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Out-Migration of Inner Copenhagen

Out-migration of Inner Copenhagen is the subjechisf study. With a starting point in geographical
and sociological ‘city-theoretization’, this studyn to explore relevant concepts and develop a
framework for further investigation, especiallytbé phenomenon of out-migration from Inner
Copenhagen today.

Recent Empirical Research

Recent research carried out by AKF and SBI (Chifistsen 2002 and 2003, SBI and AKF 2001)
concludes that during the last 20 years econonticities and jobs in Denmark have concentrated
more and more in a few strong center-regions. Tgindbe last ten years an even further concentration
has emerged. Now these metropolitan-areas ardltienainating economic growth centers in
Denmark. Surprisingly, this concentration of jolnsl @conomic activities has not caused a
corresponding concentration of settlements. Orctimtrary, the netto immigration to the metropolitan
areas has decreased. Meanwhile, the areal extewisiba metropolitan housing market, and the areas
from where people commute, has extended outwaldsfarmer frontiers of the metropolitan region
have collapsed, and new settlement patterns amtegasing level of commuting has caused the
metropolitan areas now to be said to include thentes of West-Sealand and Storstrgm. These two
counties have experienced an increased netto-imatiogr while the former metropolitan area around
the capital of Copenhagen has experienced a dedreagtto-immigration (Christoffersen 2002).
These migration processes are believed to relateteased commuting and a general growth in rural-
urban-linkages. Historically, life in the countrgsior the ‘remote’ rural areas has been describeaha
opposition to life in the city. These dichotomieswmndissolve as settlement and attachment to a local
community does not last for life any longer. Furthere, local communities (if they ever existed® ar
said to be dissolving because of commuting andusecemore and more shopping and spare-time
occupations now take place outside the local coniimuBy crossing the borderlines of “the



countryside” and “the city”, people nowadays meeanultiple ways/situations; as colleagues, at the
fitness club, in university etc. and in these vasigettings they have the possibilities to geovell
experiences (ibid.).

Improved infrastructures and (it-) technologicaighways” which increase the possibilities for
commuting and for working from home furthermoreateenew options for the choice of where to live.
Today the choice of dwelling area is not so muaksed by the job market as the housing market, and
newcomers are more attracted to “good places &3 than to opportunistic job markets (Christofferse
2002).

The Porous City

These empirical processes | want to try out agamse theoretical considerations of the development
of cities and the dissolution of the rural-urbankditomy. The concept of ‘the porous city’, develdpe
by Amin and Thrift (2002), describes cities as rerkg and relationships between places and across
space rather than delimited homogeneous entitlesiricrease in the human mobility has caused a
time-space-compression, and the rural-urban link&gee grown stronger. If one tries to define the
inner and outer limits of a city, the entities faflart. Amin and Thrift criticize the human ecokigj

who saw the cities as organisms. In oppositiomd, they claim thafThe city is everywhere and in
everything(Amin and Thrift 2002 P.1). As such, contemporeities are not systems with their own
internal coherence, and the limits of the citiegehaecome permeable and extended both
geographically and sociallffihe city has no completeness, no center, no fiagd.dnstead, it is an
amalgam of often disjointed processes and soci@rbgeneity, a place of near and far connections, a
concentration of rhythms; always edging in new ciens(Amin and Thrift 2002, p.8).

Another researcher in this field, Doreen Masseg,diso been engaged to studies of these social and
spatial processes. Still, she has a more genensgpgetive as she is not only studying rural-urban
linkages, but also focuses on relationships betvpdsres and individuals’ uses and perceptions of
space and place. Especially in “The conceptuatimatil place” from 1995 Massey writes on
globalization and the increasing mobility of hunmangs; how these processes affect our
understanding of place and space. As Massey poinpsaces have been perceived as delimited
entities with specific characteristics, as welkasalled localized communities. But in the mosergc
period of globalization and the hereto related tspace-compressions this image of place has been
challengedThe old settled coherence of 'the locals’ may seebe disrupted. Everywhere seems to
become 'a melting po{fMassey 1994 p.46). Or as she stated in 1884idealized) notion of an era
when places where (supposedly) inhabited by cobharshhomogeneous communities is set against
the current fragmentation and disruptigilassey 1994 p.146). Massey developed a metaphach



(partly) describes this development; ‘the actigpace’ That is the various spaces a single agent (a
person, a firm etc.) covers through networks anifies. As Massey puts it herselfhe activity

space of something is the spatial network of larkd activities, of spatial connections and of |omas,
within which a particular agent operaté$995, p.54). Thus, the activity space of a sipgleson e.g.
describes the everyday movements from home to dagester, to work, to shopping areas, to houses
of friends. It furthermore describes the breakthese daily rhythms when a person or a family moves
to new places nearby as well as further away. Atgor discussion in Masseys theoretical
considerations is the question whether relatiorsstogplaces the individual or agent has not visited
directly (but e.g. reached indirectly through coetiens and networks (mail, tele, it etc.) to remote
areas) are parts of the activity spaces. Massdgsviihe idea of activity spaces is not a precise
theoretical concept: there are no rules about wherdraw the cut-off point around a company’s
activities or influence, for instance. Rather iisheuristic device’ (a useful tool) to help usara
particular way of thinking about the spatial orgaation of societyMassey 1995 p.55Yhe point is

that activity spaces of people in general haveadtesl out and become more complex. Bearing this
point in mind, places located in ‘the porous cgliould be understood as porous and @rehas

defined in relation to other places.

On the other hand side, Massey argues as wellltbairocesses of time-space compression and
mobility do not happen to everyone, that is, nargwsingle person experiences these processes the
same way and to the same extent. In other wordsnit the activity spaces e¥eryhuman being that
are being enlarged. Variations among agents magmikpn where in the world the agent is located in
the world. According to Massey, the time-space-c@sgion is mainly a western phenomenon. Around
the world, we can find peoples who kot experience an increase in mobility and globalrgegon.

But also inside of western societies, there isreetyaof experiences of mobility and time-space-
compression. Thus we have to consider that thesmgses depend on socio-economic conditions —
wether the individual has the economic and sociphbilities to increase mobility and become part of
the development. Gender and race are other parnentletd influence the potential for mobility and
thereby the possible experience of the time-spaogueession. Still, it is not only about having the
capability to become mobile. It is also very mublowt having the capability to take advantage of the
increased mobility, to choose or not to choose titgpand to have the power to somehow rule the
movementsDifferent social groups have distinct relationshtpghis anyway differentiated mobility:
some people are more in charge of it than otheymesinitiate flows and movement, others don't;
some are more on the receiving-end of it than sth®wme are effectively imprisoned b{Miassey

1994 p.149)



These (and many more) studies of ‘the porous amgbility and the dissolution of the rural-urban
dichotomy causes my curiosity in the quality ok'thorous city’: Is it porous at all? And to whomitis
porous?

How to Conceptualize and Analyze ‘the Porous City’? Elements of a Framework

In their proposal of how to conceptualize ‘the pgraity’ Amin and Thrift focus on concrete daily
social processes and actioWge turn to another urbanism that emphasizes tlyeasita place of
mobility, flow and everyday practices, and whicade cities from their recurrent phenomenological
patterns(Amin and Thrift 2002 p.7)They criticize contemporary urbanists (e.g. Han&gja, Sennett,
and Castells) for trying to make (over) generaiaat of the city, and point in another direction
towards theorists trying to overcome generalizatioy capturing everyday life in the cities. In this
approach focus on everyday life is seen as a wagtter understand what can not possibly be exposed
through theoretical abstractions and generalizatiparspectives alone. Through an ‘everyday-
urbanism’ Amin and Thrift make an image of citissmaore complex, dynamic and less demarcated. In
their attempt to create an understanding of anryelag/-urbanism’ they make use of three metaphors;
transitivity, rhythms and footprint3he first is transitivity, which marks the spatsaid temporal
openness of the city. The second captures thagityplace of manifold rhythms, forged throughyail
encounters and multiple experiences of time andespehe third notes the city as footprints: impsint
from the past, the daily tracks of movement acrasd,links beyond the cifAmin and Thrift 2002

p.9). By means of these metaphors Amin and Thr&fate an image of cities as formed by use and
history, as open and porous and as characterizéaytiyms in various timescales. To me, the
‘everyday-urbanism’ and the three related metapimake it possible to identify the identity of cglie
and places as never fixed, as variating from tiongnte, as formed by active people and as related t
other sometimes rather remote places. | am inspiyetlis ‘everyday-urbanism’ when providing a
conceptual framework that shall serve as the stegppingstones of my study.

Another important source of inspiration to my framoek derives from Massey’s theories on space and
place. | will take my point of departure in heranmgent on the ways various individuals experience
mobility and places. As every single human being diferent patterns of movements, different
histories, different experiences, and belongsfferdint social groupings, they experience the aitg
places in the city in different ways. Amin and Thtiry to capture the rhythms and complexity ofe'th
city’ as a spatial object, whereas Massey is moreerned with a phenomenological understanding of
how the individual agents perceive places. EvenghcAmin and Thrift are criticizing other urbanists
of their attempt to generalize the city, Amin artatit could be criticized for doing the same. In my
point of view, a conceptualization and better ustierding of ‘the porous city’ must also be concdrne
with the ways in which single individuals use amugeive their places.



In an earlier paper, | proposed a four-dimensiomadle! of an analytical understanding of space
inspired by Simonsen and Lefebvre (Aner 2002)hls imodel, | distinguish between a structural level
of space and an individual level of place. The usidading of place as related to an individual leve
close to the perspective (as) Mazanti (2002) takben focusing on an understanding of place from
within, and this is the perspective | take herghienmodel, | furthermore distinguish between ceter
and abstract dimensions of place (and space). dinerete aspects of place, | consider to be the
physical structures of places, practices in plaaed,social relationships in and interactions betwe
places. The abstract aspects of places, | integgrghaginations, perceivings and discourses akpla
identities of places, and individuals’ identifiaati with places. This is also known as an individual
‘sense of place’. A number of theorists are engagelifferent aspects of the ‘sense of place’ (M#gss
1994 and 1995, Rose 1995, Simonsen 1993 and 19845 E985). For Massey, a ‘sense of place’
includes emotional attachment to places, the seingeesence certain places evoke, as well as tlys wa
humans identify themselves with and relate to wexiplaces. In this light, places of residence are
infused with meaning by the social relationship®agipeople who live there. The abstract and
concrete aspects of places are so to speak daalgtielated to each other. As such, the practfdée
inhabitants actively creates and recreates placeat the same time places can be perceived as a
physical setting or condition for the practice loé residents.

Relating these latter mentioned aspects of indalighlace relations to an everyday perspective alow
us more clearly to consider the everyday perspeets/connected to the individual level (even though
every single individual belongs to different growgrsl are located in a specific social context).
Furthermore, | believe the everyday practice aedetreryday movements are important tools for
understanding how different senses of place artede

Everyday Perspectives

In the following section | will first of all make larief overview of a few perspectives which haverbe
objects for discussions in the literature on evapife. Afterwards, | will try to outline, how end to
work with an everyday perspective.

According to Felski (1999-2000) everyday life if@guent subject in contemporary research. Sh#, s
finds it remarkable, that the concept rarely isdledefined and there are very few referenceléo t
comprehensive literature on everyday life. Felgki$ that one reason why everyday life is so often
used as an approach to different research togiesgeneral frustration about and reaction agaarst
abstract theories on “the social”. In this conr@tveryday life is seen as a valuable and relevant
approach, which is concerned with a concrete lamdlwhich illustrates reality. But everyday lifeas



theoretical and analytical concept is unclear dffetdlt to identify and delimit:At first glance,

everyday life seems to be everywhere, yet nowBepause it has no clear boundaries, it is diffi¢alt
identify (Felski 1999-2000 p.15). Furthermore, Felski natest the existing literature on everyday life
is working on a philosophical and abstract level Qertau, Lefebvre, Luckas, Heidegger, Heller,
Habermas), while she herself finds it very diffictd generalize over such a diverse phenomendmeas t
everyday life — especially when taking the larggatéon of human life into consideration.

Everyday Life and Authentic Life Contrasted

In the literature, a negative view of the everytfgyis often expressed. Especially Lefebvre and
Heidegger expresses an antipathy for the everyfigyak both of them generally describe the typical
everyday life as routinized, banal, stationary ahdo value in opposition to “the authentic lifehweh

is characterized by reflection and progress (Beraret Watson). With this, Lefebvre and Heidegger
create a dichotomy between everyday life and “titbentic life” in which the everyday life is
associated with the working class and women whieauthentic life to some extent is associated with
the researchers themselves. As mentioned everifday looked upon as unconscious practices and
routines while the authentic life is regarded diective and well considered actions. The authdifec

is characterized by more progressive and innovattt®ns and as containing a potential for movement
and change, while the everyday life is seen amataty and cyclic (Felski 1999-2000, Bennett and
Watson)} As a reaction to this formulation of the everydiég; as an opposition to the authentic life,
Felski argues for an alternative definition, desed in the following.

Felski’'s Everyday Life

Felski creates a definition of the everyday lifedascribed by three concepts: Repetition, sense of
home and habit. These three concepts form a mucé pasitive (or neutral) view of the everyday life
than e.g. than the one of Lefebvre. In Felski’'spective, the everyday is a temporal term. Everyday
life does not refer to the singular and unique,tbwhat happens day after day. Still, she claimas t
everyday life is not only repetitive but also hias potentiality to change. As she writébe

temporality of everyday life is internally compléxcombines repetition and linearity, recurrencighw
forward movemen1999-2000 p.21)But while everyday life thus is associated witspacific
temporality it is not necessarily associated wiipacific locality or space. In Felski’'s understiagd
the everyday life includes a variety of differepaises (the workplace, the home, the mall) as vgell a
diverse forms of movements through space. StMes® researchers have located the everyday life
only in the home. It is from home the everyday tdkes its departure, and it is to home, we redtirn
the end of the day. But according to Felski, ormughnot apprehend home only as a geographically

! Please bear in mind that this short presentatiomuite do justice to the theories in case. Theua theories on
everyday life contain much more complex and nuamveds of, what everyday life is like.



unity but also as a metaphysically symbol — a sefig@me in the world, and she writéscording to
Heller, familiarity is an everyday need, and famniify combines with the promise of protection and
warmth to create the positive everyday associatairisome1999-2000 p.22)The temporality and the
sense of home in the everyday life are deeply aciedeo the habits of everyday life; habits andydai
routines are creating a sense of safetiness and.hom

Everyday versus Strategic Practice

To sum up, the everyday life can be described ad hdppens day after day. The everyday practice as
such, is a temporal concept because preciselgrtparality is what defines it. In opposition to the
everyday practice we may put the strategic praclibe strategic practice has an influence on the
longue duree. It is characterized by having a goain objective and the strategic practice is dateith

by reflexivity. But still, the everyday practicedathe strategic practice are intertwined because th
everyday practice may as well have a goal, andttiagegic practice could possibly be unconsciowss. A
also noticed it is very difficult to make a distilon between routinized and strategic practices and
unconscious and reflective practices. SimonsenjL&®ugh has developed an analytical and artificia
distinction, and | carry inspiration from this dinsttion into my project. In this, | tend to make an
analytical distinction between everyday practicksty routines and repetitions (this part will be
further developed by the inspiration of Lefebvr®2%nd 2002, de Certau 1984, Heller 1984), and
strategic practices, which is related to the momgadrtant choices families are making, i.e. for egham
when they decide to move (this part will be furtdewveloped by inspiration of Bech-Jgrgensen 1997,
Simonsen 1993). Both in everyday practices andrategjic practices every single individual and
family experiences some limitations and possik#itfGiddens 1984, Bourdieu 1997, Bech-Jgrgensen
1997). In my point of view it is in this combinati@f everyday-practice, strategic practice, linntas

and possibilities the decision to move and thetmeaf a sense of place best can be understood. |
believe a focus on the everyday practice providesuith an image of how single individuals
experience ‘the porous city’. A focus on the styateractice, | believe, provides me with a better
understanding of the reasons for moving out of @bpgen and thereby how (if) the rural-urban
dichotomy is dissolving. Even though | analyticaligtinguish between everyday practice and strategi
practice, the interplay between these two will beious in the project.

Outline of the Study

In the wake of these theoretical consideratioms|l Inow turn back to the empirical level and on#i
how | endeavour to come closer to a better undsaistg of what ‘the porous city’ and the rural-urban
linkages are like. First of all, my research questiare having their background in both empirical a
theoretical considerations:



Research Questions:

What is the out-migration from Inner Copenhagen like?
What is the proportion of the out-migration frorm&m Copenhagen? What types of families moves
where to? How do migrants choose their new areassodence?

How does everyday life differ in various types of @elling areas?
What are the differences among various agentdatioae to mobility and activity-space, networking
and community-building and expectations to, andfation with the area?

Methodology:

The project consists of two parts. The first par iquantitative study of the pattern of out-migrat
from inner Copenhagen and the question about whestw where. The second part, further
investigates on a qualitative basis how differgpes of families make their choice of where to live
Furthermore, the qualitative study will examine hitve families use their area of residence and how
their senses of place are created. Both the qatiméitand the qualitative parts are sharing the
relationship between the everyday-practice angkhee of resident as an analytical focus.

The Quantitative Study:

In the quantitative study, | hold the thesis, tifngt composition of the family (single or couplenther
of children etc.), age and ethnicity does haveyaicant influence on everyday life and housing
preferences. Earnings in this connection, is urtdedsas a material basic condition of the everyday
life - a possibility or a limitation for the choia# residence. The decision of/about which varialite
include in the study derives from this thesis. Phepose is, through multivariate factor analyss, t
define different types of families. Hereby, it betwes possible to investigate where different tydes o
families move to. The time-span of the analysthéslast ten years. From the pattern revealedl| | wi
point out two or three case-areas, in which | (@il carry out the qualitative research. The plagds
be chosen (because) on basis of e.g. significarigds in in-migration during the ten-year periadf o
e.g. the in-migration to a certain place is totdibminated by one type of families.

The Qualitative Study:
In the case-areas, | conduct qualitative interviaith people who have recently moved into the area.
The overall objective is to gain a better undemditagn of the choices families make, when deciding to



move. In other words, how families navigate considetheir possibilities, limitations, dreams and
wishes. Another objective of the qualitative stiglyo gain a better understanding of, what the
everyday life is like in different types of neighbbboods — and also what the neighbourhood means in
relation to the everyday life of the families. lmgt connection, the everyday practice as an acalyti
focus has two objectives — on the one hand sidéate the reason for the choice of residence (the
strategic practice) and on the other to clarifydbe and sense of place. As such, the choice of
residence and the senses of place of the famiigesesen in a broad framework.

My line of action is first to focus on the concretgpects of place. Here the analytical focus is the
concrete use of the place, the mobility of the faasj the localization of the social networks of th
families etc. Inspired by Hagerstrand (Hagerstrd@d3, Friberg 1990, Marling..), | will map out the
time-geography of the families’ everyday practi€his mapping works as a starting point for a deeper
understanding of the quality of the everyday-mowvetsien this part of the analysis the concepts of
mobility and attachment to places are central,theg are exposed through questions of localizatfon
the relatives and social networks of the familtesjr thoughts of and possibility to commute, etc.

My second focus is the abstract aspects of placthig part of the study the housing preferences an
senses of place of the families are analyzed atiosl to their dreams and discourses of ‘a goodepla
to live’, their identification with and attachmetiot places. These concepts are exposed through
questions of where the respondents grew up, diseswand narratives of the specific place, the image
of places and the wishes to identify oneself whid place of residence. The concept ‘sense of piace’
central to this part of the analysis.

Alltogether this empirical and theoretical endeavains at providing a better understanding of

reasons behind the ongoing out-migration from Ir®@penhagen, the migration pattern and the
various forms everyday life takes in different gaot ‘the porous city’.
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