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dispersed ponulation was declinie «n2 o result, tas toilsl porul-. "
ation of the rural vounu_es i which they were locstesd pvenzin.-d
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marked in areas which were not within coumuting distance of towns,

The centralisation policy appeared to be vm'dloateda ' )

- ¢

Ry

The begirning Qf a new trend? . ’ .

~

However, a nunmber of changcs becane apparent frop about 1970

, . -t

onwards, and these were seized upon by the enérgetic critics of the

[t
N

centralisation ideology in parvicul&r as ghowing that alternatives ¢
N & N—

-

2 1C Joszible, =nd desired, Ons susl chan ¢ vas. thejreverssl (inn,

£3 4

1972) of the 1ongstandlné trerd of net out-nmigration fyor llort

Torvay (85I, 18754, re4l), & moversnt which had been seer as part

of the concen*ration a% tac ncél onal icvelJ This »proved to be o
saort-1ived, tut it does appecr tndt rural population levels ha%e
stabilised in that region a2fter = psriod of considerable decline

‘ Y

(Brox, Iarscn & Pedersen, 1080, pp.245-247, 251,

s L3
In tae country az o hole, i% the ©id-1960's rmiral conrunes

(wnich include villeges) hed a ret pigration loss of 5-7 200 per .
" 4 ‘ ( “ .
» year (gross out~nigration’ was about 70 .000 per year) (S5E, 19¢8ga,

£a

Pe29). Br.the lafe 1970's, this nad changed td & situation in

which the nearect @quivalent, the agricultural and fishing cooounes ’
- +

(the ﬁlasulfloatlon systes.is no longer the care) nad a net npigr-
&tion gain averaglng about 3 005 er Jear, gr s5 in-nigration being
‘about 35 000 (852, 19774, pv.eo—el; 1978a, pp.78—79; 19794, Ppe
Y 78-79;. 1980a, PP.78—79).”/£ slight reversal of urbanisgtion and .
‘) centralisation a8t the national level wag also noticeable from the
Qid 1970'c onwards, in that the city of 0slo and its immediate
surrpandings began to chow a net locs of wigrants to the pect of
" tHe country (Moen, Keicz /- S?rand, 1079, po.e8ff,), ‘

’
. ‘ .

. . ’ . ’ . .
This apqarent reversal of trends has been interpreted as an indic-—,
) atlon of a changa of valu 5, or rother of people acting according
» 5) P
[}{U: to values they alreadv held , and resisting pressures 40 becohne
_’ ‘ - 5 - " B




-4 -

urbanised. However, like the Garlier assunpkions about the pattern

of moveusnt: imdch.led to centralisation, this conclusion haz been
dravwn os.the evidence of nﬁ; mofémenf and ret poﬁulation change,

This is inadoguats, as one can orlf explain movenent oy con 1Sidering

the actual noves tiemcelvez, and thlc 13 what I provose to do,
<

’

4
~ - .

Eﬂttlng_turgyround in percpective . ’ -

lo start w1th, iv iz important to gat the apparent reversal ol
\Y
pisration trends in propo}ﬁiod; Tne net losses and *ai; to rural, ‘f
or agricultural, areas alread c;ted are equal to onl" avout 10%

)

the recyucctive ~=rossc out- and in-vovements, We are not, therc-

)

0
foreé dealin; witz & drarazis tuynaround of tctal Flowis, ut with é
Slight increase cor desrease ir the rumpar of peorle noving in one
éirecgion relative to tle other, Totagl mobility_/, thotgh it hau

L - 5) .
declined =1lizhtly in the latter part of the 1°7C"s (to 22,7 in 197¢)

LY

18 Ctill at the came level ac ir thaimid—1°69's (+3.8 in 1963) (335,

.

1970¢, .29, «w.ea it was “#lzrer than a8t any tice zince rccords had

’ bcen xert,

. ~
-% 1% also neseszar; o bear in uind that the decline in mobility :
' t

hAas not: veen oa aa1lly great in all arcat, . The decline ipr rovomont in

I 4
and out of txo Cslo arga w.iich ha: vacn ohserved (“oenezual., 1o7¢,
Fed2 ) would appaar.to be Larac*erlutlc of magov urbon areau in -~

general, Trece area:s unrwed Lo .above averase decline in oo ement '

\
© o between 1973 and 1979, as 4il leus oentod industrial, mized ing-

ustrial and agricultural, ani fisaing commmas., 4 below avera,e

.

declings was experienced by central agrisultural apnd industrial,

-—

’

acricultural, centr&l indus*rial and "other! comiunes, which nean:

that there 1117 ve qulte a nunter ip cagh of thes. categorics in

& ’
mh;ch levels oi nobllity have been'constant or have even increaced,
’ 8 )
contrary to the naticnal trend . A1l thewe trends are found anong
‘[: ICFO rural counwuneés which uill be used A5 example® in thdis paper,
-~

-

‘ 1]
.
i o . <o b
r \
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The next thing it 15 flecessory to keey avsolutely clear vhen con-
]

sidoring trends 4n total rovepent is that in < % high proportion of

cases, vie are not concsrned witn simplc one-vay novement:z o, Tor

“\ exatple, country people moving to tale up”;ermanent” recidence in
!
¢ -
. the town, or town neople taking up"*erma rent" residence in the
. _7)

covntry, 7Thnese stereotyrpes are Jalce and cisleading o As often
as not the "single" neve counted if nigsation statiztics. iz Just

‘ {
. N C s ' . o
cre of 4 serie; of moves madec ba (e sane indlvitdl in = lifetite,
toe cours. ol that lifetinc, tle person occuLies diffcrent rolas .

'
and positionc, Socetifes moving froen ~ne to the next All invelva
a

which might e ¢coupild fordcan, years, or .zt for a brief PRAasG,

Nc figures ~re availatle for erway o shoW by hou many the nurber

<
’

of moves in 2 given perlod sxceeds tie nifmber of wmerscns who nove,
but in 3wedel the excess ¢rer a f{ve Jear pericd is hetieen 435%

ard 507 (5eschwind, 2957, p,13¢; . 30U 1974: 2, -,108),

wvhat-this geans at tre level of the Lotality is that the diznloce-
. , . § —
nent of;pop}lation is nownerc near as great a5 the halitual conception

3

,  of novement asz a sisule cne-way process sugpssts., It also implies
- .
. > . . . - ! ' . .
that a provortign of.-the residonts of dn area at any ‘ong tinmc will
\ -

- ,

be recent arrivals who will leave again, ‘ .

In a rural commune I have ctiudied jn.ﬁofth Jorvuay (Sxjervdy, with --
aBout 5 OéO.inhabitants‘ -the number of PCLlwtOPCd noves out of tha
commune frog 1961 to 1970 (2327) wqo norc thwn dcuble the nunbor of
people present at tn( 1960 census uho w@PC rcsidont elsevhore at

. thc next ‘one in 1970 (1099)5 for in-pigrants the rg%io is threc t¢ -

one (1520:&&2)(calculated from mi:ration statistics for the years

o 1961-197C. B8P, 1964b; 1065; 19%7; 1958c; 107¢; 1971h; 1972% ;
. 19772, peil). A portion of the Cfoc 8 novenant is duc to retwrn |~ °
o 8) . -

-

[]{U: movenent of out-migrants ", About 108 of out-nigrants roturn, and
:

t
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they account for 85% of in-migration (Nicholson, 1971, pp.203-104;
f975, P.230), Howaver, gquite a considerable part of the total "
novenent would.appear to e éﬁe to turnotp: of peoblec who conc fron
other districts then 1eav€ again iater. As a component of nigr-

ation this group h@u bcen 1argely ignornd, end thgrcfore its sig-
nificance for the localitiss in wthh ﬂt tcnporarlly residés has -
never neccived adequatc attention. I would suggest, howsver, that

it offers & koy to the wurderstaniiag both of more recent trends in,
migration, and vo some of ths sccial changes to which they have

given risc, . Q oo

Mirrant turmover . ’ .o ‘.
‘ 9)
‘During & period of scue three and 2 half years in the carly ..
10) . - .
1960's, non-natives. caccounted for almost 65% of in-migrants to

A 3
a;aervﬁy and about 40% Of owt-mizrants, . In abgolute terms there is . .
” —
af approximate balance metwéen in-.and out-movement, *This would

.

suggest that few of these migrants settle in the commuhe for any
1éﬁgth of time, Even allcwing for the Pack.gnd forth moves of
nativaes of the cowmmune, this is guite plausible ih the 1ight'of
the conparisonWof registration and census data; available birth-
place data adds further supuort to the interpretation, Only i9‘6%‘
f the residsnt population in 1946 had becn born elscvhere (SSB,

1951, p.313) 1).. By 1965 thc-proportion was still anly 20.2% (Pop-
ulation Rogister, Skjervgy), but 32.8% had arriv;d 3incc 1946 ind-
icatin3 that many of thosc resident in 1046 had loft agaln (though

sone nruld alsn have dled)

_ Such evidence as exists for other éommunes and otAer rarts of the
ccuntry in the early 196G's sugpests that Skjervgy was not untyplcal,
indeed turnover appears to Itave been still higher in "othcr rural
areas, For example in 1961 1963 in LJnrdal in South Torway, it

was found %hat 71% of family hea%g and independont nigrants who
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voved in and 564 of fhosp‘who moved out were non-natives. s As these
+ had on averags more dependents thén natives who omoved, the propor-
v tione of all migrants who were non-natives fre likely to he still
) . higher' (Hertzterg, 1969, pp.es, 88) . Lyngdel has alsc a h:ﬁgher '
proportion of non—natives in 1ts population than. Skjervdy, 31,84 in
1548 (SSB, 1951, p.SOS) and 38,5% ) in 1960 (SSB, 1964c, Qe145), . {
‘Thﬁ szallncss of the increase might ird .cate that the higher propor-
tion of/ non-natives, compared with Skjervdy reflected & groeter,
" numbey of transisnus in the popul 8tion. The net gpfh of non-natives
bﬁtween 1961 and 1963 equalled or.1; about ane sixth of the gross
-in~movement, »‘ ) ‘ o,
Direct Qompérisons ¢onnot as yct be made with more recent data,
there is, h ?ever, €videncs that .tarnover continués to be ‘an imp-
,orpant eonponent of misration, ‘In a nationil sﬁrvey.of mig;ants in - )
1972, it\was fcund that 569 of moves W§re onwdird, or progre sivé,, - '
d%ves (Reisz, 1978, P«70), that is thoy werc nade by people whHo hag '
moved prcviouuly 2nd were roving an to a commune in  wiich they had
never been resident., In some cases these might have heen further
outﬁ:rd noves, of returned wigrants, but they account for only '23%
of mi~rants QLElSZ, 1loce ¢ite), only a swoll proportion make further
noves (less than 25@, Nicholson, 1971, fp.iO6—107), and some of these
are to former placcs of residcnce (NichOISOn, unpublished), and
would be included in the 12% vho #ere repeating nigrants (tilboke-
vcndero. Reisz, loc, eit ) Ono can thereforc conclude that the
largest single group of movers (possibly 40% or tore of the total) -
- are those who arg contributing to migrant turnover (nqt counting '
th#€ due to réturn oigraticn), The remaining 9% were first tine
. movebs, ‘ . . ‘ \
1 ' v {
At the local level, tne age and sex structure of 'in- and .out-

[ 4

I:R\(:migrants continues to show as remarkable(simhi&ritJ in tho 1970'sg .

Aruitoxt provided by Eric:
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(aee e.gs SSB, 19714, Dpe3 33-37; 1979¢,p44-50; -1979a,n45-51), as it
did 4n, the 1960's (Wugretion notlficationu, Skjervdy, Nordrelsa, -

‘Kvaenangen 1062-ndd 1965). It is. 7180 in the age composition that
oné firds evidence for the assertion that thé trendseshich have
glven rise to the so-cd1lled turnaround in the 1970's were not new,

It ié still the case that tﬁere is 8 net loss in the 20-24 age group, _
ths ons in which nobility is highest, just as in'tﬁe 1960's, Ehe’r
only change which has téken nlace in the 1970's is a slight lowering -

1
of overall nebility in this age group, with a correspond;ng reduc- -

—

tion in net ,Loss to a still'smaller pr0ycrtion of gross movement, [
s |
Net gaingis experienced chiefly by just three age groups, 25—29 -

30— 34 ard their children, O~1515 o But this is not a new develop-
mpnt the same kind of patuern was already apparent, if on 2 sm&ller
scale, in the‘196o's, €even in declining cotmunes such as K¥g nangen,
adjecent to Skgcrvdy (Migration notificatlons, Kvaanangen, 1962~
1965), Here too there is quite considerable tumover, By 1879 net
gain!to rurai oommuggi ras‘equai to only about 15% of the/gross in-

N mgvement in the 26-29 age group, for the other two ape groups it
wes & bare 20% (SSB, 1974b, pp.62—é$- 1980a, pp.78—79) This latter
figure hardly increased dur;ng the 1970' s, as ouu—migrafion from
rural areas would now appear to be increasin 1;athe 30-39 age group .
(ibid.). This observation must strengther the argument that recent

rural,pOpulat{nn gains are relatcd to oigration turnover, and not A

Just to ip-migration alona, T

~

A further factrr one necds to consider in any attempt to explain
current rural population trends 1s“tﬂé grovtn of villﬂges, vhich are
1nc}uded in rural areass when those are defined on the basis of com£;
uné units. Contrary t¢ widespread bvelior (see a8bove p.2), growth

of villages.in the post-war period hhg boen due at least-as mu@h'to

[Jiﬁ:in—movement from other areas as zﬂgpureiy local novement within
JAc Provid ic } - . 1 -
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commungs, The experience of. tha villagas in Skjarw¢¢é neighbouring

"\comrune, Nordrelsa, Sug ests that it miﬁ%& eveh be the mnost iwmportant
factor im growth, In the main v1llage of SkaervﬁJ;the reverse vias
the case, local moVement accounted forx!6.4% of the net growth

between 1946 'and 1965, but §1most half of this was due to very . ( D
lA - . \\
exccptional circunstancos of a kind whioh only oceurred in a few * .\\\

well publioised places, In-novencent from outside the commune (net)

. N a ¢ §
équals 38,7% of the indreasc, Wiat is noticeable in all the 3111ages -
N . - ) .
it was possgible to study, hoevever, is that the net oyt-migraticn af+
watives was generally cven higher thar net in—aloration of people
- 5

from elsewhere o VWHat is morc, the gcale of net loss of natives yas

-«

no less then that experienced in the rest of the réspective conmmnes,
The difference ﬁizzegn the ﬁﬁllages and the rest is that it was only

" in the villages t in-migration fraomo GlSethTe came olosc to comp-

ensatlng for the. 1oss of native ouf~n1grants, but ekcn in the rural
)

areas the not baln of non-natives oonpensatea for almust one third

of the nct loss of natlves it is, hcuever, neoessary 0t this point
to recnphasisc .
- that these are just net flgureu, for the proportion of in-migrants
Whe Lave agaW . § '
from elsevhere;is far pgreater than the proportion of the native
®

migrants who return (Iigration notifications, okaervﬁy, 1962~ 1965)
hhus the turnover USSOClated with mlbratlon godn is, in thlo cAse at

least, pP®UOPtlonullj ‘greater than that associated’ w1tn nigration loss,

4

Iﬁ terms of* the numcrio&l‘relationship betveen in- ana out-movement, 7
the balagge betwocn.géins and losssés, onc misht say that villaées in
the early 1960'3 §ppeared to be,vaery close to the situation which
was to become oharaoteriSuio of rurel greas as a vhole by‘tha 197O'°
It is likely thero are still further similarities, WVhile data on ' ﬁ\

the origins of migrants in the 1370'g are not ay Pila L3, i% alalalrs
likely that inh-migrants to rural cjmmunos In the ago groups in which

~

1
[}{U:thare is net gain are proponderantly outsiders, Return ‘migration is
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most comumon &mong young out-nigrants, thereforc:it occurs at relat—
ively young agés (Niohdlson, unpublished), . It would'therefore seem
to be a promising line of cnquiry to soek explanations for rural

migration trends in the 1970's in tRe kinds of changes which were

, taking place at the timc vhen villares grew most wmarkeily, namely

so-called '"struotural raticnallsation'.'
Va2 - . ! ‘ ' . ’ .

Changes in cconomic amd occupational -structure . ' :

"Structural wasionalisation" is the term used o relfer to the /

-~ ’ ! . N ] . .
frgeing of manpower from sgctors o:/E;a gconony with low productivit
- J &
(WA N -

w - . A .
- (¢ssentially the primdry sccter) by ¢3tlonalisaticn, and its transfor ~

to other sectors,'manuf&cturing, and t¢ a grouing extent, thescr— .
, 16)
vice sector, Thus buetween 1960 oad 1970 the primary ssctor dec-: ‘
] v , . .

>

lined fron 19,3to 11,68 of the cucupcticnally aciive population,
- { .

14 . »
J, tnd the tertiary sector.incrensed fronm 43,64 to 50e¢8%; the corres-—
» 17y, N\
ponding figures fcr the secondary scctor arc.36.5% and 37.43% e

. i . . . . ~
N i (those wiic re. rted nc ococutation'made up the -remainder>, Cversll

the eccnomically active ppiuletion ianeased by 4% over the sarme
18) -, : :
period . ' . ;

14 ' . N .

To quite 8 c¢-nsiderable “egree tho choage hLas come about as thae
disagpearepce, or falTling out of wse, of employment nigh@s in the . :

contracting sectors, and the occupiition Wy new rccruits into the @

. -

labour markeét of the additi rpal jops which have come into being in

' . X o . )
the czpandin:; sectors,. Table 1 shows three f tho ,s¢etcers which have
been nust affected by,this process, ana the one major sector. which

s

. . vy . . - y
4 has shoun 1least ch@ngo ~ver the peri.d, wanufacturin;se Tot only has
this sactor ché;%adhlittle in size in thc Accade, but the pattern” - %

pf in-"and vut-movement aprroxime tos to the avera’;c for the labour
?

foree as a whole, ) . o . _ ;
IS - ) N\ 3 \

-

) . A Ay
E T(j Sonu caution ghould be a@xercised in interproting the table, in
8 ' . N




o v

v

"o

Y

v D 11
o

Tahle 1, Movemen® in' or odt ET > t¢ \
© .- 1960 ahd 1970 as @ of .total empIdyed in 1970,. Nation,
) : -~ .

~

tors of indﬁstry hotween

-

/ : S0 .o
. Agriculturé Fishing & ,Sprvicés*f lManufagtur-
*» & forestry.:  yhaling - - ing
, out = Im out  In out. . In Cut. 1In
-Left/entered . . 1960 1970 1960 1970 1960 1970 1960 1970
- lebomaforee: % K . R % R % R R .
RetirqQdl) /Entrants3) 56,6 11,9 9.6 33.4 13,6 -24,5
- ~Housevwiwves 4) 0,6 14,9 8,2 12,4 Be4 5,0 -
-~ QOther 5) . 0,7 0,2 Qed 043 Oed 042 :
Absent_1970/1960?8) 17,9 0.4 fe3 2, 9,0 1,9
‘. Left/entered sector 36,3 10,7« 6.3 19,6, 15,7 21,4
Total left/entered ~22.1 38,1 135 3067 68,6 ' 44,1 52,7
Same sector 1360/1970 ©1,9 61,9 ¢ Wleb Bled  4Te3 47,3
Total 1960/197@— 14,0 100,0 198 ( 62.1 100,0'° 91,4 10040 -
In sector 1970(=-h) (142,606) ~  (27,418)  (20¢,824) ° (416,103)
1) Excluding®*transport and groda, - ' .
2) Includes recipients of disability pensions, stc, N
-3) ‘€lassifiad as depenfent in 196
« 4) Sounc .of the« in—-movement of housevives will be due to the change
' Aé?in définition between censuses, This affects agriculture in .
"4 particulap,sgd gervices, therefore €mployment in these ssctors
in 1960 is daerestimated, .See note 18, .. )
5) 1960: Depéhdent (e.g. vhile im education) in 1970, 1970; recip-
ients of disability pensicns etc. in 1960, o .
. 6) 1960: Dled Jr emigrated by 1970, 1970: absent ahroad in 1960,
or among*the records not matchpd 6F loeated in the 1960 material
(max., 0,97 of the total)dsce B glien, 1977, p,161),. ’
Soyrces: Keldager 1977, pp.3—-4;/ 8SB, 1§64a, Pe40; 1976b, ped7. &

z
4

that elassification is by the occupation which is fhe ma jor sourco .
\ N .

of incone. Secondapy occupations, vwhich are quite common in the

ﬁfimaqy sgcetor, are not included, This means that a degrec of un-

. certainty musy attach to the repo%téd level of movement Dbetwecn
sectors in particular, st fs. important is the differénco tho tablo
revealg betwe%g tho sectors in the relative size of rearuitmen% to
(Entrants) ana departure from the labour force (Retired and Absent

1970, eombined),éior:it is this vhich shous clearly how the new ~—
generation ig an ring'neﬁiy created niches, while those the older

goneration leaves either fall into disuse, or are no longer regarded -

-

"

- as viable nighas., .A corollary %f this is that abandonment of farnm K
o ‘holdings, which in recent dscades has been considerable, has taken

. ERIC. | 13
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rationalisation, the service sector,

. 2) 1970 ang earlicr,. excludés self-em

particular, fhe rise

ional occupations gan jugﬁifiably be ﬁescribed,qp drama

19,87 as comparcd with 12,56% of the total labour forec (S33,
O 32). Five yoars later the peal

A <12t
¢ .- -

. . '

place when a betiring holder has no successor, rather than as a
‘ . . \ -~ .

result of -a change

of occupation éut of'agriculﬁurg’(NOU 1974, 38,
s~ 19) .

.
d ]

ST L . -
Vithin, the .8ectof which has played o nejor role in structural.

four arcas in particular can be
\. -

distinguished as having expericnced a rapid rate. of grovti, t

-

hayr
R 4

arc shown in 7aWles 2, s

-
“e

“

Table 2, Foployment in public administration cducation, healtn
.- and trade 1952-1977 (000's employed.
, & -t .

. ) o 1)
, . Yy
) Y1052 ., 1467 1970 1975 1977

- : “
Public administrotion 258,06 St G 75,3 - 85 89 :
Bducdtion 29,0 2.z 73,1 - 10 120
Health sorvices 2) 29,0 38,6 60,4 © 108 123
Trade " 3) , 106,56 134,2 17548 238 27

1) Note that these figures gre based -on g sample survey and are
not comparable with thuse of previcus years which derivc fron
24 complete goun't, « Thay indicate only the {direction of the
trend, not the precise magnitude of change (SSB, 1978b, p,71,
1978, ppe10=11}, ») :

ployed persons (approx, 3 000
.. in 1960,. 533, 1964a, De232), " ‘
3) 1970 ana sarlier, wxcludes self

. -employed perscns (approx, 20 000
in 1960, 353B, 19%<a, Pe233) o ) . . .

. ? *
¢ . Sources: 383, 1978b, 1».80; 1978c, 63, ~ l

N ?

¥ed this developnsht, In
in the nun@eréeengégedﬁin.technical and prlofess—

tic, Thefo_

. 78S an inoredse of 75,9% betwsen 1960 and 1970 (SSB, 19 oy pedl;
-i' 1975b¢ipp.259~261), and the growth in the follo

wing deeade appears

\Ep'be of a similar order (33B, 1980c, Pe22), That this increase

has come from ncw recruitment rather than transfer from other oCc G-~

up&tions.is shown by the age'struqture of this ocsgfational group.
In 1972 & particularly }figh proportion was. aged b

wceﬁ 25 anad 29,
1973,

¢ 7 .
W48y 1ess marked (though still high),
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but the inGrease in numbers was br than having an effent on the
30-49 ege gruup (uthh eannot be disagy regated further) . and by 1979
st11l more so (uSB 1976¢, p. 1980¢; pe77)s Thus 4vring tho h
-;970'5 a particularly high proportion of this ocecupational group has

hecn in thexwlh%ively mobile early carear stases and at nobile aues,

Other new niches creafed in the same aroas of the service sector,s
fhough 1eésfob§ious, L£on 3111l be discerned'in the occupational
étatistics. For exaople, though employrmpt in service occuputlons

as o Wﬂpl& dec®ined hptween 1960 apd 1970, the occupatlonal group
cleagers, doogmen and _orters dcub)gd in sizc over the same ;erigd;
due largely to'thc sahe ggctoral growtﬁ which geve rige to the incr-
. oease in scctcral jobs; 0% of this grouy was accounted for by the
health and educati.n sectcrs in 1970 (3SZ, 196.ka, 1DR237; ¢1975b,
1e270)s The size of this sroup has continued %o incréase during the
lQ?O?s, thcugh unlike thC~hi§h tatus tertiary cnmployment, apnxr-
ently at a sldwcr rato (SSB,‘19800, p,78). A@art from their role
as a provider of jobs for older sections of* the lahour forcc (the
proportion avcd 50— 50‘1n uCI:vu.ce occuaations is consistently above
tng average), in servico occunationo ac a vholey and also in trad®
oceup ﬁtions, & slowly growmrT nroportiun of the werkforce 1s Aged
under 20, LhGSG occuyational groups comblned employ norc of this .
age grouy, generally young peéplé with 1ittle or no training, than

- eny other (a.g. 333, 1973, p.32; 1980c, p.77)

Structural raticnalisation and the rural ophortunity stmocinro

The dhan;us which have taken‘yla@e in the occcupational structure -
have wmoade podsilble an increasing ameount of inxer—gonorhtionnl social
4,

~e DOBility (4t Ieast’among‘men, the position-among women is not known).

The prg@omin&ncb\of upward novement has increased over time, and

to an increasing extant has lLeen aﬁtribut&ble to structural factors
.Ll)
I:R\(: (Roboff Rams¢y, 1277, p.lO@ The socale used was oné measuring socio-




‘ — .1 / —— - E
&
N

. econoéic status). There had also talke.. place an increasing conc-
!
entration of higher status emploncnt to Qhﬁ more urbanised conn-

'unes (thcao with a puyu3atlon of 10 0CO or noﬁ&) and to the SOJth—

3

east ef the countrv (ibid,, 1»103), This dgv@lopmenu co7ered nost
" ¢f the vost-war ﬁbriodg at least\till‘tha 1960's when thé youngest

. * . r Y *
. men in the study wiich provided thega rindings began tneir worklng
# . ,

1ivés; the oidest respondents in the survey werc twenty rears clder,

L
\\> ' . . A
4 couparison ‘el” the reércentage- §hamwpe in the uain occupational

groups hetwacre1960 and 1970 in the nativy as 8 whcle with th?t in a-

£ * 5
nugber of rural comunes in :orth and“S_uth Tervuay (seveh in all)
Lears out these findin;; . 1t shcvus th.)‘ watii just cne exce rticn,
’ t
the increase in tihe fagiest *rcwirgiﬂvnu~ation81 gr(un, tecinicxl

and QrOfEuSlOnal ccsurasions, vas only abe ut halfl the naticnal
oY
) 383, 19%64a, coedl, 55, 67, 595 1975bh, pPp.254=271. T3D. | vublishcd)
aVErasac, Lqis slow grc.tn chlo Seut tg retlct thd yrevafging
B N “ ‘
centralisation cthos of the timp, 68;6013313 in the qublic scctor,

‘
..

7et ¢yen if the rural areas' unara,mf these cuployment’ opnortun-— \
itics Gecllgéé\ in absglute terms zbera vas still an’ increase, For

one thifig, a major schosl rcf(rm inereaueﬂ thc number cf tecchrru,

¢specially well-qualificad ones, requlrcd in all areas (Zrox, 1980,
’ T4

(4

L.déu) ﬂurtncrhofc, in twue otner Qccupational groups the gap et~ ¢

neen CuunLPJ*l and towns (aemltaﬁﬂlJ g wide one) was parrowed in

Y

the 1960's. Eonloymenti in admlnistration (except in the southern

. -

commncs wiaich had udderjone amalgatations) and in office work had

. B N 2 3 . Y
increased far nore than in the nation as a whole. ' As a .cunsoquence

’ -

of thesc chan;:cs, together with the docline in ¢nploynent in the
) primary sector, the.composition &f oG¢cupational niches in each rural
coumunc W the beginning of tho 1970's hag changed quitc considerably
, § e o

compared with the situation-at fhe beginniné of tho previous dccade,

L

~

1

Trends in-the 1%Cg s are as Jet difllcult to assess, 4 slight

-

ER\(: T, . . If»thp
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-changg of envhasis, though Barely rore than that, cQuld Do detcotrd

in bcvernmcnt thinking ani nolioy or. public 1nvcstncnt Iyom the .be; -
’ ’
inning c¢f the dccade, ndtead of a conceatration of seivico pProy-

isich (and thus ewployment) to the clightly larger central rlaces as
, 1n the 1960s (eefeglt.meld, nr,29 (1u€3-64), P9, thorc vas to he

8 ‘decentralisation ' tc central placcs jn rursl areas (St.neld, nr,27

(1971-72), veTk; St.meld. nr,1z (1972—75‘, "De21-£3), which cssont-

ially amguntcd t¢ <the sare thﬁng, for the necessity of lceal contr-

“alisation uas stall iﬁolStGﬂ Uptre It vas not until 1977 that the
£

maintehance of a duzentralised gsatilemer v structurs -.ac specifically

mentioned as ar ohjective (St.meld, nr,o5 (L0778, 1500,

»
-

‘ ; . . 0o - vt
l\'Elsewhcrc the term "strustural stavilisation" irstead cf rational-~ ’

isaticn has been applies . cgvelopmentis in +he 1970's (Otnes, 1978,

uch a5 thé cnhe ¢ rationaljcc dairies

[©)]

vel8Z,, Radi al LD grRLnes
have Teen phaser cut, if not reversed, and a few .ural schaecls closcd
. When educaticn was centralised b villages havc bcen reoremed, The

)

-

decline in the numrer Jf gearcral grocery shoue, 8lucst 10% bLetween-

1968 anc 1972, was actually smallar in rursl 520&8 than towms (WOU

1975: 23, 1.2C), uhile new, syecialisec shups have b\een est tablished

in villages.  Zetucen 1970 and 1579 thore were at ledst six in Amii

(like the other villages'referred to, loeated in one of tho rural T
ccmmunes studied), 12 in Lymgdal, 11 in Stcrslett (thc larger pf the

, &

Skjervﬁy (CTorges nendelunalgnder, 1979, pp.68s, 713, 714, 1146, 1147),

tWO villa,res in ITordreisa’ and fourteen in the main village in

+

There has alsc been grouth in enployment in rural arcqs«&n the
secondarjﬂoector durlng the 1u70's, Some of the increase derives -
fron mlning and manufacturing located there, as far as can bo sgen

! from the dvailable statictics (in which there are certain cmissiocns

of coverage) thls has happened in all the rural communes fron which

I:R\I:&gamples are being drawn here (oSEuif974Cy vrelll,112, 118; 1980f,
. ' )
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PP.137-144), 3ut the overall increase ip empluymentufh corstruction.

irn which uork locations are cons tently shifting, i also likely to
have bYenefitcd rural areas most, for they dre the source of tvo-~
thirds cf its work force: (2433, 1978D, PP.24L, 2681 1878h, p.B1;
1978¢, L.Cz), 9 . .

The general im@reoulrn Seeus to be, huwevers that it is grovwth in

the public QGPtOr'WthL has uceﬁ most notizeable in rural aresas in

the 1U70's (Mrern et al,, 1979,-p.15), Certainly, in the s-~uth

Jrorweglan ¢ mwoned cossiderel here (the situatien in I"ertn o rvay

a8s yet to L investigatel, expaision i- ewpleymwent in educaticn,

. v ’
To tagie ne Brzampie, a3 a* 33 1eas*t “he nati/na%/rate vetacer. 1377

an- ;972/7 1n tié rmest rural of .hec more than tnat (352, 1978%,
02505 12804, 5§7;5 1726 DPedb; 1975¢, 1.61; 19792, |,60). In
- @ N

the countir:;: a5 a whille tre distrivuticn of teaciing pusts betusen
’ (

2275 (though ail” the ta8j.i citics sheved a very slight relative

. : a
decline), during wiich time there wac a ve€ry slight (verall prowth

’
/ 4

(831, 1978a, 1. 42, L3003, 1435, Similarly, a verl,, slight decent-

ralisatipﬂ of tate employees has *alen place cver the sane perio’
555, 1978e, e 795 10kve, L.73), Lt secms lilcly, therefcre, that
employment opportunit ics, especially in the fastest grovwing ocecup-
t¢tions, nhave SAU.n‘a greater increase in rural areas in the 1u70's

than in tN® 10605, and in some sectors grauti hac been at the

ndtional rate .,r even higler,

. - 7These,char;es in the ooccupaticnal structd;% of rura} areas. are

going some wey towards uringing about the conditions which for a
long time rave been thought necessary if out-migration were te bo
reduceé. The.most 1mportanf‘requi£gments,it was argued, were jobs,
68p?ci&11y for young pcoylelantering empl?yment Tor the figgt tine,

However, there were two schools ojé%buughf a5 to what kinds of johs

L

s

o




(Oberg, 1574, PP.338-302) ,
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9~ N
there}should ba; <
The first maintained that geographical mebility cculd be 1imit ed

il employment opportunitics linked to the local €cdenony, the example

H . ¢ ) . f .. . .
wag fisniing and fish processing, and indegendent of hqusehold econ-

onic units were Ceveloped, c. that 35 many young eople as possible

coﬁid g%tain dn ircome without Zes-s irg their.home locality (Brox,
1J7la, pp. 44 - T4 Br;i; 1071%, pe87.., ~he secinq School of .
thought, "aszuciate” it those who(fuought 5¢ne ircrease in tie lévgl
~f urbacisation neﬂcu,ary, went furiler ani argucad thas i+ was no%

v

P

) .
. .. ~ . e B . -~ ~ - -~ h “ X
JUust tile nunber . “ols tha* uwas im,riant, tut that a ringe U
catizce of Loeulatir anl € pl yer sni:1d be available (5T, meld, nr,av
! ’ ed

(1285-27), L4225  sh.mcld. nr.17 (1272-727, p.22; =D 89, 1.6, Le171),

s . . - ‘| . , .- N .
This view woul? a.rear t be relate? t- the witesiread lelief ¢that

v

it was tae m.37 uaieﬂ*e' who left, due tc tre scarcit; f ¢ _portun-

~
“

> N ~
ities fir advancenen . ifi rurad areas, . '

Cemmen t¢ beth these apprcaéhe:’is a, c'ﬁ%%ﬁtioﬁ cf jols, e&ploy—
mert niches, in demograpﬂio tercs, s a tuesticn of “quers, ol
matching the numuer of people tc the number ¢l ;<bsy cor jubs of a
certdin t¥pe (Wallir, 1578, PP4BUB-I13), An example of this line of

thinking was a series .t estimates mare using Suedish data of hou
: B S

lonz it -would be noecesstry t. waity~ on average, until jols of d4iff-

erent types, repuiring varying amounts of training andg education,
became available in'difTerent localities., It was found, as expected,
that average w?iting times were particularly long, even infinite,

fof the most highly skilled occupations in the most rupal areas
A ~

Bbth tiiese approac“es JMould appear to stem fron implicitly eruat-
ing net wigration loss with total uut-muvemant but w?etherrgr not

this 1is so, 8 wmore serious «bJection1c&n be raised tc, them. The
7

[}{U:xpansion of opportunities ror employment, and most particularly the
i oo enc / o




e . L

s

BN . __*?3__' S ' ‘_ \
< ’ ) £ ’

¢hange in the overall utﬂuoture doe; more than offer new tyves of

| wark, different working condluion53 ‘or even higher incomes, Ncwy”
.

employment opportunities such as thous. wnich have come into being

. iy rural areas in Norway- uver the past two decades also have diff-

erent LﬁtﬂGt sltuatloﬁBQAreckcl 1280, p.526; Lockwbéd, 1958, p.ib\

frem those whigh the;r replace. The routes which lead to Jcnupatlonal
, et M . o
poSiticns (and teyond them), and the ‘congditions 1mposeﬂ ca. thoesa

seeking entry are netlonger the same ag those\yhich~8pplieﬂ vhen
> * . .

primary ccc@p&tions pred.rinated, &4 new set cf closed sucial relat-
. . o N
ioashi sz (Weber, 1 yo ).46) is graoualW" taking over frem the 14

cie, It is even JOPOCIJGDIG that net increasc ir, emplcyment enort-

unitiés can lave the apparcntly paradox;caf 20ns evuepce ot mere

\))

local residents find i< neccessary to seck work elss Gwherg, . Thens is -

el . *
takins place a change in vwiat Shils calls "the allocaticn cf opsor-

-/
tunity for access” (8: ils, 1078, p.103), ana whichh I shall r_fer to

, - AN
as the access strugture (see Tichelscn, 1980, pp,10-11), . .
The rursl access structure \

The ccncept of aCFCSu utrucﬁhrfgls related to that of ollorﬁunit" ﬁ}
structure.‘ The structure or o%joct%yc oppor unitics in a given locw-
ality consists of the opportunities wil h cxist in the locality, tog-
ether with those which are availablc to the inhabitants elscuhcre
(Brox, 1972, Ure55=59), Tovever opportunitics in a 1ocalitJ are not
idemtical with chvortunities LTor the Anhabitants n that locality,
:ﬁ’tne "demographic" apg;oahn to incneasiné\opportunities seens to.
imply, ”hepe iS ne reag:n why this shoulg be laas true in the coun-

"tryside¢ than in thé?%uwns aad citics in whicn rurgllcut—migrants

find enyloyment,

. .
The effcet of the changing cecupational structure in rural areag
has been to reyplacc occupational niches, and earocrs, tn which accocs

© "8s gained oy virtue of qualifications 1inked to ‘the locality, not-

ERIC 1 - U , -
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: abf§\$inshipeby nevlener 8 which e-try is ragulated by qualif lvdtaons

21»\
. s / o
wiich are uanCTSall" obta¢nablu and ﬁnzfcrsall" valid Thu§ the

¥ -

local oﬁportunW”v_ Ph“t“rﬁ is ¢ls30 part of the natlo} al ov>ort1n1uj

| . - oot
structure, and in srincinlc o.6n to anyoni, This is 3¢ clearly
» -

X apparentslp t“e c43e cf professional rniches, to which acnsess is
P e »
: nsually 3iined Ly,compefi:ion LLCaE applicamts'posse;qlzﬁ the anpyr-~ .
. 5 -
Opria;c férmgl qual;ricaggon:, but sipilar, {7 less forsz, Lroc.cd-
ufcs.are sa3e” fC’Pésllate AC2uB5 to other rnizhes 1oc, nere are

O/POPTN1TIZE DAL the crtati.. &0 ne s nicres in Survise yrovicicen

4 - T e PN s - - s L
~and retail srade, Lut sh.ital na e€xprriis. are roquired

.I

then, Tt muet ra” O Anslicd cans r4ra* dwel.ers dc nct LosSsess

U &7% net alone in doins S., thorsferpot AL

n

S
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arcas s(cee L, 5, 70 Crthe, 1980, .29 Lunl., 1480, pp.09-100),
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' Turnover and access

Houwcwver, w.ailt the creaticf of new oco upéilicnal niches uisht ex
vlain why people frou outside neve inte an arew, 1t does not explain
wWhy the nunier who move cut &gein continucs to be alnost ac large,
~he exylanation would seeﬁ ratier, to lie¢ in certain of the ¢harac-

O teristics of thenew niches.
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¢ Until “round 1950 a very large proportica of niches in rural arcas
“aere of the kind wlich, once entered, uerc occupicd for an cntire
. 42}

working 1lifcdl, or led tc sucli 2 niche - Onc¢ indication is thut, in
S
Skjervgy, for example, in 19?§§ twe third of the occupationally

. active wopulation was g¢ither sell-eaployed or worled in sone rainily

R

erterprises only one third were erplovees (S3%, ‘956, @fOQO—QB\
'3y 1960 ab.ut twe thirds were employees (S35, undotcd &, 0.6). and
bj 1970 {he cyuivalent provcrticr, allowing for changes in the
claszification, sas abcut 80¢ (38, 1T7s, 248, ~his puans thet

= .
the occupants of tlese niclus can exo a5 ge cnc.for,anothar, end

.

7111 continue in “the sare oceups.tion or career,

- Ll e 1] 3 ° 3 ry 3
Tne ccntrast etween declining ard growing occupeticns is clearly
srown even “»y tle a5 yet limited data availa‘le at “he lccal lewvcl
]
-(sz far -aly for Sklerv{r and Lyngdal, and ~lassified oy industry,
not oeoupaticon).  The numier of meves nmade w7 those workin: in tha
rrimary sest.r is very 1o cocpared sith employmer in tie sector
J ’
the nunter ol moves made Ly *those in the service sccteor 15 high in
. - . ‘\1 . '
relation im er;l-oyment; the other scotorsMdis tetucen these extrercs,

A)

Further coopariscn with the linked census data (Jnicn shovs the
number of jeoplc in each 3cctor who werc resident in each counpune in
196G vwho were no lon,cer resident‘there in 197C and the occupationally
active in 1970 vwho were reésident elsewnere in 1060) nakes it clear
that , wnile the low level offnoverent by thusc in the privary
secter mitht bLe due to the spall nuober of wmovers, the onposite s
hardly true o0 the ser<vice sector, There the 1ével of movenent is
C¢xplained Ly the large number of poves nade as éoupnred uith thé
nunter of niches uhich had changed occuptnts netween 1960 and 1970,
which 1s *o say tha* sone of theu hag changed occupants scveral tincs,

/Again the remainlng scetors take uE?an ﬁntermediatc pogition (B33,
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d, €; D€ 6ertzberg, 10690¢ pp,83,88; Migraticn notifications, -

- ¥ < fa

kjervgy; 196g- ~1965), , . . S ’

~ ~

The high level of turnovcr in the scrvice sector is e¢vidence of

the effects of growing nurbers ‘of occuyaticnal niches in'rural areas
7

which form part of a nlararcny of pos;tlons in 8 wider systor (Shils,

¥

~1975, p.96), or what White calls vacancy chains (1972, p.17)., Local
. .

positions are only stages, or statioms (see aggve,p.s), which for .
s , )
. PR ~ T o T d
some, perhaps many, of* their occup8nts will just be steppinr places

in a ‘career patn, Tﬂﬁ,opportunity To pursue an entire career (dn
‘ . 03 § . - -
the sense of vrosressing with experience) in one. place ‘has ovecone

Lore rare,, .

‘e

Howevey, ceareer uoves of this tr though thev npight aogoun*'for
| ’ s 5

[}

2 considerable proportl n OL turnover in the service sect-r and the

] .
}ocalityr py no means ex.lain all of it, What is umore, the occurrence
of non-career moves in other occupational groups- ghould be a warn-
ing not 4o agsunc too readily that all moves by professionals are
career moves either. The ovidence’ from Norway agzrees with Wylie's —
findings that turnover, or flowtﬁ}ough, consists predotinantly of
those in the highest &nd lovest sooio—?conomid strata (Vylie, 1966,
P+168). These are the ones which predoninate in the servicq\sector,

tut arc less¥well represented in other sectors, -

4

ligration data for Skjervgy showed that”the largest group of.
ooétpationally active in-migrants, after professionals, consisted
of those in service occupations, and there were almost as many in
,similar oocupations in the trade secton, These moves do not repre-
’senﬁ stages ih earescrs, except to a vch linited extent, but
umuﬁmoftenéthe eyohange of one niche for a 81milar one elsewhere,
The .move is 'horizontsl" rather than "vertical® uithinfg career

23)
o Nderarchy, However, in spite of this 1ack of progression, moves,

ERIC .
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sometines of considerable distances, are made to ob®™in such empl-=

-

R oyment, or change Jobs, wven wh en this “might secu uinecessary; the

occupatlons of the 1n~m1gran ts to Skjervdy just relferred to vere of

a:n 1denilcal kind to those held by the\{gr~euu 3ingle group 01

Feturning Skyervgy nigrants while ther werc resident outside tho

commune(ﬁigration notifications, Skjervgy, 1962-1965),

s
LI L

In two respects this evidenos contiravcncs conventi@hal Wisdon,

The jattem of mewes does not cceforn to thet assuned oxjtqe "dem: =

grapaic' a. roach to LPovision of occupaticnal cpportunitics, What

’

*1s more, moves cr: made even uhen e do not appear to result in

trn ITuprovenent :in Foolus or 1oc wu, wnd such noves s not\gonfincd

to Jutt o few cas;s\TET?} the assuuutions of Lrex, 1.7la, .7I-15),

I

’y

There w14 hovsver, secm to be JErallels nere with the asterns
’ . o)

e

¢l freauent moverent fourd a%ang serv:nts’ang faru workers in
24 :

ecrlicy ulIGS » indedd, in. nany scérvice occupations the work done
. is that of = eﬂ"*wus, aibeit 1 a different social context, Vhere

the _rezern” situ ugtion. ni ht Leraals Giffer 1s in the greater desree

of sermentatiin thers has dc veloped within toisvsection or the occ-

~
updtional structure (Gordon, 1972, uel34), Thot is to say, the jobs
. within it cre less interchangeatle tuan formexly, «nd Jdifferent

acceess criteria are éppl@ﬁf in different seguents, r£na adegrec of
Ny
/,#hnizop?al exclusion? (Krecxcl, 190U, 1.530) is applied between occ-

upations, Thus while the nigler ¢ vwpenings in any "cgmenv is lin-

itecd, the neceualuj to move to £ind une night be increas®ing:,
4 !

Recent patterns of movement

.

This intervpretaticn of paetterns 9f novement in terus of the chan-
J

_~ glng pattern of cmployment in aral areus as a result of structural

‘rationalisation, is QerfCCulj conpauible w1th the pattems of nove-

ment which have been oLservecd in the 1970's
2 4
lZRJ(:that the highest levels of mobility, and in particular, the highest
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levels of in- dhd out-movement in rmral areas, phdﬁgh at the sane
» tiﬁ% relatively smaljl ﬁet gains (sec'ﬁbovc p.é) wers accounted for
by migrants betWGeﬂ.the ages of 20 and 29 (net gains appearing first
frow age 25)," Even in tic 15-1. age group, previously characterised
, By highwet out~migratioﬁ, net "losses arpe slight compared with grosa '
movexent (some of this change is duse éo increased participation in
education at thesc ages). Aga;n it vill be recalled that a vartic—

ularly/high broportion of those 4in professipnal and technical ocQup~-

-

-

ations i5 also found in the 25-29 ae é;ouu, and between age 20 and
. - 24 the proportion is 8lso. relatively high (sec above Pel2). .In /
othei fords, it is guite conccivable that it_is those sane peppleeL
whoyaccount‘for the ﬁigh levels’ of back and forth bovement in that,
age groug, for the proportion‘BfLoccupationally active mpvers Qho
are in that group is greater than its share of the occupationally -
active population &s a whole (305 ccmpared with 13.,6%; 885, 1974a, "<
PP.459-271), That highly educated peopie are found to nge a high

wobility rate in these age groups nekes the interpriﬁ9&iop still

.
more pleusible, ‘ _::!p~ ,

, 1)
Table 3. Estimated nobility br age and educational lefel (wma72),

. A&e
\ : 2024 25-29 30-39 40-54 5574 ]
: .2 '
Persons with higher education 25 68 19 7 245
Total population 16 A 5~ , 1.5 1

<) Completed high school plus &t least 1) years specialised sducation

or training. .
- Source: 8GB, 1977c, De704 ' (// P : .

13 Nunmber of movcrs as g percentage of the total number in the group,

[}

%
As sowe of the evidence above has shown, nany more people than
¥
professionals are moving in and out of rural arcas, therefore total
wobllity is not by any means ¢xplained by the woves of high.status

people in eareor hierarchies. But the apparent ingrease in noves

lijkjf this type, and the oorresppndfgg)shift in the age structure of

IToxt Provided by ERI
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mjgrants, indicates that relativcly, they are becomiﬁg

creasingly
important, Given ‘the net gain which résults; this mizht pggeét

that this is due to an increase in the nunber af'people in technical

and professional occupations resident in rural apess at any onetyime.

«

What%s 8t11l not becn explained by the data and arguments whgch.

have beeh presented is why the pattems of mevement which have bden
. ™

analysed result in nc¢t migration pain. There are, hoWever, certain

- .o ¥
*ndications of what the oxp;anatgbns night he, -

Firstly, in'the'age sroups in which there is a net nigration

goin nore of the misrants aro likely to have more dependents (chil~
dren, or nore cnildren, and in séme casess é spouse not in full-

tine en_loyment): than in the young adult age groujs vhich have a

net migration loss, Thiz could explein the ne£ in~migr;tion of
children. Thus @ niche which'is oécupied Ly an in-nigrant ageé
betﬁ%en 25 and 39 will génerally increase the popultition by more

. ;
than it will decrease as the result of the departure of a younger

person to occupy 2 niche clsewhere,

-

A further factor is that “the replacementk in numerical terus, of
niches in the primary sector may resulft in in-migration, but this
need not be counter-belanced Ly out-migretion g? the occupants of
those niches which diseppear at the time they disappear, Tho vace
ation of & nichec due to deatl or retirement, which is how %this nost

commonly occurs in the primary sector (see above pell), has no

8frfect on migration, though it may obvidusly affect population size.

Ve Such/;ffect as the disappearance of thesc nichcs has had on migr-

ation happened sooner, when the progpective heir decided to take
[ )

up. soné other occupation, if that involved noving elsevhere, It

wou%d seem likely that moveés of this type were already bacoming

26
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fewer by 1§70, as by 19%9 over half of all fa&rn holders were already
aged 50 or more‘(SSB, 1972, pp.62-63;. and §66 note 19), There is
thus as it were a %ime lag beuneen‘out-mlgratlgi due to nhe dl‘&pp—
éarance of old occupatlonaI*nlcnes and in—mlgratinn due to !Reir

replacement by new ones Wthh does not‘shon in the occupatlonalf

statlsh}cs, but which might have begun to affect migration Tigures
in the 1970's »

&* v

.t ~ )

There is also thg possibllity that opportunltles 1n rural areas are
increasing, though this has ¥et to be Gstabllshed, and that the g
slackening of denand on the labour market means that opportunlties
which exist® are more likely to be explaited than prevwoule. That
tne increase in 1n—mlgrants relative “to out—mlgrants night be expl-
ained hy pIefurences for rural living is, however, moreydoubtful.

In order for such preferences to be realiscd a means nmust ba found
to make a living in the dountr&side. ﬁhis would sug.'est rather
that preferencss influence vwho seeks ou? rural opportunities, and .

only to a lesser oxtent how meny actually move,

Bven teakinrs all the possible explanations together, the amount of

- net in- movemenu to rural areag’ tnev could account for is quite

modest ﬁowsvep,Gas I he¥e shown" above,(p. ), this movemént ig
modest, espesfally when COmpared with the Yolume of movementjlnto
villaass in nnich commuters ha%g/;a;an up residence, There would
also appear to be a «reater turnovcr of residents in the:'lattsr ¥
(Pahl, 1965, Ds14; Brunt, 19743 p.2ox, compg§bd with more rura}

areas, On°the other hand in&relatibn ta their numbers, incomers

to rural areas ml&ht be more noticeahble in the local. societ;, for

: unlike commuters (if not thelr entire households), pcople who move

.

.to remoter rural aroas generally also work there, They therS&fore

'I:R\ﬂ: form- part of one of the most important sub~systems in the 1local

~
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sgcieﬁy, and are par&}cularly numerous in a part of it which hasg
recently increased in sizo, However, the .relationship betveen new-
comers and. cha ange in this sub-gyetem is not a "simple one,
It tends to be assumed that the development of locailgocial'systems,
and presumably theif mainten;nce, i5 dependent on fhc continuity
of residencg oL the ma jority of the local population (Stacey, 1969;
v 9.141). This woulgd suggest that z contlnuge turnover of migrants
could uoteny*allv‘bc a scurce of instability,. cven disruption!
Yylic has arjpued that theré can be an apjpearance of stablllty even
thougn there is a cantinual flowthrough or nigrants if there is a
”corc”“populaulwn 01 contimious residents (Wylie, 19)6, pp.zlz,‘BSS)
Yhich maintaine the essential frangyorv of society, ”hose who pass
througn flt 1nto Hrc-exlothg'poqitlona in tnls framevork for the
'd“ratlon of thelr residence, and when they leave, ther are sucoeedéd
by others sipilar to thenselves, Incidental evidence suggests that
j&even th; gtability of the coré is illusory, that it depends n5% S50

mich on a corginuity of individuals as of positions, When an older

,ifesident dics anagher takes on that person's position in the local .

N \\.

society (Wylie, 1954, p.343), Also in this réespect there is a flow- /

» * - ' i
through or turgsver. .

+

This view of wovement through sets of positions is in keeping with
lTadel's concepilon of the social structure as con31st1ng of a system,
or network, ol relationships between role33th?ough which’indzv;duals
pass, rather than Interrelatfionships within a "concrete populatio;”
(Nadel,wﬂ957, pp.11—12\. White goes a stcp ﬂur{her to suggest that
the structure is the - .result ol .movement, as he hypothesises Ma strue-
L 'tu?e of positigns emerges ag the gkelcxon deposited by, that is tho-
' residue in culturals terms Trom, repetitive ‘enactment of orderly nete
works of relations among mwen' (and, one might add, women)(White,1970, }

o

EKC 329), ‘ 28 . -
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It is precisely this'"repetitive enactment" which has been broken ,

L

by structural ratiénalisation. Many of the o1ld positions iﬁ the

‘ 1] 1]
‘local égcio—economic sub-systen have dmsaapoared while new ones e

4

have ccme into being, L00ul soclety hus bﬁcome more differentiated
(3aug stad—LarseJ 1980, p4R95), not only in consumption pattems

t and life s‘tyles, but in 31% ways in .:vhich L;eople Qarn a lgving
within the local society itsclf, Thus in one very important erea
the grounds for commonvintarests'have been very considerubly red-

uced (c.f, Morirn, 1970, ©e136, on & sinilar development in Brittany),

~

Cneé cannot, however, equate new positions ﬁith incomers and tran-

L 4

sient residents andg old, or declining, positions with local peopla,
If, as I nave suggested above (p.22), those currently in low status

service occupatkons are the gucéeSSQrs,of'the Servants and farn
workers of forner timés, then they might be oonéidcred as flop-
throush which occupiéé positions in the existing structure which

’ are betoming fewer (service employmeﬁgyis declining)., On. the other

,

hand, many new poslitiocAs in office work, and sone in 4dministration,

4

/

are filled by local peoyle, Even the p081t10ns at the uupcr status‘,
levels in relatively mobile occupations are by no meens the exclus-
ive preserve of outsiders, though they night predonminate,- Pather,
it is the pew PelatldnShlpS which have developed da!bto tne changas
in the struoture Of positions wiigh has rasultcd in increased q;ff—
erentiation, that “sons of these positions are occupied-by incouers
. and transients nmight nerely be g contributory factor. In commuter
- villages incomers édded new positions to an existing social system,
' g}sewhere 1t has becn the growth of neyw positions which has-aenabled
the entry of. newcomers at different points within the local society,
The part which turnover movement, by migr&&ts ag vwell as that due

to age sucoession," plays in this process is the cementation of the

hew soclo-economic structure which has gradually emerged in recent

Q dGO&dGB. N 4 \“/ 2‘(}
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v ) . . Notes - “ .
» J
1) This section is based m Nicholsen (1981) chapter 2, .

2) Defined as living outside & settlement with 200 or more inhab-
itants, o

3) The Housing Survey of 1967 showed that 489 of those interviened
prcferred living in rural areas, that is outside villages., However
wilen the 43.5% of the sample living in those ayreas is oexcluded,
the proportion is only 24% (in 0slo 27¢), Sinilarly 28% preferred
to live in villages with no more than 2 000 inhabitants, though
only 13 of thosé not already Iiving there (58B,1968b, p.86), Per-
- centages of subdivisions of the sample are recalculations from -
the published {igures, - 3 ’ '

% .

4) The number of moves per year which cross a conmune boundary

L per 1 000 of papulation, The figures referred to here are those
which have been adjusted to allow for boundary changes during the 2 \L
period under consideration,

5) GCalculated from 38B, 197Qa, P.<9; 1979Y, pp.36-37; 1980b,
D:.56—57. ) )

6‘)'1 rhese statements are based on a comparisen of the total mQves
in end out ol cach of nine.ca%egories of compunes in 1973 and 1979
given in published stetistics (S35, 1974b, pp.62-63; 1980a, pp.76-

" 79). It should, however, be noted that there is & certain, possibly
cumu@ative, underregistration of noves, which is-updated in census -5
years \(see SSB, 1975a, p.29\4gx Comparison of movepent in these N
latter with those immediateiy preceeding and succeeding for a '
nunber of rural connuhes Suggests that out-umovement is undercounted

. to 2 greater degrec than in-movemen®, and this would tend to

: exaggerate the scale of the reversal of migration trends,

7) It is olso necessary tb remember that over 504 of moves from
towns Yre to other towns, end & still higher proportion of moves
originating in the countryside also terminate there (888, 1974a,
P.101; 1968a, p.29), ‘ ( .

8) . The excess also includes registered out-moves by children born
after 1960, and in-movenent by people who died before 1970, How-
eéver some of those resident in 1960 would only recently have arri-~
ved, and som¢ of those resident in 1970 would dleacve again, )

9) .Rather less for the in-wigrants referred to here, see Nicholson,
1571, p«120, g

10) This term refers to anyone ‘born outside a given comomune,

) 11) As these figures are fop the resident population, they are un-
likely to be unduly.inflated by the construction sworkers and others
who might have been temporarily rvesiderdt during the reconstruction (
period after the Jecond World War,. \

12) These figures apply to the three communes which make up all .
but a small part of the present commune of Lyngdal, 1In spite of
the well-known back and fort movement between this part of Norway
and the United States, léss%han 2¢% of thd population at both

O daates was born in that country,

ERIC . L .
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12) Unlike some other countrics, migration of people of pension-
able age (67 and over) is of uinor importance, it amounts to 1¢ss
-than 4% ol uoveuent and only about 5% of the net gain in rurcl areas,
that is less than any other age group with a net gain,

N

14) The greater yart of the vopulation or a small jlace on the opnp-—
osite sxde ol .the sound, abandoned in the 1950's, noved to the
village ol Sizjervdy, .

15) It is cstimated that there was a nev out-mizration of 344
n8tives frono the village of Skjervgy between 1946 and 1065, com-
ared with 8 ne¢t gain of 304 people fron elsewhere (Fichneclsen, 1981,
“o1endix II), Sone of those latter would doubtloss move out again,
vrobably to ¢ replaced by other oufsiders, An esctincto based on

incorplete tarulations of linked census data indicates = ci:ilarp

[t

discrepancy teiween thos: who had movéd to the village of Sitjervdy

from otier conrunes, and those wWho 043 loved 0ut wetwoes 1060 and
1970 (533, unpublished), .

1 I have Tollowed cprvesticnalNorwesisn mractice
wining, and juarryine and huilding ard construction in
in t

A
znd ot in to

2 including
! ' _ the secondary,
S privary and tertiary secisrs res.ectivel

e
cordirn,; tc anclicr scurce, which is acs rlic

e agpiroxitate progortions in the yrimary, sccondar

swctons respectively in L0707 wete- 8,6%, 2..2¢ and 67 27333

1980e, pp.C3-€7;.

18, Soze ol the increas.

s diC to the classification.of rarried
worer WCriiing in family businesscs as occuraticnally aative in 197,
Jit not so in 1035 (850, 1070b, DelZ), . .(
19) & survey §n 1087 ghowed tnet im one of the Bonmunes sged 2s an
cxam,le herc, Amli-in south Norway, on 70% of the farrs with a
aolder aged TU or o%er (167 farns, there‘were 229 farnms in all)
’Eherg Wib no 5uccessor, or 3utcessicr was doubiful (RoLbestad, 1967,
0.18), .

20) an analogous situation is thet of the éxclusion, of local
peorle fronx a housing mariet wilen depand Trom outside Tu3nes up

Pl
L

Syrices, and c.f, the.effect of incomers on fare prices (Forsythe,

Q

ERIC
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1980, 1.293),
21) Recgulations governing tne alloeation of credit and sunsi
the primary industries, cee 8.8+ ITOU 1974: 26, n.248,

Nopoce similar critopia on traditionzl niches,
22) I% i3 important to note¢ herc that the vast omajoritr of Iloru-
eglar farmers own their land, there arc very few tenant farrners,

145 in

(&N

23) It is necessary to make clear tnat "horizontal" refers ™ wmoves
within an entire socfety, and not' merely within a locality, as in
Warrens use of the congent (Warren, 1963, p.240). The implication
that extra-local, tormed vertical, linkagos incvitably jnvolve tho
locality in a subordinate power relationsiip to the wider scciety
would scem to derive from an -over-literal interprctation of Shils!
concepts, first published in 1962,. of vertical and horizontal
integration (Snils, 1075, p.93), =

- . // . .
24) The evidencoc here,tﬁ’from other coclcti€s (sce dicheclson, 19060,
P.4; Wylie,, 19066, PP.163-164), howsver a refcrence to circular,
short-distance movements between rural locelitics in the early nine--
teenth century (Koren & Engen, 1973, D, 89) suggests that the comp—
arison made hers is & valid one, 3

. 1]
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