is the smallest pucblos
of all which suffer most from out-migrafion on s massive scale. The nuaber
of minicipios with less than 100 inhabitants increased by 0.61% between
1950 end 1960, and by 5,21% between the latter date and 1970 (313)1 Rural
exodus: is selective not only of the smaller villages. A study of rural
emigration in twelve Castilian comarcas in the 1966-1968 period found that
17% of the active population left, while in terms of acriculturally active

population the percentage was about 50 (314)8
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