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fhere havc bccn at Ieest rbree important phases in the industrial
development of Finlend. The first was a period of ar,vakcning industrial-
ization fron the late nineteenth centun to thc Second World War.
Industrialization commenced after the mid-1800s, but deveiopment
lvas stil l slow up to thc first decades of this ccntury. 'fhe 

second phasc
mrght bc callcd a leap into the industrial r.orld, and this period covers
about thirn' years after thc Sccond Worlil Wlr. ' l hc industrial structurc
of our country changed during those thirtv )'ears es much as during e
huntired ycars in Nor."r,a1' and seventy ,vears in Swedcn. One reason
for this extrcmcll' rapid industrialization wts rhe payment of war
rcparations, w,hich !i,as possible onlv rvith the expansion of existing
jndustries and the crcation of new fields and products. Thc third
phase strrted in the 70s entailing transformation of a mainlv industrial
and serv ice societ ) ' in to an in format ion socic tv .  Todal ' the ncrv technol ,

l
I
t_

9 5



og)' !!ith its ril micr,rp roce ssors is coming into every sphere of li ie
and rhc most  markc. i  change is  s t i l l  to  comc.

All thcse pcriods cen be clcarly discernc.l in the coursc uf time lnd
t io 'e lopment .  I r igurcs 1-5 inJ icate changes of  industr ies s ince thc
ninetctnth century i rnd ' lab les 1-3 t lcscr i l rc  nr ig t l t ion s t rcanrs.  , \ f tcr
thc slorv industriai do'elopmcnt up to thc 1940s both the manufactural
and scrr icc inr lust r ies increascr i  vcn st rongl ; .  Thc; 'e l r  1960 is  a k :nd
of  turn ing point ,  the propor t ion of  nr lnufactura l  and serv jce industr ics
then reaching that of thc primary inclustrl '. l lach ol thcse scctots
lccountcc l  for  a th i r r l  o f  the countr r 's  to ta l  l lbour  forcc.  Ihe culvcs
also inc l icate ln  in tercst ing fe l turc ,  namely th l r  manufactur ing industr l
ncver  e-rceeded the two othcr  cun cs.  This  means that  in  a sensc Fin land
skippcd tlircctll fronr .rn agricultura) socicty over the mrnufacrulal
phase into thc scr-vicc. Most clcarlt this can be secn in thc less dcvel
oped parts of thc countr\', i.e. in northern and eastcrn Finland ln
Ahvcnlnmar.  und not  at  r r l l  in  sduthern F in land.  Of  coursc.  th is  is
partlv onlv a manncr of spcaking, becausc in fact the manufactural
industrv rvas ol grcatcst importancc for thc dcvelopment of the socrcti'.

In  thc 1960s thc courscs of  rhc cur ' l ts  d ivcrgcd.  The propurr iun
of thc scrvicc industries continucd grou'ing, rcaching almost sixtl
pcr  cent  in  1983.  Around thc 1 'car  1970 th is  incre lse rv ls  duc to thc
porver fu l  grorvth o i  rhc publ ic  secror ,  but  thc cn, l  o f  thc 1970s rnd
the beginning of  thc 80s can be associated rathcr  u i th  thc repid dcvel
opmcnt  of  ne\ \ '  technolog\ ' .  In  othcr  rvotds rvc s teppcd in t r . '  a  phase
ot thc in f ornrltion society'.

Erch period is characterized bv some particuiar featurcs of migra
t ion st rc . rms.  T. rb lcs 1 '5  ind icatc tb l t  a l reaJy in  the n inctcenth cen-
tury urban communities gaincd nanl more migrants than thcr" lost.
' lhc p loccss \ \ent  ( )n in  the twcnt ic th ccntun.  The 60s r r ls  a pcr ioc l
of strong nligr.ltiolt. as \!'rls il lso the bcginning of the 7Os. This pcri<.rd
has b. :cn n icknanrcc l  the mld )ears of  migrat ion jn  l in lund.  [ t  can
also bc seen ils thc closing periotl ol the leap intc.r a real industrial
soc iet t .  ln  rhc mid scvent i ts  thc s i tuat ic . rn changc. l .  l -hc urban com-
muni t ies wcre on thc rveragc no longcr  thc rv inners;  thc rura l  cummuni
t ics g l incc l  nrorc movers thal t  thc\ '  lost  ( f r r r  reg ional  var ia t rons sce
l 'eb lc  2)-  The phenomcnon is  uni lcrsa l ,  s , rmet imes cal le t l  a  countcr-
urbaniz l t ion process in t l icat ing . - rn incrc ls ing. t t t racrron to r rcas c. ruts ide
big ccntres.  I t  shoul r l  perh lps bc n)( -nt ioncd that  sparsc l l  populated
ereas r l rc  s t i l l  iosers,  though not  rs  badl r '  as ear l ier .  Thc fo l lor r ing
f igures t lescr ibe the cont inuat ion of  thc conccntrat ion proccss:  the
prop{) r t i { )n  r - ,1  peopl t  l i r . ing in  conur) rat ions r ras 55.9 per  ccnt  in  I960,
64.1 per  cent  ten ycars le tcr : rnd 72.1 pcr  ccnr  in  i980.

In thc f i . r l lorv ing thc thrce pcr iods * i l l  be s tudied in  grcater  dera i l .
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Figure 1. Economicolly Aclive Populotion in Finlond
by lndustry, 1820-1983

Figure 2.

Economicolly Aciive Populotion in Southern Finlond by Industry
1890-r983

Provinces ol Uusimoo, Turku-Pori, Hdme ond Kymi
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Figure 3. Economicolly Active t Oil"rt6:jdlr-'O-Fintond by Industry
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Figure 4.

Economicolly Active Populoiion in Northem ond Eostarn Finlond by Industry
r890-1985

Provinces of Loplond, Oulu ond Pohiois-Koriolo

, . , , - -><  
- - ' - -

rr.o

Provinces of Vooso, Keski-Suomi. Kuopio ond Mikkeli
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Figure 5.
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Economicolv Aclive Pooulotlon in Province of Ahv€nonmoo
by Induslry, 1920 198J

Tab le  l .  l n t c rna l  m ig ra t i on  i n  F in l l nd  1881 '1980
(aDnua l  ave rage  pe r  l 0o0 )1

Mlgr l r t lon

t o  c o m m u n i t \

urDen r l l  rat

I,hgretlr)n

from conrmuni ty

Net mrgrat lon

u rL:r n

+ 2 1
+ 2 2
+ 1 9
+ 1 1

+ 1 0

+ 1 3
+ 1 1

+ 6
- l

5 2
5 7
5 7

6+
5 l

6 0
)at

1 6
2 0
2 0
2 2
2 0

4 1

J 9
+0
3 8

ur  ban

3 1
3 5
3 7
3 5
l 6
+ i

3 8
+ 9
) l

nr ral

1 9
22
2 3

2 3
3 9
44

49
48
3 7

rurrl

-2
-2

l
2
3

-3
-7
-9

7
+ 1

lThe f igures do not ioclude movements from the arcas ceded to thc Soviet Union

afrer the Second World War. Since 1951 smell  country towns arc included in
urban commuocs; prcviously thel belonged in scarist ical terms ro (he rurt l  com-
munes. 

- l  
he f igures for thc 30s arc so high because the; parr ly ref lect the t ighrening

of penalt ies j f  movements werc not promtly registered'by the migrlnt;  thus some
who had nloved in the 20s registered themselves ln the 30s.
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Table 2. Intcrnal net migration io l inland 1955 - 1980 by province

urban
1955-60 +15
1961-65 +18

1966-70 +11
1971-75 +9
1976-80 +2

Hime

urban
+ 1 4

+ 8
+ 1 0

+ 9
-2

Vaasa

ufban
+ 1 2
+ 1 6

+ 7

+ 3
+ 2

Kymi
urban

+ 1 2
+ 8
+ 5

4

Oulu
urban

+  1 8
+24
+ 8
+ 3
-3

Mikkeli
urban rural

+  1 1  - t 6

+ 18 -2O

+9 -20

+8 '19

+ 3

Uusimaa Turku-Pori Ahvenanmaa
nrral urban rural urban rural

+  1 3  - 1 0  + 4 0 -7

+ 1 5

+ 1 1

+ 9

rural
-8
-9

- 1

rural
. l u

-9
-10

rural

-9
-3

-10

+ 1

rural
- 1 1
- l )

-16
- l )

-1

+ 1 9

+  1 6

+ 1 0

- 1 1  + 2 4  - 1 0
- 9  + 2 3  + 1 3
- 5  +  1 6 + 4

North Karel ia

- 2  + 1  + 4  + 1 0

Kuopio Central Finland

urban rur.r l  urban ru ral
+ 9  - 1 6  + 2 2  8

+ 1 )  - O

Lapland
urban rural

+ 1 4 -31955-60
1 9 6 1 {  5
1966-70
1,9'.t 1-7 5
1976-80

urban
+ 1 1

+ 1 3

+ 1 2
+ 1 0

- l

rural

-5

'25  +15 -21  +2O '15
+ 6  - 2 O  + 1 0  - 1 3

+4 -12
-4 -3

+ 3 -5

+3  -16

U . J

Table 3. Emigration from Finland to North America 1880-1981
(Source: lnst i tute of Migrarion 1984)

1880-1899 83  048
1900-1919 23r OO7
1920-1939 64 373
19+0-1959 21 358
1960-1981 9  413

emrgtan$



Awakenine industrialization

Thc nineteenth century brought proccss rvhich started an accclerating
migration in Finland. The natural growth of the landless rvorkcr popu-
lation was rapid already in the carly 1800s. This is partly duc to legis-
lation and a gcneral custom to leave thc form to only one heir. ln the
midtlle of thc century ervakening industrialization involvcd changes
causing increasing pressure torvards a grcatcr regional mobilitl '. Irirst,
laws u'cre passed lifting bans on migration, occupational mobility and
industrial activity. Second, thc cxisting system protecting the landless
population rvithout permanent cmpioyment rvas abolishcd. Up til l
then anybody rvithout permancnt rvork had to be under protcction of
an cconomically independent pcrson. In other words the dependant
rvas obliged to work for somcbodf in order to earn his living. 'Ihe

s\.'stem guarantecd a neccssary but low level of living conditions and
et thc samc timc tied the person in qucstion to t ccrt.tin |l.rce. Not'
cvcrybody \,vas frec to move, but the incibient in dustrializ ation brought
rvith it obstecles for the landlcss pt-rpulatic.rn to make a living in thc
countryside. lndustrialization incrcascd the demand for rvood, rcsul-
ting in higher priccs of this rlu'material. As a consequcncc landorvncrs
\\'erc n.rt ri ' i l l ing to let cottrges rvith a right to use tinbcr to thc landless
popuhtion. At the samc timc rvages wcrc gradualll going up, while
on thc othcr  hand thc number of  machines incrcascd,  dccrcasing the
denand for'rvorkcrs on thc farns. Manufacture d products ',vere llso
u'orsening the earning possibilitrcs of craftsmen.

As a resuit of thcse and other processes thc amount of thc so-
callcd rclativc ovcrpopulation ' definecl as a population rvithout land or
pernanent \!ork started to movc from thc countrysidc to to\\'ns
and citics and abroad, this cspccieilv in thc lltc 1800s. Thc trvo biggest
southcrn c i t ics ,  V i ipur i  and Hcls in l< i ,  ga inei l  movcrs main ly  l rom
cirs tcrn par ts  o l  F in l lnL i ,  r r  h i le  the cnr igr l t ion s t rcams to Nor th Amer
ica came main l r  l ronr  \ \ 'c fs t ( ' rn  rnd nor thcrn par ts  o l  the countr \ ' .

Rur l i  areas lost  400 000 of  thc i r  populat ion in  the pcr iod 18131
-  1939 -  onl1 thc rur l l  r tcas of  thc pror incc of  V i ipur i  ga incd rnorc
migrants than thcv lost. '[hc rcal loscrs \\erc thc rurll lreas of the
prov inr :cs o l  Kuopio,  ' lurku Por i  ( inc luding r \hvenanmaa),  Vrasa,
Hr imc enr l  Kyni  ( in  th is  ordcr) .  At  the samc t imc (1894-1930)  about
250 000 emigrenls  ie l t  thc prov inces o1 \ 'eusa,  TLrrku Por i  and Oulu
( inc l .  Leplanr i )  main lv  lbr  th i :  Uni tcd Starcs most  of  thcm f rom
rura l  arcas.  Al together  dur ing th is  pcr iod the number of  emigrants was
more than 320 00O. on11,  . l3  000 rc turn ing to I . in l lnd (Vi r tancn 1979,
66) .  '1 'hc prov inces o1 \ r les l  en i l  Turku Por i ,  i .c .  lhc prov inrcs on



the western coast .  lost  populat ion more thtn the othcr  ereas in  l i in land
both as in tcrnal  outmignr t ion and cmigrat ion.  For  cx lmple in  somc
communi t ics of  thc prov ince of  Vaasa thc lnnual  pcrccntagc of  emi-
grrnts  \ \as cvcn morc than 1.5 percent  out  of  thc ' ,vholc  populat ion
(Kero 1974) .

-An rnteresung qucstion is t'hy so nran1, people cnrigratcd to
North America lnd cspccialh' from thc \!cstcrn coast, the provincc o{
Vaasa, and northcrn FinianJ. .,\ good expitnarion is givcn bv Anna'
[ ,cena ' Io ivonen (1963)  conccrn ing thc emigrat ion f rom southcrn
Ostrobothni l  ( l i tc l i  Pohjanmaa).  ln  the la te 1 i300s thc chanel l ing of
wetcr routcs and construction ol thc rli lr."'ay ncftr'ork transfcrretl the
main cconomic rc t i \ , i ty  f r ( )m \ rcst  to  south,  l rom thc Gul i  o f  l l r ) thn ie
to the Clu l f  o f  F in lend.  Thc r ivcr  vr l lc ls  of  Bothnia,  uhich uscd to be
in ln  excel lcnt  economic posi t ion dur ing the o l t l  per iod of  agr icu l rurc
lnd nr lnuf , rc turc,  u 'crc  le f t  outs idc thc main economic dcvc lopmcnt
and hr t i  tLr  \ r r tCh f ror1 l  16.  pcr iphc4 thr :  cstabl ishment  of  ncrr  in
dustrrel ccntrcs and the incre.rsing prospcritv of thosc inlanri ,,vh r.r
scre able to use thcir tinrirer. In Osrrobothnit tar production had
rctlucccl thc forests anJ uith them opportunities to takc advant:rgc
of  the c. rpent l ing t imbe r industr r , ' .  Tar  product ion,  shrpbui ld ing and
shipping hld rcndcreil thc pcoplc of Ostrobothnia vital, readl for
initiative lnti coopcrrtion. Whcn tirr:r' no,,v heard of the country in
the \\'est l ith ll l its opportunitics to nakc noner', thc1, r.'"ere, unde r
thesc frustraling circumstanccs, morc thirn rcacly to go. I'his elcment of
f rust r t ion is  cspccia l l r "  cmphasized by Yl ikangas (1981,  225-237) ,
rvho points  out  that  becausc of  tar  product ion and thc sh ipping in-
dustry a strong entcrprising spirit \!as elread) crcatcd in the arca
before the pcr iod o l  industr ia l izat ion.  ' lhc lcvel  o i  prosper in '  rvas
also aliovc thc average of the countrr'. In these circumstanccs the
col lapsc of  economic oppor tuni t l  d id  indcet l  br ing in tensc f rust rat ion.
rnd i t  \ !as th is ,  togethcr  u i th  thc t rudi t ional  readiness to rc t  i f  nccdcd,
rvh ich madc so rnanv movc far  lu . r \ 'ovcr  thc sca.

Leap into a real industrial society

' l  
he  rcpr r ra t ions  pevab l r :  a l tc r  thc  Se cond Wor ld  War  se t  indus t r ia l

acr iy i t v  n roy ing  verv  qu ick l \ .  I , i xpans ion  o f  ex is t ing  indusr r i (s  \ \as
neet le r i ,  as  rvc l l  as  thc  c rea t ion  o f  ncu ,  f i c lds  and produc ts . - Ihc  change
in  indus t r ia l  s l ruc tu re  tas  a l rcad t  ind ica tcd  in  I i igures  1-5 .  I lo rvever ,
no t  on lv  thc  indus t r ia l  s t ruc tu rc  underucnt  merked changcs ;  a lso

the rvholc socictv dcvcloped rapidlv, crhcrging as a senicc society in



the 60s (scc I r igures l -5)  l  h is  developncnr  involved r  k ind of  innova-
t ion \ rave resul t ing in  nanv inpor tant  rcne\ \ ,a ls  such as the rc form of
the school svstem, university degree courses, housing programs, the
heal th care systcm, rcg ion.r l  p lanning lnd pol ic" .

,\long rvith thesc innovative r':forrns other mrtcriirl changes
rverc unt ier  wi ry .  t r l ]ss cr rntnrunic l l i ( )n  l tec lnrc t lore r l icc t i rc  -  for
exanrp lc  fV sets wcrc s ; r rcr t l  a l l  o ! ( r  thc countr ) ' ,  thc t r tnsp, ' r r . r t i , rn
ncnvork t lcvel , :ped rapidJv,  gcncra l  prospcr i t f  incrcased ete.

Borh innovetivc rnd meterial espccts of dcvelopncnt werc con
ccntratt'd in urban centrcs. A surfeced r.rad nctrvork lcaJing to thesc
ccntres \ \ . ls  in  f lc t  construcrcd in  a verv shor t  pcr iod.  Thc rur . t l  areas of
thc counnl \\'crc n()\\' flcctl , 'rith th( thrcat oi itttrilction to industri.rl
anrl r.rrl ';rn socictl '. In tbcsc circunrstlnccs thcy \\'crc nr)I rl)le to
competr  wi th  thc urban i r re ls  in  suppl r ing jobs,  cducat ion and othcr
mcans of pronroting ec,rnomic and social living conditions. ,\ mlss
movcnent from the countrysidc, cspccill ly from sparsch populated
pi r r ts .  t ( )  urban centres commcncct l .  In  sonrc conrmuni t i r ' .  , i . :n  rnorc
then hal l  o i  pcoplc  l iv ing outs ide thc rLcnscly  populatcd r rc . rs  r rovrr l
er rar .  I ior  cranplc  in  thr  nrunic ipal i t \  ( ) l  Raut i rva l r ra in  crs tcrn l i in l : rnd
thc nurr l rer  of  such pcoplc  dccreascr i  ln tm 1673 in  1960 to 22- i8  in
1980.  l I  is .  a lso s igni f ic rnt  that  whi lc  thc to ta l  popul . r t ion of  th is
munic ip l l i t r .  dcc l ined Lr1 t r ro thousand ( f rom 5457 to J4 lJ1)  in  thcsc
twcntv \ citrs, thc agglomcrltion incrcxrcJ its populatitin bt fr-,ur
hun. l rc , i  pcopl i ' .  in  r . r ther  r rorr ls  bv f i ic t  pe l  ccnr .

Supr isrnglv  cnough tbc nr igr r r ion s t rcams lcd nol  ( )n l )  to  urb ln
ccntrcs jn  I . in land but  a lso lbroad,  nrr in iv  to  Sucdcn.  , \ l together
s incc thc Sccond Wor l t l  War about  600 000 pcrsons hare emigrarcd.
sonc hel f  o f  thr :m rc turncd.  r \bout  c ighrv pcr  ccnt  of  thcse emigrants
novet l  to  S\r 'cden,  resp( 'e t ivc l r '  scventv pcr  cent  of  thosc uho camc
brck uerc f rom Sucdcn.  Thrcc phescs crn [ )c  sccn in  th is . 'nr igr . r t r , rn
a i tcr  thc Sccond \ \ ' , , r ' ld  Wlr :  1  )  cn igr . r r ion incre esc. l  sre edi lv  u i th
onlv  l i t t le  return ( t i l i  thc vcer  195 1) ,  2)  emigrat ion var ic , l  accord ing to
ccononr ic  t luctuat jc ins in  thc 1950s,  accc lcr i r t ing in  thc 60s.  ant l  thc
numbcr of  those rc turn in{  was ste i rd} ,  an. j  3)  thc levc l  o i  cnrgr l t ion
cvener l  out  in  thc 70s,  anJ r r t  thc bcginning of  thc declde the nunrbcr
of  thosc conr ing l rack cxccc, lc t l  thc nunrbcr  of  cmigr , rnts  ( , \ le jav l
1 9 7 9 ) .  l ' h c  p e a k  o l  c n r i u r u t i o n  q a s  l ! ) 6 9  -  1 9 7 0 .  r b o u t  t t O  0 0 0  l : i n n s
migrat ing to S." ledcn . rnd oniv  somc 17 0(X)  re turn ing.  l lor ' ,  bad tht
s i tuat jon real lv  urrs  is  r rc l l  dcscr i l red bv the fo l lorv ing f igures,dur ing
thcsc t$()  r .cars s ix  pcr  ccnt  o i  thc populat ion in  the pro! lnce ot
Lapland cnr igratet l  to  Srrcden,  four  pcr  ccnt  f ront  the {J ther  nor thern
pror  incc,  th : l t  o f  OuLu,  r rnd t \ \ 'o  prr  cent  o i  thc rvh i - , ie  popul :Lt ion in
Fin l lnd.  l lo ' , rcvcr ,  i ) ( t tcr  verrs  \ !cr (  to  comc in  the car ly '70s,  rvhcn
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the nunrber of returnees cxceeded that of emigranrs. The situarion
soon changed,  but  again ar  rhc l rcg inning of  rhe 80s rherc were more
returning than leaving the counrry. Figures 6 and 7 indicate that thc
peak of entigration fell on the year 1970, that of internal migration
rcspectiveiv on l9i 4.

Figure 6. intermunicipol Migrotion
In Finlond 1961-1980
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a !crgl:-g!3r-
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Figure 7. Mrgration between Finland and Sweden 1946 - 1982 (according to
Swcdish stat ist ics, source, Korkiasaari 1983)
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Migration in an information society

ln the mid-seventies the proportion of tertiary industries involved
over fiftv per cent of the economically active population in the countr\'.
That of secondan industrics startcd to decline and primary industries
reachcd their minimum levcl, somcrvhat ltrove ten per cent. Wc camc
to the stage of an information sociery nith rapid growth of sectors
concerned in one rvay or another rvith producing and mcdiating infor-
mation. Knowhow became a kc1'rvord, me aning an abilitl ' to makc use
of thc new technology. Fronr thc point of vicw of migrrtion the crucial
question was - and stil l is - how the new technology affccts the distri-
bution of jobs between diffcrent regions.

There are some perspect ivcs as to fu ture prospccts (VNK 1983) .
The grorvth of pro,.lucrion has been prcdicred to slow down somervhat
in all sectors in thc 8Os. 'I 'he samc tcndency seems to apply to produc-
tivin', but the use of new technology, as rvell as incrcasing investments in
machines and other technical facilities, lvill have the opposite effect.
The increased productivitl ' an.l decreased demand for labour causcd
bl these technological changcs are expectcd to manilest themselves
more markedly in the 90s. It is also cstimlted that thc new technologl.'
will remove about 100 000 jobs in manufacturing in the 80s but at thc
same time creatc .lt least 70 00O new jobs. A balancc betrveen this
demand for  and supplv  of  labour  c ln  be rcrched onl l  b l  t ra in ing and
educat ion and/or  bv migrat ion.

1'hough the number of jobs in tlevcloping areas havc increased
in recent years, thc unemplolment rate has gone up due to the in-
crelsetl supplv of voung labour. The situation rvill bc further lvorsened
bv the fact  that  labour  in tcns ivc industr ics * ' i l l  not  novc as much as
earlicr to dcveloping areas. Thjs is likelv to add to the pressurc torvards
outmigration. Other trcnds scem to be ,,vorking in thc same dircction.
Among the most  important  of  these arc pcrhaps development  t rcnc ls
in  thc senice inr lust r ics end in  u 'ork ing t inre.  As rve sarv in  I  igurcs
1-5,  serv ice in t iust r ies grcu quick l l  in  Jcveloping ercas (nor thcrn,
eastern and centrul parts ol li inland). Horvcvcr, the 'traditional'

sen'icc inilustrics arc not expected to continue thcir grorvth at the
samc rrlte. The most rapid grclu'th is anticipated in more modcrn
industr ies such ls  in iorml t ion corrmunic l t ion,  f inrnc ing lnd insurrnec
act iv i ty  end in  sectr r rs  scning commcrc ia l  rc t iv i tv ,  cspecia l l l '  Autonrr r t ic
Data Processing, Thesc industrjes tend to conccntratc in urban centrcs.

The shortcning of rvorking time is one possiblc nreans of allevi-
eting r-rncmplovnrcn t. Ho\\'r'vcr. its regional influenccs depend on che
nr turc and d ivc ls i tV of  ths industr i r l  s t ructure.  Thc c l 'cntual  incre. rsc

l-
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in employmcnt rvould fall mrinlr in thc mrnuflcturing and scrvicc
industr ics,  cspccia l l l  thc publ ic  sector  ( \ 'NK 1983) .  

' fhc supplcnrcn
t.rtion of shortcr torking timc' trr, increasing prc.rductivitl coulcl be
most efftctivclv achieved in industrialized arcas. From thc rcgional
point of vicu' thc demand for labour urruld grow nost in urban ccntres
lnd in  the agglorrerat ions of  munic ipal i t ics ,  rs  se l l  es in  the Plov jnce
of  Uusimaa (southern F in iand)  anr l  thc I lc ls ink i  , \ {e t ropol i t i in  r \ rea.
In these areas thc l lbour  a ' "  r r i lub lc  rvould not  l rc  able tomccrrgrcater
dcnrand.  A solut ion rvould b< r  nrorr  in tensrre nr igr . r r iun to thcsc
l l ICaS.

Thc net' tcchnologv makcs it pc.rssible trr proccss and transfcr
in format ion r ;u i tc  independcnt lv  of  the locat ion o l  jobs.  and of f ices
c. tn I rc  t lcccntr l l ized in to smi t l ]cr  un i t ics connccted u i th  cech othel  by
information trrnsfcr linkages. In principle l regional dcconcentnrrion
of  jobs should bc possib le.  Thc lcvel  o f  educl t ion and the r rb i l i ty  tcr
acccpt innovations arc fairly high in the devcloping arcas of thc
country ,  even f tom en in tcrnat ional  point  o f  v icw.  The prop() r t ion of

;'oung labour is rclativcly high, transportation .rnd conrrnunic.r tion
I inkages arc good throughout  thc countr l ' ,  - rs  is  the technica l  lnd
socja l  in f rest ructure.  ln  the Jcvc loping arcas thcrc are nrrnr  smal l
and medium s izc enterpr ises rvh ich are f lcx ih le in  adopt ing ncrv mcans
of  product ion and nerv products.  On thc negar ive s ide,  horvcver ,  therc
arc r lso manv dr f i icu l t ies such as poor  rcsourccs for  c t iuc i r t ion and
ret r ' . r in ing,  a ccr ta in jn f lex i i r i l i rv  of  thc cduc.r t ion svsten) .  r ! t r l r in ing
prc.rl.rlcms in thc casc of oldcr members ot rhc hbour tirrcc. organi-
zac ional  d i f f icu l r ies to  makc tht  nrost  of  thc ncrv technology,  outdated
technical i 'acilities of cntcrprises, insufficicnt research u,ork, poor
f inancia l  opporruni t ics (especra l l l  scarcc r iskv nroney)  and so on.

, , \ l l  thcsc and manr '  o thcr  th ings br ing r ;uest ions ot  tu turc
m i y r . r t i , , n  , l , r r r r r  ; , ,  t l r c  l , ' l l ( r \ \ r n E  p u r n l . .
I ) r ' i l l migrirtion stre rms go on at thc s.rnrc Lorv le vcl as thcr. havc

d()nc 1n r tc(nt  \  cars,
2\  l i l l  migr i r t ion to ur l )an ccntrcs ancl  thc southcrn par ts  of  thc

countlv accclcratc again rs ,. conscqucncc of dcvclopmcnt and
rrsc o l  the ncu tcchnologr ' .  rnJ

J )  n  i l l  migrr t ion acce lcrare in  thc lu turc but  main l l  in  thc form
of  jncreasc. l  occupat ional  nnd regionr l  nrobi l i tv  i ) l  more educatcd
s 'orkcrs arrd profcss ionals ,  not  onl t  to  ccntrcs and thc south
Lrut  a lso in  t 'ec iprocr l  c i rc lcs.  fh is  l l tc rnat iye could bc secn among
other  th ings ln  the grr r r l ing numbcr ot  rc turn migrants r rnd re
nr  igran rs  in  gencrr l .
' Ihcre fo l lou some empir ica l  resul ts  conccrn ing migrr r i , ,n  in

I r in land in  1981 (For  in tcrn i r l  migrat ion 1977-78 see c.g.  S i )der l ing
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1983).  The cmpir ic i r l  data contpr ise in  rhat  year  in termunic ip l l
m i g r u n r s  ( 1 9 3  8 4 7 )  i r n m i g r a t i o n  ( 1 5  7 6 8 )  a n , 1  e n r i g r a t i o n  i 1 0  0 4 1 ) .  I h c
dara ucre col lcctcd by the Centra l  Stat is t icr r l  Of f ice o l  F in land.  lhcrc
arc l lso data on thc semc persons as to thc i r  migrat ing or  not  migr t t ing
in the io l lowing vcar .  On th is  t r rs is  i t  is  possib lc  to  s tud)  rc turn migrrnrs
and other re -migmnts cluring rhcsc t\\'o lcirs. 

-l 'hc 
vc,rrs 198 1 encl

1982 crrn be regarr lec l  as an crr tmplc pcr iod of  the in i t i l l  phese in  thc
trensfcr to thc era of information technologr'.

In abscllute tcrms the main migration strcams are l)etween urbxn
cenl rcs.  but  i f  comparcd u i th  thc propor t ions of  thc to ta l  popul i r t ion
l iv ing in  rura l  i rnd urban arc. rs  the t rend rs  n() t  so obvious (scc l  ab le 4) .
Most clcarlt' this can be secn in urban-rural strcams, which arc stronger
than those in thc bppositc il ircction. Emigration to the Nordic
countrics \\'as grertest from urban centtcs.

thc i igurcs in , l icat ing the pr( )por t ions cr i  1982 return migrrnts
out  of  I  981 migmnts ?re o l  most  in terest  (Tablc  4) .  As to in t r ' rna l

Tah le -1 .  l n te rna l  m ig ra t i on  1981 ,  cm ig ra t i on  anc i  immig ra t i on  11181  end  p ropo r

t i , n  < r f  1982  r c tu rn  m ig r rn t s  r t nd  o the r  r c -m ig ren t :  I

o f  r vhom 1982
Migration 1981 1981 migrants

e ) return other

migranrs ( ' 'b) re-migrxncs (9i)

rural - ru r:rl

rural - uroan

rural - Nordic countr ies

rural - ( ,rhar cou ntr ies

urban - rurel

urban urban

u rban  -  No rd i c  coun t r i es

u rban  -  ( ) t ne r  c ( )un t r r { s

forcrgn c,runtr ies' rur.r l

foreign countr ics '  urban

{ 2 6  3 5 0 )
(+8  098)

(2  406)
(  + 3+)

( 4 9  I 3 + )
( ; 0  0 6 5 )
( j 046)
(  : 1 5 8 )

(  6  r  07)
(  e  6 6 1 )

l 2 . o
2 t . 9

1 . 1
0 . 2

2 2 . +
3 1 . 9

l 0

2 . 8

+. {J

1 4 . 0
2 . 6

+.6
+.8

7 . 1

9 . 7

9 )

o -r l

6 . i

6 . 6

r '  .2

+ . 7
3 . 8

1 0 . 5

10.7

total (2 t9  656) 1 0 0 . 0 5 . J
( r  l  689)

7 . 5
( r 6  5  7 3 )

l Return migrants are

o f  o r i g i n  1981 .  O thc r

1 9  8 2 .

defined as rhose who

rc-mlgrants ara those

rc tu rned  i n  1982  ( . J  r he  c ' ,mmunc

uho re migrated scrnrewherc else in

t_



migration, url)an migrants werc most likelv to return to their commune
of origin in 1982, thc precentagcs bcing 4.8 (urban - urban) and 4.6
(urban - rural). However, the differences beni,een all internal figures
are not so great. In errigration, on the other hand, the situarion is
d i f terent .About  f i f tcen per  cent  of  thcemigrants to  the Nordic  countr ies
(mainll ' to Sneden) came back during the next ycar. This percentagc is
highcr than that of intt-rnal migrants. On the average one out of trtcnty
out nrigrants (internal nrigrants. inrmigrants and enrigrants) returned to
their former home contmune or countrv after a short stay.

Table -l efTt-,rcis an opportunitl to construct the migr:rtion patterns
of returnees. [n relative tcrms rhe hierarch;' of popularity is as follorvs:

In tcrnal return
ongln
1 9 8 1

1.  'urban

L  f u f i

3 .  ' r u r a l

.1. 'rural

mrgr lnon Pat te rns:
Commune of
arrival
I98 r

- rural

-  urban
-  urban
-  rurr l

(  Rerurnees 4.8 per  cent
of the migrants

in th is  group)
( .1.6 per  cent)
(4.3 per  ccnt)
( 4 . 0  p c r  c c n t )

rcturn
1982

u ID iln

ru l t l '
ru rJ l '
r u r l l '

Morc mlrked tliffcrcnccs are horvcr,t:r secn in the international
migrr  t ion cheins,

Commune of  Countn of  Communc of
or ig in  1981 of  arr iva l  1981 rc turn 1982

1.  rura l  -  Nord ic  c( )untr ies -  rura l '  (Rcturnccs 1.1.0 pcr  cenr  r l1  the

2. 'rurar - .thcr c'untrie s - rurel' 
emigrants ': 

l;:i: '.t:l]
3 .  u r b l n  N o r c i i c  c , r u n t r i c s '  u r b a n '  ( 1 5 . 6 p e r c e n t )
.1 .  ur l tan -  o ther  countncs -  urbr tn (7.1 FCr ccnt)

Thesc nvo l is ts  ind icate rht t  cmigr l r ion in  I981 uas much morc a
mltter of 'visiting' th.rn rvas intcrnal migrltion. 1'hc figures trc very
s imi l r r  to  those r le  scr i l r ing rc turn n igranrs f rom S' , r  e  r . lcn (c .g.  Hcikk incn
197.1;  Kork iasal r i  1983) .  ; \ccord ing ro I le ikk incn 23 per  ccnt  of
rcturnees had st:L1 cd lcss than a Vcar in Sr,ctlcn in 1980. thc cor-r-cs
ponding perc( 'n tagc in  1981 being 17.

r \s  to  in ternal  n igr :Lt ion lab lc  4 ind icatcs rhat  in  rcrms ot  tora l
rc-migr l t ion rurr l  migrents \ \ ,cre i rs  act ivc. rs  urban.  Al though they
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did not come to their formcr homc conmune as often' thcy did migrate

further in 1982, cspecially those moving between rural communes.

The average re-migration percentage was about thirteen

Table 5. Average commune Percentage of 1982 return migrants ( internal and

international) b1' province and tvpe of communc

Province

Uusimaa
I urxu-rorl

Ahvenanmaa
Hime

Kymi

Mikkel i

North Karelia

Kuopio

Central Finland

Vaasa

Otrlu
Lapland

Total

urban

4.4

5 . 1
4 . 9
+.+

+.2
3 .9
) . J

o . l

7 .2
+.9

Type of commune

rural
4 . 5
+.+
5.0
3 . 9
1 . 5

4 .9

5 .7
5 . 3
7 . 1
4 .8

total

4 .4
5 . 0
A '

3 . 9
t . 3

4.8
) . 1

5 . 6
5 .4
7 .2
4 .8

AII return migration (internal lnd international) rvas most lively to the
provinces of Lapland (7.2 pcr cent of out-migrants as a commune
average) ,  Vaasa (5.6) ,  Oulu (5.4) ,  Nor th Kare l ia  (5.3)  and Ahvenanmaa
(5.0) (Table 5). All the provinces are traditional areas of out-migration
as also of emigrxtion (excl. North Karelia). Both urban centres and
rural xreas havc been attractive in thcse provinces. Map 1 shows the
level of rcturn migration b; commune. The rnost attractive communcs
secm to bc concentratcd in certain arcas, indicating some kind of
larger fields of attraction.

Tables 6 and 7 retlect thc tlrtr'rtion of unemployment a year before
migrating (1980) and thc socioeconomic status of the migrant popula
tion. As a general featurc particularly return migrants have suffered
mosr from unemployment. In the migration chain 'rural rural - rural -'

the situation has been rvorst, xs man)' as 17.5 per ccnt of all return
migrants in the group being uncrnpioved for at iest one month in
1980, fivc per cent even more than half a year. The uncmployment
rate among all migrants rvas about ten pcr cent, being higher than
that rmong all re-migrants. lt should bc noticed that Tables 6 and 7
inc lude a lso cconomical ly '  inrc t ive migrants.  t f  they rvere exc ludcd
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Mrp 1. I 'ercentages of 1982 return migrants out of al l  1981 migrants by
commu ne

Legcnd

no rcturn mlgrants

l -  j  unu".  3.o per ccnt

L  ]  r .  . r . epe rcen r

I  l t .  6 .epercen t
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I Table 6. Migrants'  socioeconomic starus and duration of unemployment by

M'gr r ron  I rom rur r l  coDnune

Io  ru ra l  o f  whonr  ro  u rban u f  whom

rn 1981 rc tu .n  o rh . r  rn  1081 rc rurn  o th . r

m,g .xn l r  ! .  n rLg .xn ts  m,g( rn rs  r .  n rLg . t rn6

, n  1 9 8 2  I n  1 9 8 2  , n  1 9 8 2  i n  1 9 8 , 1

( 2 6 . 1 5 0 )  ( 1 0 , 1 1 )  ( 2 5 1 . 1 )  ( 4 8  0 9 8 )  ( 2 0 8 1 )  ( 1 5 5 7 )

o . r  0 0  0 0  0 1  Q o  o l
0 9  1 0  0 ;  r J 9  ( r a  0 5

O' rD rccou Dr  $ , , rk . rs ,

aEr i .u l iu rc

Upp. . l cv . l  .n 'p l , )Y .es

Srn , . r  o f f , . , J ls  rnd  upp. r

Sc l ro r  o f f i c ra ls  and.mplo lees  rn

rc5 . r rch  and p txnn ing

Sm, , r  o f i rc r i l i  ,nd  enp lo \  c .s  , .

eJuc i I ! ,n  and l ' ! ' n jng

Lo$<r lcve l  empl . \  ees

! i .nca l !nd  e lc .  work .6

$ork lng  independcndy

Clc .cd l  rnd  s r lc \  worke6

W, , .kc6 ,n  ig lc0 l tu re  e  rL

Mr iu t r . ru r ing  s ! rk r6
( ) rh . r  Indus ln r l  \u rk r rs

Workc6, r  de lvor )

S IUnrnMnd tup ' l i

I  t ) r r l

D u n 0 o n . i  u n r  m p l , , !  n r . D I  i n  l 9 8 L )

U n . m p l o v c d ,  l 2  n r  o n  t h s

. l 4

. 5 0
' '  

. t t . l

1 . , t  r L

t I
1 l

2 . 1

1 . 7

l l
3 1

5 1

l o
6 . 1

l 9
l 9

0 . 7

0 4

3 0
l 0

t 8

t 1

1 , 2
l / -

2 t

L ]

5 1
l l

1 l

5 0

L . i
5 . 4

86 1
1 5
l +
2 2
l l
0 3

0 .8
l o

0 9  0 . 9

1 8

l 9

2 3
2 9

5 . 8

l . ;
5 . 2

l 1

l l
2 )

2 2

5 5

I t t
+ 5

2 . 7

l l
2 . 9

t :

5 . 2

1 3
5 5

. + 1  7 l  + 8

t +  : r  l ; . t  I  I  . )
.1.6 6.1 - r  +
1 6  6 1  4 4
6 1  5 . 9  6 6
4 n  1 6  ) , -

t l 2  1 9 0  l l l  I
2 2 3  1 6 9  1 8  l

1 0 0  0  1 0 0  0  1 0 0  0

90 I IJ2 I
3 0  6 2
2 5  3 l
1 5  2 . i
1 6  5 . 2

lor l . (J  10(r  0

1 5  2 0  1 8
l l 8  1 1 . 9  l 0  i
4 . 8  6 . 2  +  I
. l . l i  6 l  , l . l

6 .6 9.3 6 .1
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lo0 0 loo 0 lo l l  o

t 9 5  8 5 6
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T:ble 7. Migtants'  socioeconomic starus and dural ion of unemployment by
migration pattcrn

Mrgraoon f ronr  u rban commune

ro turil di \r hoDl

, .  l98 i  rc ru rn  ( ' thc r

mlg .an ts  r t  m 'g ran ts

r n  1 9 8 2  , n  1 9 8 2

r .  u rban o f  *hom

, n  l 9 8 l  r e t u . n  o t h r r

murants  rc 'm,g(anrs

n 1e82J_12!L

I t o  0 6 t )  ( l l ( i l )  ( 5 0 t o )

o . 0  0 0  0 0
0 . 6  0 2  0 t

Own r (counr  rvo !keB,

agncu l tu r r

Upp. r  l cvc l  .mp l , i \ . cs
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rhe unemployment ratc would be much higher. fhus unentplovment
can be to a great e\tent secn lls tn impulsc to migr:rtion, espccirllr'.ti.r
re-migrar ion.  I rar l ier  cmpir ic . r l  rcsul ts  conccrn ing cf fccts  of  ccononrrc
di f f rcu l t ies on rc t r r rn migrat ion sccm also t r> bc conf i rmcd (c f .  e .g l -cc
1969).

'frlnsfer lionr a rapitlly' industrializurg phase to a postindustrial
socicw lc,rds t.J chrngcs in migration strclms, as \r'ls sho\vn enrlicr in
th is  p. rpcr .  The gre l test  ch lnge mal  probr t l r l l '  bc scen in  the d j rccr ion
of urbln rurll; the main migretion streams xrc no longer from rurlrl
to  urben.  l 'h ink ing of  fu ture prospccts s t ructura l  changes in  migrr r i , rn
srreams r rc  of  grearcst  importancc.  I lb les 6-7 shcd l ight  on r  ferv
aspects of  the qucst ion.  Thc fo l lorv ing t rcnds can bc c lcar ly  d isccrncd,

l. UpperJcvel cnployecs with aclministrativc, managerial, pro-
fess ional  and other  occupat ions arc fa i r l1 '  mobi le  i f  thc i r  pro-
porr ion amung nr igrants is  comprrcLl  wi th  th l t  in  thc to ta l  popul -
rtir>n. Iispecill ly' this can be seen rn)ong thc migrants fron urban
to rural cornmunes. Onh .r minor proportion .rf these rcrurned
thc ncxt  ycar  ro thc i r  fornrcr  homc conrrnune [ )ut  there arc n lore
r , t  I l r r n l  J D r u n g  D I h ( r  r ( ' r r i S r J r ) l i

2 .  l -or rcr - level  cmplovces rv i th  adminis t rat ive an, l  c lcr ica l  occupet
ions urc u c l l  re  pre scnteal  amr lng rhe n igrants f  rom urb ln com-
nrLLnes.

J .  M lnu . r l  r ro rkcrs  . t t c .  n l ( l rc  th i ln  i - ' thers ,  r r tu rn  n ig ran ts .  Th is

. rpp l i cs , to  aJ I  migr ln t  g r r rups .  fhc r ,  togethcr  l i th  s tudcnts  and
pupils, cc.rnstirutc nrorc dran half of l l l  returnccs, the migrrnts
i rc r r lecn  urb . rn  comnuncs  bc ing  thc  on ly  exccpt ions .  Thc  mlnua i
rvorkcrs  fo rnr . r  l . r rgcr  g roup than s tudcnt . . rnd  pLrp i l s .

\*
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Table 8. Selecterl  ' innovative' 
occupationsl and industr ies2 1980, and education

by  m ig ra t ron  pa$c rn  1981 .

ruraL commune

[o ru ral to uro]n
( 1 7  6 8 1 ) ( 3 1  5 0 4 )

Jl l igrat ion from

Ltrban communr

!o rural !o urban
(  3+ 928)  (48 2os)(2 222

20.1 28.2

Whr' l le eco'

nomical l ; '

xcl ive poPU

la t ron  1980
139)

' l nnova t i ve ' occu

pation (pcrcentagc

ol .r l l  nt igr.rnrs

\[ i th known occu'

Pa t t  on  )
' l nnova t i ve '

industr ics (pcrcen'

r.rgc oi ei l  migrenrs
w i t h  kno$  n  occupa

t r0D  )

Educa r i on  i n  t echno -

logy and natural

scrences (pcrcenta

gc of al l  nr igrants

w i t h  known  educa '

t l on )

lowcr level of upper

sccond.rr) educxtion

upper lcvel of uppcr

sec,rndary educarion

higher education

1 8 . 9 19.6

6 .8

1 5 . 0

7 .9

( r2  622) (22  5461 ( 2 s  1 5 5 ) ( 3 9  3 0 6 )

2+.2
+ .8 5. -1

r 6 . 1
+ . 9

9 .0

1 3 . J
2 .6

2 . 5

Planning, adminstrat ive and res(arch work in the technical f ields; supervrsron

an.l  executive u,ork in rhe rechnical f icld; chemjcal, ph)sical and biologica)
ruork; pedagogic u'ork; art ist ic and l i terary work and enlertarnment; other

technical.  phvsical scicnce, soclal science, humanist ic and art ist ic worki

administrat ion of privare enterprises and organizations; ADP opcrato15

Communic:rr ion, f inancial inst iorions, insurance, real estate and business

scn,iccs

ln  Tal r le  8 thcrc l re  percentages ind icat ing the propor t ion of  se lected
occupetions and industrieswhich can be chilracterized as innuvative
'Ihe 

tcrnr 'innovativc' rcf(rs tD the nelv effects rrhich peoplc in a
ccr ta in ( )ccupJt ion r t r  industn mav de!c lop in  the socia l  l lnd ccdnomic
l i fc  of  , rn  arcr .  ' fbe selected occupal ions lnd inr iust r ies should be
scen on Lv as e\ i lmplcs.
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Ir is intcresting to see rhat rural areas are gaining these innovative
elements rethcr  than los ing them (see Table 8) .  The perccntagcs 'of
migrants from urban to rural communes are higher than those of thc
migrants in the opposite direction. The proportion of morc educated
migrants is also fairly high in this migrant group. Probably the nrigrirnts
from urban to rural communcs arc often heading to neighbouring
conurbation areas rather than to a rcal periphery'. Hou,evcr. thc figurcs
indicate somc sprcading cf fccts  of  dcvc lopment .  I l  comparcd t i th
the perccntagcs of  the t 'ho le cconomical lv  act ive populat ion o l  the
( , , r n r n .  ' h (  m i g r r r r l s  a r r  r t l r t i r , l y  ' , t t c n  r r , r r k i n g  i n  i n r t , , r . r i t r r
occupat ions r rnd indust l ics . ;Lnr l  l rc  r |c l l  e t lucetcd.

Thinking of iuture prospects the tablcs prescntcd abovc afford some
encouraging hints. Lebour with occupations celling for morc innor'.r-
tile activit)' is mobilc, and rvhat is iurportant is that this part of hbour
sccms to be prepereci to migrate in nrany directions. From h, p,,' inr c,f
v icw of  rcg ional  pol icy th is  is  cssent ia i  bccausc use of  thc ncw rcchno
logl '  6 . - " , rd t  a  h igh lcvc l  o f  sk i l i .  I f  th is  sk i l i  can not  be achievei l  b1
training lairour in lcss developcd arcls the onll' way is to promote
spatiel mobilin of thosc llrcadv pr)sscssing such skill. Although it may'
not  be possib lc  to  inducc these persons to scr t lc  do$,n permanent lv  in
lcss developcd areas it night bc sorth considcring rcgional policl'
mcasurcs t() support thcm for a shorter stal'. Thls tvpe of 'pcriod use
of hirour' night be nrost suitable for loung persons entcring rvork
life after their schooling. 'Ihis 

way enterprises might be able morc
easily tt-r recruit workcrs having skill or ar lcasr an ability to obtain ir
in a short timc. 'lhe migration process rvould also involve spreading
innovative resources spatialh'.

' l lhe results presentcd in thc tables above are onll' preliminary
bur  the t la ta af lord en oppor tuni ty  to  s tudl ' thc qucsr ion in  gre l rer
detail. Thc migrating pattcrns of ccrtain strategic professional and
educationel groups t'ith regrrd ro thc structurc and location of the
conmunes c. r f  or ig in  and arr iv l l  arc  one of  thc most  important  qucst i r )n \
to  be studied.
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