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Abstract

Migratory movements have been a recurrent theme of study in the field of Population Geography. In
Spain, attention has focused on emigration after the civil war; and on the more recent immigratory
movement. The return movement has always been deemed less important, although it is very
interesting due to the significance of the emigration to which it is associated.

More often than not, macroeconomic models have been used to explain the migratory phenomenon
from the theoretical viewpoint, while a quantitative approach has been taken from the methodological
viewpoint. Both have "forgotten" about emigrants themselves, and the personal circumstances that
prompt them to emigrate and return. Therefore approaches that combine macro- and micro-aspects are
required. In this respect, the methodology proposed is to use qualitative techniques to ascertain the
migrants' life path, such as in-depth interviews, used in this case to analyse the life path of the retired
emigrants of the province of Jaén, focusing in particular on their reasons for emigrating and for returning
or not returning.

Résumeé
Caractéristiques et facteurs déterminants des migrations et mouvements de retour en Andalousie. Le
cas de la province de Jaén.

Les mouvements migratoires sont un théme d'étude récurent en géographie de la population. En
Espagne les principaux centres d'intérét sont I'émigration qui a suivi la guerre civile et les mouvements
récents d'immigration. Les mouvements de retour ont toujours été considérés comme moins importants,
méme s'ils sont une partie intégrante de I'étude de I'émigration.

On a souvent utilisé des modeles macroéconomiques pour expliquer le phénoméne migratoire sur le
plan théorique, tandis qu'on utilisait des méthodes quantitatives sur le plan méthodologique. Ces deux
approches ont négligé les migrants eux- mémes et les circonstances ayant entrainé la décision
d'émigrer ou de rentrer. Pour y remédier il est nécessaire de combiner macro- et micro-approches. La
méthode préconisée dans cet article est d'utiliser des techniques qualitatives pour vérifier les
trajectoires individuelles des migrants, comme les interviews en profondeur, utilisées dans ici pour
reconstituer les trajectoires des émigrés retraités de la province de Jaén, en mettant plus
particulierement |'accent sur les motivations d'émigration et de retour ou de non-retour.
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Determinants of migration
in the province of Jaén,

Andalusia

Perhaps one of the subjects that has attract-
ed most attention in Population Geography
studies has been migratory movements and,
in the case of Spain, this has focused on two
of the main movements. One is emigration,
in which a lot of Spanish people have tradi-
tionally been involved within Spain, or to
overseas or European countrics. Migrants
were mainly young people who moved from
rural areas to European countries and to the
more devcloped provinces of Spain, during
a fairy long period of time (from the Fifties
to the mid-Seventies). The other 1s the immi-
gration movement, in which Spain is acting
now as the recciving country of young peo-
ple from European, North African and Latin
American countries. At present, this move-
ment is attracting the attention of scientists
from different fields of research, as demon-
strated by the abundant bibliography, not
forgetting its presence in the media.

Return movements, understood as migration
to the place of origin by former cmigrants,
have always been deemed less important.
However, any departure movement implies
the possibility of a return. a phenomenon

which, in the case of Spain and due to the
importance of migration, is an aspect of
great interest for scientific research. This
phenomenon began to become noticed in the
Seventies, when the world economic crisis
encouraged many retired emigrants over-
seas, and cven those who had migrated with-
in Spain, to return to their place of origin.
However, in practice the almost total lack of
administrative mechanisms to facilitate that
return, together with other personal and
financial rcasons, hindered that return.

Therefore this movement is never going to
bc as important as emigration was in its
time, but it is becoming consolidated as an
ongoing trend. The importance of this
movement is to be scen in papers that
describe and analyse the phenomenon from
a general perspective in Spain (Garmendia,
1981; Pascual, 1983; Cazorla, 1989), or a
rcgional perspective (Azcdrate, 1988:
Arroyo and Machado. 1989; IEA. 1993;
Delgado and Ascanio, 1996 Gémez and
Bel, 1999 ) or local point of view (Pascual
and Cardelus, 1991-2; Egea, 2000). Howe-
ver. the study of the return movement is still



subject to the tyranny of those who scek to
focus on the number of young pecople affect-
ed and its territorial effects (Pascual, 1983;
Azcarate, 1988; Gomez and Bel, 1999), on
the theoretical relationship that can be estab-
lished with the primitive current of emi-
grants (Pascual, 1993), on the official aid
they receive, etc.

Most research into Spanish migration takes
a quantitative approach, seeking to ascertain
how many they are, where they are and what
they are like from the structural demograph-
ic viewpoint, explaining and justifying its
existence in macroeconomic models and
global patterns of behaviour. Most times
these approaches ncglect other individual
and/or family circumstances that might also
be decisive factors in the decision to
migrate, and that are harder to ascertain with
a merely quantitative analysis.

Very broadly speaking, the models used to
explain migratory movements have passed
through a very well-defined time sequence.
The modernisation model of the Sixties
explains that countryside-city migration is
perfectly justifiable in the transition from a
traditional society to a modern one. Internal
migration is a form of success on the road to
progress (Eisenstadt, 1973). In the mid-
Seventies, this model gave way to the
dependency model which, “taking the world
system as the unit of analysis and based on
the Marxist theoretical and conceptual appa-
ratus, regards the structural relations of
exploitation as the cause of the development
of migratory movements” (Wallerstein,
1974, cit. in Lacomba, 2001). These two
models were left behind by a third approach,
which in turn comprises elements from the
two. This was the push and pull model,
according to which migration is the mani-
festation of the migrant population’s less
favourable situation in their place of origin
and the result of the poverty and backward-
ness of those issuing areas (Stark, 1991). At
the same time, and from a sociological per-
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spective, researchers have focused on phe-
nomenological approaches and on issues
rclated to social conflict (Castillo, 1997).
None of these models have managed to
explain why similar movements did not
arise in countries with similar problems, *“or
why the places of origin for overseas migra-
tion tend to be concentrated In certain
regions and not in others of the same issuing
countries” (Portes and Borocz, 1998, p. 45).
Or, just as important if one goes into further
detail, why some people decide to move and
others do not when they face similar cir-
cumstances. Unquestionably, this issue can
only be answered by combining world con-
ditioning factors (economy, politics), per-
sonal and family circumstances, as the sup-
port or stimulus caused by prior migration,
etc. (Malgesini, 1998).

The limited explanations afforded by these
approaches and the desire to ascertain more
about the ‘“‘raison d’¢tre” of migration has
prompted research into this issuc from other
theoretical and methodological approaches,
in an attempt to combine the more gencral
conditioning factors (macro), with others that
consider individuals and their micro context.
Evidently, from the methodological perspec-
tive, these new proposals entail using qualita-
tive research techniques to make it possible to
attach as much importance “to structural
(world, regional and local) contexts as to indi-
vidual behaviour, the organisation of the fam-
ily and social networks” (Wood, 1992, p. 38).
Traditionally, researchers have used question-
naires and interviews to ascertain emigrants’
opinions (Garmendia, 1981; Cazorla, 1989),
yet without paying much attention to the emi-
grants’ life courses (Cazorla, 1989).

The study of individual paths and the rea-
sons that prompt emigrants to change resi-
dence is precisely one of the aspects least
covered by return migration research. This
paper endeavours to advance in this direc-
tion, and is firmly committed to the qualita-
tive approach.

1. OBJECTIVES AND METHODOLOGY

This paper aims precisely to combine the
theoretical and methodological aspects

within the new lines of research into the
migratory phenomenon, defining types of



reasons for emigrating and returning on the
basis of the testimony of the people involved
(emigrants). In methodological terms, this
testimony has been obtained through in-
depth interviews, which have let us compare
the prevailing circumstances that explained
the decision to emigrate and the reasons that
explained the decision to return or not return
after spending time as emigrants. Such a
decision, induced by a structural situation, is
explaincd within a personal experience that
is formed by a series of personal events. In
the “in-depth interviews”, the interviewees
“weave” their memories, accompanied by
different types of emotions, thercby also
demonstrating how decisive a role certain
situations played in choosing one option or
another. Not forgetting that quite often inter-
viewees turn to anecdotes to better explain
their decision to move, or any other circum-
stance. Therefore, their life documentation
offers far more opportunities to answer than,
for example, the survevs system which
almost always ask questions that have “lim-
ited answers”, respondents are forced to
“narrate” their lives in a restricted way, and
there is no room for any spontaneity or emo-
tion in the story, two factors that are very
necessary both for telling and understanding
the reason for certain decisions.

This methodology forms part of the biomet-
ric quantitative techniques. According to
Pujadas (1992, p. 44), the biographic
method is a combination of “‘the subjective
testimony of an individual in the light of his
life path, his expericnces, of his private deci-
sion, and the expression of a life that is a
reflection of an ecra, of social norms and of
values that are essentially shared with the
community to which the subject belongs™.
This method is based on personal documents
as varied as autobiographies, personal
diaries, letters, obituarics, photographs, life
stories and tales, personal experiences and
stories, oral stories and biographies.

Of this list of documents related to a per-
son’s life. we use the life stories, following
the definition given by Santamarina y
Marinas (1994), for whom life stories are
“the tales that are told with an intention to
draw up and convey a personal or collective
memory that refers to the lifestyles of a
community in a given period of history™. In
this research, the individual life stories have
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been rebuilt through in-depth interviews that
“allow the subjects to express themselves
freely, to build their own, personal sense of
existence, obtaining as much of the wealth
of information that is lost in other quantita-
tive techniques, with closed, pre-coded
questions” (Ramirez Goicoechea, 1996). In
short, the idea is to ask respondents about
different subject to encourage them to talk
about their own lives.

It 1s worth mentioning two further aspects
about this type of analysis. First of all, it
must be stressed that the number of people
interviewed does not depend on the result of
a statistical sample, because the snow bull
sampling method is used (Mercadé, 1986).
Interviewers start with a small list of respon-
dents, or of other people who can give infor-
mation about where to find respondents, so
that one respondent leads to another. The
number of interviews ends when the infor-
mation given by one person does not con-
tribute at all to all the information already
obtained. In other words, it ends when the
information reaches a saturation point,
which consists of comparing each story to
the next, in order to try to isolate any ele-
ments that coincide, and continue until any
new story is unable to contributc any ncw
structural element. It is a question of “build-
ing a single story from many different tales™
(Pujadas, 1992, p. 55).

The contents of the interview cover all the
subjects that might be related to the emi-
grant’s life path, from their situation at the
place of origin to that in the place of emi-
gration or again in the place of origin, to the
reasons for emigrating, their employment
history, family history, adaptation-integra-
tion process at the place of emigration, and
their ties between the place of emigration
and the place of origin. With regard to the
return, we have identified the approaches
prior to the return, the decision to rcturn or
not, readapting situation, knowledge about
the migratory experience of other friends
and acquaintances, ctc.

Therefore this study constitutes a small part
of the information/documentation offered by
each of the interviewees, but just as impor-
tant because 1t compares the decision to emi-
grate and return, the start and the end of a
path.



Map 1. Municipalities where people were interviewed
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2. GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS

This research analyses the life path of
“returned and non-returned retired emi-
grants from the province of Jaén”, through
their reasons for emigrating and returning.
The research focused on one of the
provinces of Andalusia, namely Jaén (Map
1), which witnessed one of the highest lev-
els of emigration from the Fifties until the
Seventies: between 1964 and 1977 Jaén
accounted for 4% of Spanish overseas emi-
grants, and almost 10% of the province’s
population emigrated (Garmendia, 1981). In
the seccond half of the Seventies and in the
Eighties, emigration dropped both in
absolute and relative terms (Pujadas and
Garcia, 1995). In addition, this province has
ecconomic and social characteristics which,
theoretically, could justify ongoing migra-
tion: it is eminently rural, and almost exclu-
sively given over to agriculture, with olives
being virtually the only crop grown; the land
is divided into large estates that are farmed
by labourers employed on a daily basis, giv-
ing rise Lo a cacique-type system with unfair
working and employment conditions; and
strong demographic pressure that is partially
unsustainable due to the economic condi-
tions and the way in which resources are dis-
tributed.

The emigrants who left from the Fifties until
the first half of the Seventies, have spent
and/or spend at least two decades as emi-
grants, in other words, most of their adult
and working life. These people emigrated at
a very specific point in ttme of the history of
Spain, and now have retired. At this new
stagc of their lifc path, thcy arc most likcly
to consider returning to their place of origin:
at one point in their lives, they left home in
order to look for work, but now that is no
longer a conditioning factor for continuing
to live in the place to which they emigrated.
In fact some of these emigrants have now
returned to their place of origin. Fur-
thermore, the fact that they are more than
65 years old gives them the *“life experi-
ence’” from the place of origin to the place of
destination.

In this research, return is deemed to mean
the return to the place of origin, i.c., to the
place that one left, which is the place of
birth.

The respondents were contacted through
Associations of Emigrants located outside
Andalusia and managers of Old People’s
Homes. People of different origins (place of
birth/return) and destination arcas were
sought in order to ascertain whether the



reasons for emigrating differ from one place
of origin to another, and the motivations for
rcturning (or non returning) differ according
to the places where they stayed as migrants.
A total of 28 people from three municipali-
ties of the province of Jaén were interviewed
(Map 1):

* A mountain village (Chilluévar, in east
Jaen), a small village that is hard to reach.

» A farming village, located in the southern
mountain range (Alcala La Real, in south-
west Jaen).

« A small town located in the middle of the
province, with a strong services sector
((Jbeda).

The 28 respondents were 16 emigrants who
have not returned and 12 who have, with the
following general profiles: married men. sin-
gle men, and widows. Almost all of the bach-
clors and widows are returned emigrants, but
married people are the more usual profile.
Some of them are related to one another
(brothers, sisters or cousins), have migrated
to the same or different places, or have taken
the same decision to return to their place of
origin, making it possible to compare
whether people from the same family unit
are driven by the same reasons.

Eighteen of these people are less than 75
years old, and the rest are older, but nobody
is more than 80 years old. When they left
their place of origin, most of them were
already old enough to work, and were 18
years old or older (only 5 of them were
younger). Some were more than or nearly 40
years old and were the last to leave, in the
first half of the Seventies, just when the
international recession led many companies
to close and limited the conditions for the
creation of employment. Those who emi-
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grated in the Fifties did so during the Aungry
vears in Spain, when economic and social
conditions were at their harshest, above all
in the countryside, while those who emigrat-
ed in the Sixties did so at the height of
Spain’s development period, when heavy
investments were made in the industrial sec-
tor in the Basque Country, Catalonia and
Madrid. Therefore all the respondents
except for three spent more than 20 years as
emigrants and, significantly, twelve of the
respondents have lived away from their
place of origin for more than 40 years.
Almost all of these people form part of the
non-returned group, becausc most of those
who have returned (twelve) did so before
thecy were 70 years old, upon retiring
(almost always early, at 62 or 63); they
returned home in the Nineties and have been
living in their place of origin between two
and fourteen years (only one respondent has
been living at his place of origin quite
longer: twenty-six years, In this case a
respondent who emigrated alone several
yedrs in a row).

As for the family history, an important ele-
ment when taking the decision to emigrate
and return, eleven respondents emigrated
from their original fumily (i.e., formed by
parents, brothers and sisters), and formed
and consolidated their own family (spouse,
two or more children and grandchildren)
during their emigration. These belong to the
non-returned group. The remaining seven-
teen emigrated with their own family with the
children at school age but also old enough to
work (some emigrated with their parents
with the sole idea of working at that time or
of working as soon as they were old enough).
This family didn’t grow with other sons, but
with grandchildren some years late.

3. REASONS FOR MIGRATING AND RETURNING AND LIFE COURSES

Despite sharing fairly similar backgrounds,
the rcasons that made people emigrate and
make later the decision to return or not
return are affected by a wide variety of situ-
ations (Table I). The reasons affecting the
three types of movement (migration, return
and non-return) have been arranged in two
major groups, depending on whether the

decision to emigrate is prompted by an
objective situation or of a subjective situa-
tion:

The objective reasons arc caused by cir-
cumstances that are created in relation to the
national and province economic. social and
political situation, structural issues: and



even the very environment in which the peo-
ple live and work.

The subjective reasons are rclated more
directly to the personal circumstances of
cach individual: need or desire to better one-
self, family implications, previous cases of
relatives and/or acquaintances who have
cmigrated, means to change one’s place of
residence, personal desire for change.

Depending on whether these objective and
subjective rcasons emerge at the place of

REASONS FOR EMIGRATING
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origin or the place of destination and type of
movement, the place of origin will act as a
place that pushes the former emigrant or
pulls the return migrant. The reasons could
be classified in :

1. Reasons for Emigrating

In this case, it is evident that the reasons that
drive the individuals from the place of origin
are objective, because they are related to the
country’s economic, social and political sit-
uation (Table 1).

Objective economic and social

reasons for being pushed from

the place of origin

Expectations at the place of
destination as subjective
reason of attraction

Role of the family at

destination and origin, as seen

by the individual

1.1. Economic situation

: : ) 1. Social mobility: I. Family support (relatives,
a) Economic hardship: a) Improve/raise the level of friends, acquaintances):

D“h“‘f' education. a) “Call” effect

Inheritance system. b) Secure employment Relatives who have

Limited viability of the
family business.

expectations (father and
children)

emigrated.
Information from friends who

Lack of own property.

b) Employment problems for the
head of the household and
children d)

¢) Conditions of employment:
Harsh.

Badly paid.

profession

2.2. Social situation

(precariousness)

a) Problems to bring up
children.

b) Lack of basic commodities
(hunger).

c) Lack of social mobility
expectations.

d) Unfair social situation
(caciquism).

3.3 Political situation.
Military service
Consequences of Civil War

¢) Social and economic

improvement expectations

(the whole family). b)
Perform a qualified

have emigrated.

Sending of contracts.
Involvement of one’s “own”
family:

Reuniting the family.

Solve economic problems.
Solve health problems.
Support children’s education.

The place of destination becomes an attrac-
tion, full of each individual’s own subjective
considerations. First, and even if the indi-
vidual has never been to the place before, it
offers plenty of prospects of finding a job
and improving onc’s social and economic
status both in the present and future. Second,
the individual is supported by relatives,

friends or acquaintances who have already
migrated, who know the place and what it
offers, and who encourage the individual to
emigrate, and who reinforce it by setting
themselves as examples of social and eco-
nomic progress. He is also supported by the
members of the individual’s own family,
who are directly involved in the agreement



to depart in order to stay or be together
(family regrouping), solve common prob-
lems related to the household economy, the
health of one of its members, etc.

2. Reasons for Returning.

The objective reasons behind the decision to
return are to be found in the place of desti-
nation, which now acts as the push factor.
These reasons include reaching retirement
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age, as the decisive event that prompts many
people to say to themselves mission accom-
plished and so consider returning home for
good; and also all the circumstances that
mean that the residential situation is not
entirely satisfactory (climate-related health
problems, housing bad quality, not knowing
the language, a retirement pension that is too
small to maintain a higher standard of living
than in one’s home town) (Table 2).

Objective reasons
for leaving the place
of destination

REASONS FOR RETURNING

Role of the family
at destination and origin,
as stated by the individual

Subjective ties
to the place
of origin

1. Social and job situation: 1. Family support: 1. Keeping in touch:
a) Reaching retirement. a) Involvement of one’s “own” a) Frequent visits.
family: b) Property investment.

2. Problems at the emigrant’s
place of destination:

a) Climate-related health
problems.

b) Rundown housing.

¢) Lack of knowledge of the
language.

d) Fall in purchasing power
upon retirement.

spouse.

Support to older relatives.
Reuniting the family.
Non-involvement of children
and grandchildren.

b) Maintaining family ties:
Wish to be close to relatives

Support of children and ¢) Maintaining property.

d) Keeping positive memories
(nostalgia, ycarning).

On these occasions, the family is also pre-
sent in the decision to return, being the rea-
sons related to this decision subjective, and
they mean that the municipality of origin
acts as a pull factor. Once again, the mem-
bers of the family are involved in the deci-
sion to return, cither supporting or making
the decision, either in an attempt to reunite
the family, or in order to help relatives with
health problems. In this case, it is not essen-
tial for all the members of the family to
return. Furthermore, the decision to return is
reinforced by the ties maintained with the
place of origin during the emigratory period
because the emigrant has kept in touch with
non-emigrated relatives (parents, brothers
and sisters, children), for example, through
frequent visits (holidays). These ties have

prompted many of them to invest part of
their income in maintaining tangible assets
(a house or land), or in buying them for
when they rcturn. In addition, quite a lot of
people have felt a certain nostalgia that has
made them think, sometimes permancntly,
about returning.

3. Reasons for not returning.

These act as the negative side of the reasons
for returning explained above and all are
subjective, because there are no structural
circumstances to prevent the individuals
from returning, if they considered doing so,
even being systems of aids to help them.
Actually, very few people consider returning
(shall T return or stay?), and even consider
the idea unexpectedly or out of the blue dur-
ing the interview (Table 3).
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REASONS FOR NOT RETURNING

Reasons related to subjective
perception of the place
of origin

Reasons related to the role
of the family at the place
of destination, as subjective
statement

Subjective reasons related
to expectations/conditions
to return

1. Breaking of ties:

a) No/infrequent visits to
village.

b) Lack of own property.

¢) Lack of relatives, friends,
acquaintances.

2. Remembering negative
reasons for emigrating.

1.b) Involvement of one’s

“own” family:

a) No support from spouse.

b) Family responsibilities
(looking after grandchildren)

¢) Security from children as
support during illness.

2. Keeping in touch with

1. Family support:

a) Children marry in the village.

b) Children employed in the
village.

2.Conditions:

a) Younger age.

b) Better state of health.

¢) More purchasing power.

3. Loss of quality of life: relatives:
a) Poor health services.

4. Unlikely to adapt.

d) Different marital status.

a) Re-uniting the family.
b) Having more friends.

In these cases, the place of origin acts yet as
a push factor, because they have no reasons
to return to a place that they have visited
very seldom, and where they have no prop-
erty or very few relatives or friends.
Furthermore, their longing to return is out-
weighed by the intense and negative memo-
ry of the reasons that prompted them to emi-
grate some years before. They are not very
happy with the quality of the health services
in their place of origin, this opinion being
expressed by individuals who emigrated
from the mountain municipality of Chil-
luévar, who feel they might find it very hard
to adapt after such a long time.

In this case, the family also plays an almost
decisive role. The family is at the emigrant’s
place of destination; some of its members
rcally block this desire (mainly, spouse);
they fecel responsible for looking after their

1. Reasons for emigrating:

grandchildren; and they look upon their chil-
dren as a source of support for when they are
ill. Furthermore, the strongest family ties
and bonds of friendship are to be found in
the place of destination.

There are very few people who, even if they
have decided not to return, toy or “fantasise”
with the idea of returning, and once again
these expectations are tied to the family:
because a son or daughter might emigrate,
either because he or she is getting married or
has a job there. Sometimes they mention
personal conditions, which are merely limi-
tations: they are younger, healthier, have
more purchasing power to make the change,
or a different marital status, so the decision
does not depend on anyone else.

In short, the following models of behaviour
can be established in line with the type of
movement:

Economic and social
reasons for being pushed | +
from the place of origin

—

Expectations at
the place of destination | +

Role of the family at origin
and destination

2. Reasons for returning:

Reasons for rejecting the
place of destination

Role of the family at
destination and origin

. Ties to the place of m‘igiﬂ

|




4. Reasons for not returning:

Perception of the place
of origin

Evidently, not all these reasons are always to
be found in the same individual path, and
when several of them are, they do not
always matter as much to one person as to
another. For example, while one reason
might trigger some people to migrate or
rcturn, for others it might be just another
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Role of the family at the
place of destination

tactor. The same does not apply to the cases
of non-return, where the importance of the
family is almost the only or the main reason,
such that the testimonies seem to reach sat-
uration point very quickly. Nevertheless, the
major or minor differences between each
life story make it a unique case.

4. CASE STUDIES

By way of example, there follows a descrip-
tion of the reasons given for emigrating and
for returning or not returning of some of the
life courses analysed. The example consists

Case Study 1. Return to Chilluévar

of four cases of return: onc to Chilluévar,
two to Alcala La Real and one to Ubeda; and
two people who have not returned to
Chilluévar.

Origin: Chilluevar
Size: 2.738 inhab.
Growth 60-70: -1,4%
Emigration year: 1965
Age: 37

Sex: woman L

EMIGRATION

Economic situation -
Family support

b Destination: Mollet
Size: 14.257 inhab.
Growth 60-70: 5,9%

Retumn year: 1996
Age: 67

RETURN

KEYS
| Problems at destination
| Family support EMIGRATION Objective reasons
Maintaining ties Subjective reasons
RETURN Objective reasons

’ Stay. 31 years

Subjective reasons

Case 1: this case involves the “‘return to
Chilluévar™ of a widow with five children.
She emigrated at the age of 37, with her hus-
band. who was quite older than her (47) and
had alrcady emigrated on previous occa-
sions to towns in the Pyrenees and in

Tarragona. Then, in approximately 1962, he
found a steady job for himself and his elder
son, who had gone with him, in Mollet
(Barcelona). The rest of the tamily (spouse
and four more children) joined the husband
two years later., when he had a housc.



The main reason for emigrating was simply
that there were no jobs in Chilluévar and he
found it hard to support his family. He was
only assured of a job during the olive har-
vest. Emigrating ensured a job both in the
present and future for the head of the house-
hold and the children (three of them were
still of school age). The first few years were
not easy, if one takes into account that her
husband suffered an accident at the work
place when he was 50 years old and had to
retire early, and the same happened to one of
her children at the age of 15.

The woman began to think about returning
one year after her husband died, when she
was 67, and this was prompted by a series of

Case Study 2. Return to Alcala La Real

8

circumstances: where they had emigrated,
she would have to live either in a house that
was too big for her alone, with 31 years of
memories, or else live with one of her chil-
dren; and the climate had never been too
good for her health. At the place of origin.
she had relatives in Chilldevar (where
almost all her brothers and sisters live), with
whom she has never lost touch, by visiting
them frequently; and an unmarried son who
has been living there for several years and
has renovated a house for her. The rest of her
children, and also her grandchildren, live in
Barcelona, and she knows that she will miss
them, but she is happy with the decision she
has taken.

Origin: Alcalé la Real
Size: 23.313 inhab.
Growth 60-70: -0,8%
Emigration year: 1965
Age: 35
Sex: man [ § |Destination: Barcelona
EMIGRATION Size: 1.6 mill. inhab.
Growth 60-70: 1,1%
Economic situation -
Family support -
Social mobility -
Return year: 1992
Age: 62
‘ -. Stay: 27 years
RETURN
Social and job situation
Family support
Maintaining ties
KEYS
EMIGRATION Objective reasons |
Subjective reasons ‘
| RETURN Objective reasons

Subjective reasons

|
|
_!
|

Case 2: this case involves the “return to
Alcala La Real” of a married man without
any children. The first and only time that the
man left the village was when he was 35
years old, in 1965, for Barcelona. He never
imagined that he would live there so long,
29 years altogether, because he said that he

was only going “to spend a few months at a
relative’s™.

It was the inheritance system at origin that
made him curious to travel to Barcelona and
look for a job there. His father shared out his
land among his children (seven) and he went
from being a landowner to a day labourer.



because the land he had inherited was not
enough to make a living He did not like the
new situation at all, because it meant he had
to depend on other people wanting to give
him a job. He went to Barcelona alone and,
a few years later got married 0 a woman
who had moved there from the Aragon
region.

He retired early at the age of 62 in 1992,
bringing forward the moment of the return,
which is when he started thinking about
buying a house in the village. He had no
trouble leaving Barcelona, because he did
not have any children and did not have to
carry on working (almost certainly that is

Case Study 3. Return to Alcala La Real
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what he always thought). Furthermore. his
wife supported the decision to migrate South
and not to her place of origin. He has never
lost touch with his village, where all his
brothers and sisters live, and whom he has
visited on holiday every year, accompanied
by his wife and mother-in-law, who have
become attached to the village. His sister,
who emigrated to Switzerland in 1965,
returned a few years before he did, in 1985.
She followed a different path, mainly
because her reasons for returning almost
exclusively mainly financial ones. Another
brother still lives in France.

CLAVE
Origin: Alcald la Real
Size: 23.314 inhab EMIGRATION Objective reasons
Growth 80-70: -0,9% Subjective reasons
Emigration year: 1965
Age: 28 RETURN Objective reasons
Sex: man - i Subjective reasons
EMIGRATION Destination: Barcelona
Size: 1.8 mill. inhab
Growth 60-70: 1.1%
Economic situation Emigration year: 1968
Family support Age: 31
Stay: 3 years i -
EMIGRATION Destination: Germany
Social mobility Return year: 1989
Family support Age: 62
Stay 31
+

RETURN
1
|

Falimy suppon

Social and job situation

Case 3: return to Alcalda La Real of a bache-
lor. The man first migrated to the municipal-
ities adjoining Alcala La Real, with his fam-
ily (parents and ninc brothers and sisters),
looking for somewhere to work as bakers.
One by onc, his brothers and sisters emi-
grated elsewhere as they saw little future in
the bakery. and in the end it was the fact that
he was 28 years old and still single that
prompted him to try to find work outside the
province of Jaén. In 1965 he emigrated to
Barcelona, where onc of his sisters lived. He
spent 3 years living with her and working as
a haulage contractor for a company. Another

brother who had emigrated to Germany told
him that he might be able to get a job at a
bakery in another city in that country. So he
moved to Germany and lived there from
1968 until he retired early at 62, 1n 1991.

He returned that same year. He did not think
about it much: he did not have any family of
his own at the place of destination (apart
from a brother, nephews and nieces). or his
own house, or “anything to do”.
Furthermore, his mother still lived in the vil-
lage, so he would be able to look after her.
His relatives in Germany are still urging him
to emigrate again and live with them.



Case Study 4. Return to Ubeda
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Origin: Ubeda

Size: 29.448 inhab.
Growth 60-70: 0,4%
Emigration year: 1964

Age: 38
Sex: man

EMIGRATION

Economic situation
Political situation
Family support

RETURN
Maintaining ties
Family support
KEYS
EMIGRATION Objective reasons
Subjective reasons
RETURN Objective reasons

Subjective reasons

Destination: Madrid
Size: 2,6 mill. inhab.
Growth 60-70: 2,8%

Retum year: 1988
Age: 63
Stay: 25 years

Case 4: “return to Ubeda” of a married man
with two children. The man only migrated
once, to Madrid in 1964, but in this case
accompanied by his wife and two children.
His reason for migrating was that he had
been a cattle farmer, but had been ruined
when all his animals started dying. He
replaced them and tried to cure them, but ran
up huge bills that he was unable to pay.
Although this was what triggered his deci-
sion to migrate, another factor was the situ-
ation his family suffered during and after the
Civil War. One of the reasons for moving to
Madrid was that they had friends there who
encouraged and helped them when they
arrived (they spent a few months living in
the house of some acquaintances).

After 24 years in Madrid, he returned in
1988, at the age of 63, when he retired. This
return has been rather by chance. prompted
by his elder son. who has a decgree in
Geography and History and is carrying out
research on the City of Ubeda. which is
where he met his wife. His younger son then

followed in his brother’s footsteps. So the
parents have merely followed them as soon
as they could, when the man retired. Apart
from the “pull” effect of their children, they
have always remained in touch with Ubeda
where both the man’ and his wife’s family
live, and where they have spent many holi-
days. A few years ago one of his first cousins
returned to Ubeda at the age of 78, after hav-
ing spent fifty years in Buenos Aires. His
cousin’s reasons for returning were almost
exclusively political.

Case S: this involves the “non-return to
Chilluévar” of a marricd man with three
children, one of who was born abroad.
Unlike the others, apart from short stays in
villages in the Pyrenees and Germany, the
man and his family have spent 45 ycars as
emigrants in two different places: first in
Vall d’Ux¢6 (Castelldn), where they spent 14
years, and then in Parets del Vallés
(Barceclona), where they have now lived tor
31 years.
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Case Study 5. Non return. Man from Chilluévar

EMIGRATION Objective reasons
Subjective reasons
Origin: Chilluevar
Size: 2.970 inhab NON RETURN Subjective reasons
Growth 50-60: -0,5%
Emigration year:1957
Age: 35
Sex: man .
EMIGRATION Destination: Vall d'Ux6
Size: 16.528 inhab.
Growth 50-60: 3,7%
Economic -
| situation Emigration year: 1970
Family support Age: 49
Social mobility Stay: 14 years P
EMIGRATION Destination: Parets
del Vallés
Size: 5.626 inhab.
Growth 70-80: 3,5%
Soporte familiar -
Age: 67
Stay: 27 years
Year: 1997
% NON
RETURN
FREQUENT VISITS
Keeping family ties
Loss quality of life
Negative remembering

The reasons for emigrating had to do with:
work (it was scarce, badly paid and harsh); it
was a way of keeping the whole family
together, instcad of the man having to spend
six months a year away from home; the
prospects of a better future for his children;
and a means of escaping the unfair social sys-
tem that reigned in the village. The reason for
moving from Vall d"Ux6 to Parets del Vallés
(second migratory step) was that a relative
found a job in a tactory for his elder son.

Despite missing life in the village (family,
friends, festivals) and visiting it frequently,

they have never thought about returning. If

they moved again to return, it would be to
Vall d"Ux6. where they have a house and his
wife’s brothers and sisters live: but. above
all, his reasons for not rcturning and for
staying in Parets del Vallés, are related to his
desire to be close to his children and grand-
children. An added factor is that he has to

undergo regular medical check-ups as a
result of an industrial accident he had when
he was 59 years old. Sometimes, when he
remembers the reasons why he left the vil-
lage for good, his opinion of the village is
negative, although at other times he feels
nostalgic and misses it.

Case 6: This man had been working at the
Chamber of Agriculture in Chilluévar ever
since he was 12 years old, where he acquired
basic typing and shorthand skills. He had to
do his military service and the fact that he
could do it in Madrid meant a chance to
improve and learn more clerical skills, as well
as the chance to act as the “advance party™, so
that his parents and seven brothers and sisters
could emigrate later as well, and enjoy a bet-
ter future (all of them were farm labourers).

He left for Madrid in 1952, at the age of 18,
and his parents, brothers and sisters fol-



Case Study 6. Non return. Man from Chilluévar

i Origin: Chilluevar

[ Size: 3.053 inhab.
Growth 50-60° -0,5%
Emigration year:1952
Age: 18

Sex: man
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EMIGRATION

Political situation
Social mobility

& Destination: Madrid
Size: 1.6 mill. inhab.
Growth 50-60: 2,7%

Year: 1997

Age: 63

Stay: 45 years
NON

PART-TIME RETURN

RETURN

Loss quality of life

lowed him a few years later. In 1960 he
married a woman from Chilluévar with
whom he has had three children. Ever since
he emigrated, almost fifty years ago, both
he, his wife and children, have always gone
back to the village on holidays, whenever
they have had the chance, because they have
relatives, friends and a house there.

Recently, and due to his mother-in-law’s old
age, they spend most of the winter in the vil-

lage, so one might say that they are halfway
between emigrants and returnees. However,
they have never thought about returning: in
Madrid they have fulfilled some of his
dreams, namely to have a house in the coun-
try. They “return part-time” whenever they
feel like it. Nor are their children a problem,
especially because now they are grown-up
and two of them no longer live with them.

CONCLUSIONS

The study shows that emigration 1s a com-
plex phenomenon in terms of the reasons
that prompt it, and that analyses based on
general approaches, in which the importance
of numbers and structural aspects take prior-
ity, are insufficient.

This complexity can only be ascertained
through an in-depth analysis of the life
courses of the people involved in this phe-
nomenon, i.c. the emigrants. From the
mcthodological viewpoint, we consider that,
to ascertain that path, an in-depth interview
provides much more information than a sim-
ple questionnaire. Although many of the
answers sought can be obtained with closed
questions, many other testimonies arise dur-
ing the conversation with the respondent,
who remembers more. the longer the inter-
view lasts. There are also testimonies and

experiences that cannot be expressed with
the answers to the questionnaire.

Although each life path is unique, we must
find a point, where, without losing sight of
the exception of each case, we can establish
types of reasons, as we have intended. This
shows that the reasons that make people
move are often subjective, and a large
majority are related to the family (this being
deemed to include direct relatives, friends
and acquaintances).

The family is present in all the movements
analysed (migration, return, non-return),
sometimes fostering the movement, or hin-
dering it at others, although its presence, as
a factor that governs the decision to move is
not always as important, nor does is it
expressed in the same way.



Nevertheless, and in relation to family ties,
it does seem that having formed part of a
family network plays a fundamental role in
making the decision to emigrate, with emi-
gration being related to better prospects of
mobility for the children or brothers and sis-
ters; however, when 1t comes to returning,
the closest relatives, children and grandchil-
dren, do not always justify the decision to
return.

Likewise, the research shows that the deci-
sion to emigrate and return or not is less
conditional upon the place of origin, as the
usual criterion considered when selecting
interviewees. Emigration in the province of
Jaén took place both from the countryside
and the urban areas, because the population
characteristics of neither one nor the other
necessarily offered any opportunity for
social, economic, and personal progress or
betterment, and instead became places that
expelled their population. Meanwhile, the
return very often represents the chance to
finally feel to “‘return home”, regardless of
whether or not now it is better connected,
has better social and health services, etc.
However, these same accessibility and
amenity factors can be a reason for non-
return, although sometimes there is a lack of
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a real perspective of the way in which the
province of Jaén has changed, in general,
over the last few decades, with interviewees
tending to remember the situation that exist-
ed when they emigrated a few decades ago.
The saturation of the information obtained
seems to come with the reasons for not
returning, but it must be taken into account
that the sixteen emigrants who have not
returned all come from the same village,
Chilluévar. However, the respondents have
not given the same reasons for leaving, nor
for returning, not even when we analyse the
paths of people who are related to one
another and/or live in the same place. All
this without taking into account other
aspects not covered at this time such as work
and family circumstances, the adaptation-
integration process, etc.

Finally, it would be impossible to interview
everyone who has emigrated, either in the
place of emigration or the place of return,
but is seems evident that the twenty-eight
respondents have opened a wide range of
possibilities that show, as we said at the
beginning, that migration is a complex phe-
nomenon, in which the fundamental ele-
ments are personal decisions and all the
associated life circumstances.
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