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ABSTRACT
Utilizing data derived from two surveys (1967 and .

1970) of the rural population of Novosibirsk province in the USSR,
the migration plans and orientations of rural dwellers were compared
with actual migration behavior to test the hypothesis that it is
possible to predict migration patterns via orientation data. Three
types of migration orientations were identified (highly immobile,
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of: reappraisals; personal and domestic motives; difficulties;

advocated favorable rural conditions; occupational factors; financial
considerations; unfavorable urban conditions; etc. Results indicated:
potential migration could be used to predict actual rural to urban
migration, since 64% of the sample were persons who had been, were,
or would become rural to urban migrants; the decision to migrate
sometimes disappeared altogether due to certain objective and
subjective factors; actual, though not always recognized, attachment
to the rural way of life was a strong factor influencing migration
decisions (34% gave up their intentions to migrate); 41% of the most
likely migrants had migrated; 92.2% of the migrants were satisfied
with their new life; and 87.8% of the migrants did not want to return

to rural places. (JC)
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Abatract

The paper evamines the results of ampiricaily teating
a hypothesis about a possibility to prngnosticate aotual
rrai~urban migration relying on data on the orientation
(rural or urban) cf rwrral dweliers, on their mlgrational
plans. The main conclusion 38 thet propencity to move may
be -riewed as ground fcr actual movement though the rela-
tionahip between viiese pProceasca is more complicated than
that.

Planning and forecasting of rural peoplets migration
caa be donc not only on the basis of tne knowledge of ob~
jective conditions of individvals but elso ol such perso-
nality structure compoaents sg Yehuvicural motives, goals,
needs, attitudes and orientaticus sinco the soclal action
of en individual is determined by the oxteimal world in-
directly, through personality ssructurs.

In objective reality individuals® interests, neecds and
attitudes sre wanifested ia their evaluations of public
events and in actual behaviour. Aocording to thise, the
main efforts of sociologists are directed, first, on

i

individuals of socisl processes and events. This point was
espocially emphasized by V.I. Lenin who vointed out to

the necessity to know exactly '"on any problem, at any
moment, the public sentiments, public actual needs, aspi~
rations, images, to be able to know without any false
exaggeration the actual degree of its pclitical conscious-
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neus" (Lenin, v. 44:348). Cecond, it is necessary to study
the uztunl behaviour of an individuval, ac "action is the
mo8t plain and cleur revelation of A man, »f nis sentinenta
and ¢oula" (Hepel, v %7:223).

A8 ‘the behavioural urtion ag guch does net contain ito
metives (that core which ios the specifics of conscious
activity) and che mechanicm of a parvticular type of aelec-
tive hehaviour is not geen, tiis evidence cannot help
i rvdict what will be the Lehaviour of a totality of people
snder different sacial conditione. This involves a task to
discemn beitween actual vehaviour and public consciousness
ani to Tind cut their relationship.

With refarence to any specific section of social reality
this tass is a narvial but neceusary step in rinding the
most piwcise and effective methode for predicting sccial
processes.

In this paper an attempt is made to find out the ralation
ship between propensity to migration reported in evaluations
af vrban and rural life styles and in specific migrational
»slans, on the one hand, and actual migrationa! behavionr
(ectual migration), on the other. The study was hased on the
empirical data cbtained in two sampling questionnaire sur.-
veys of the rural populetion of the Novosibirex province
conducted at the Secior for Rural and Urban Soacial Problems
(Tnstitute of Economice and Industrial Engineering) in
1967 and 1970. The first survey was aimed to detect migra-
tional plans and orieatations of ruval dwellers: the second
et studying their actual migrationel behaviour.

1. The Selection of Object of Investigatiszn

The decision abrut cityward migration is taken by rural
dwellers under high infiuence of their genoral attitude
toward urban and raral way of life, their dominant orienta-
‘tien: rural or urban. At the same time, thise in no way
means that general urban preference should necessarily
lead to cityward migration. Auwong respondente defending
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urban life etyle we could identify three types of attitudes
toward migration.

The first relates to highly immobile rural poeople. De-
epite their reported urban preference, these people do not
migrate which is the eovidence either to highly genaral
kind of their urban prerXerence, or to the presence of very
strong objective and subjective factors impeding their
migration.

The second type relates to :ural dwellers indifferent
te migration. It is, first, those who have not yet arrived
a8t a definite decision. Second, it is persons who, in
principle, advocate migration but do not feel it urgent
for themselves. . -

The third type relates to most mobile rural people, i.e.
those who are resolved to move.

Rural dwellers of the second and third types may be
divided according te¢ another attribute, which is more or
less independent of the firm decision to move. This is
the specific character of their migrational plans. In the
gecond and third types of rural dwellers there are indivi-
duals who not only scheme their movement but also see
actual ways and opportunities for the implementation of
their decisions, i.e. have quite specific migrational plans:
they already know the year of movement, city, supposed
place of learning or work etc. Along with them, in both
types there are persons who do not have such plans.

We would expect rural dwellers of the third type who
have quite specific migrational plans as most probable
migrants. They were chosen by us as the main object of
investigation for testing our ﬁypothesis. In this way,
using a fairly simple substantive typology, we have iden-
tified a group of most probable rural migrants.

2. Test of the Hypothesis

The analysis of the structure of the actual migational
flow to cities has shown that the percentage of persons

5
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who in 1967 reported their urban preferences were resolved
to move to city and had concrete plens is 37.3%, i.e.
slightly above one third of the actual flow. This figure
may seem not very high, but it is so. It is enough to
remember that the aotual flow included, firet, people firme
1y resolved to migrate but without @pecific plans at the
moment of interview in 1967; second, persons who in 1967
were at the stage of decision formation.

It is evident that for three years migrational plana may
not only become speoific but be alsc implemented.

In sum, what is the degree of implementation by rural
dwellers of their migrétional decisions? Or, else, what is
the degree cf divergence between plans and actual behaviour
And to what extent can this divergence be explained by
rectifying effect of social conditions and to what by
unsteadiness of migrational plane and orientations thom-
selves, by their actual, though not always recognized
adherence to rural way of life? ’

The answers , in a brief form, are contained in
Scheme 1.

By 1970 about half (41%) of the most likely migrants
had implemented their decision and in fact were residing
in city. Through a mathod of indirect interview with
relatives and neighbours of these persons we have ascer-
tained that the maim bulk (92.2%) of Lormer migrants were
patisfied with their new life, 4.6% were not quite aatis-
fied and a negligible minority (3.2%) were definitely dis-~
patisfied with their city life.

87.8% of migrants who lived in city were not going to
return to the countryside. We should deduct from their
number that category which are to go back to the rural
pide after completing their training.

Therefore, nearly.all former migrants, before the time
of interview, had managed to take roots in cities, find
jobs, registration and regulate their life.

This category of former potential migrants has exhibited
steadiness in city orientation, will and purpose, peigeverw

6
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anse in lmplementing their pland, ablility to adjust to o
new environment. On the other hand, external pocial oondi=
tionp and oircumstances seem to have not posed obstaoles to
them.

3lightly above half potential migranto (54%) 1lived as of
interview time in rural areas. 82,3% of them (44.4% of all
nampledypopulntion) 1ived in the same villages ag in 1967,
According to this, we can oonolude that for oityward per=
sons intrarural movement ie rather fortuitous. It aocounts
for about 8% in the struoture of flows of different direc—
tions.

The group of potential migrants who lived in the oountIry=
pide at 1970 interview date is not behaviourally unifoim
and can be divided into twu subgroupa. Pirst, those who
proved in fact to be steady; they did nct make any attemwpt
a+ leaving. Seoond, those who nade Such attempts but failed,
or even livod in city for some time and then came back.

Potential migrants who had never
left their village

One of the most numerous gIoups of poteatinl migrants
were those who in 1970 lived in the same vil age and over
the preceding 3 years had not made an attemp . to move. This
group accountad for 38% of the total tosted population and
70.4% emong those of them who 8till werc rural residents.,

By attitude toward their former desision about migration
this group falls into several subgroups (Table 1).

37.8% of potential migrants gtill living in the village
(15.9% of the total tested population) had not eucugh tima
40 implement their decision, but in the years ahead were
going to move ‘to city. The substantial percentage of this
group shows that time needed for imvlementation of their
decisions is rather long and, at least, more +han three
year period. R

About 3% of thim group who in 1967 not only advocated

" urban life, but had also specific migrational plans, conten-

8
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dod of their never having such intention. Thio faoct may
be explained eithexr by interviewerts tfould, or by fluctua=

" tion of human memory,

Tabla 1
Potentianl migrante who never left
their village by their reapproisal of the
tformer decision to migrate,

%
Reappraisal Percentage with
this attitude
Changed their minds 43.0
Uncertain, more likely will noi leave 1.5
Uncertaln, more likely will lenve 3.3
Hed not enough time tc implement
their decision 37.8
Do not know 0.5
Never had such intenticn (renunciu-
tion from their reply of 1967) 2.8
No information 11.1
Total 100.0

The highest percent (43.0% of the group and 17% of total
<ested population) is held by persons who gave up their
migrational plans. Close to them are those who are still
uncertain but more likely will not leave.

In view of studying migrational mechanisms it would be
interesting to find out the reasons for which some peregons

" changed their minds. To what extent was it due to external

circumstances so that the Person still has a propernsity to
move though delays his plan for the time being? And to
vhat extent have former potential migrunte changed into
ateady rursl dwellers on the basis of, perhaps. a sober
evaluation of urban life and favourable changes in the
rural life?

To answer these questions we had to analyze actual
wmigrational behaviour, since a distinctive trait of a

T
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motive im ito duality, dinleotlc interocnnueotion of oxterw
nal and internal factors. Tho motive refleots, on the one
hand , the inner ossence of the personality (ite syatem of
attitudes, values, neods, intereats) and on tho other re-
quirements posed by the environment in tho form of the
oituation the individual finds himself in. By notive 38
ordinarily meant the subjeotive attitude of a parwon toward
his action, the realization by him of reagonk whiosh oaused
this action. The analysis of this dual nature of motive
may help us anower these quostiona.

According to the foregoing, what is tho struoture of
motives fox giving up the idea to migrate to city? (Table 2).

Taole 2
Struoture of motives for giving up
migrational plans, %

Groups of motivee Percentago of those
who meniioned this
group of motivos

Diffioulties to establish

regidence in city 2C.0
Unfavourable urban conditione 13.2
Favourable rural conditions 34.0
Personal end domestic reasons 25.2
No information ‘ 7.6

Total 1€0.0

The examination of these resrons illustrates how actual
social opportunities substantiu)liy change migrational plans.
This 18 most “rue of a rather nume.ouc group of rural dwele:
lera justifying their refusal from woving by difriculties
to establish residence in a city. As is ceen, even on the

_first stage in implementation of migrational plans, i.u.

the period of probiug into ectuel pcesibilities of settling
in a new place, a fairly large group of wmural dwellers
encounters obstacles forcing them to give up their deci-
sions. The kind of difficulties cen be aeen from Table 3.

10




Table 3
Mficulvies nAssociated with the
aettlement In a city, %

Difficulties [Fercentage in all Percentage to
moviven other diffioulw
tiea - -
Getting dwalling 12,3 6141
Getting regintruticn .
in & oity 5.5 T
Genexnl difficulty 1.1 5.6
Failure to wnter an
educational establish-
ment in a city 1.1 5.6
Total 20.0 100.0

The highest percentage was obtained by such motivea aa
. "absence of dwellirng in tho city, difficultiea in getting

dwelling" (61.1%) and "difficulty in getting registration
in the city" (27.7%). Without changing their urban orienta-
tion and propensity to migrate this group, under pressure
of reality, become eteady rural dwellers not planning city~
ward migration for the years ahead.

On the other hand, during the past period some part of
rural dwellere, after spending their leave of absence in
city, with their kins and friends, on business missions,
came to a more critioal attitude toward urban conditions.
And the closer contacts with urban life engendered an
opposite attitude., 13% of rural dwellers resident in their
"villages and having abandoned their migrational plans ox-
plained this change by unfavoureble conditions in cities.
66.7% of them began to condemn urban life style in general,
the remaining 33.3% mentioned specific difficulties, in
particular. the lack of places in urban kindergartens and
nurgeries. :

. Critical attitudes toward urban life logically entailed
attention to favourable rural features. By their percentage

.n
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this group of reagons is the most renresentative and makes

34%, The intimate knowledge of rural life by respondants
accounts for the diversity of mentioned favourasble rural
features against unfavourable urban. This attests to their:
low urban experience and little knowleodge of it. '

This group of reasons include of .course such universal

" Btabilization factors as favourite work, habit to natural

environment and social surroundings ("to the folk"), to

this particular residential location. We shall divide them
conventionally into three groups: reasons associated with
the attractiveness of zural life style, economic situation
of the family and working conditions (Table &), .
' Peble 4

Stracture of advocated rural
conditions, %
Reported favourable Percentage in IPercenuaga in total
conditions toval reasons |indications to
for giving up |favourable rural

migrational . conditions
plans : o :

The attractiveness of
rural way of life 10,9 32,0

Reasons associated
with occupational
activity 13.2 39.0

Reasons asgociated with
economic status of the
family 909 2900

Total 34.0 ‘ 100.0

Interpreting the table, we can see that the discermed
groups of reasons have more or less stabilizing effect.
Special attention is drawm, however, to the indication of
the attractiveneas of rural way of life which shows that
some rural dwellers have reevaluated rural life and found
that not only particular features of rural life were at~ .
tractive but’all this life as a whole.

12




“In this case: the refusal from migration was caused not

_only by rectifying effect of objective conditions but by

“‘personality étructurm, its needs ané interests and fluctua-

"ting‘nature of orisntations themselves. This is Jjust the

. case where our formar potential nigrant turned a steady
rural inhabitant. ' ’

.~ The considerable part (39%) of potentis? migzrents ex~
pPlaining their refusal from migration by tuwvourabls rural
conditions, refer to reasonz associated with occupational
activity,

We snall examine the structure of these remsons in
detail (Table 5).-

Table 5
. The structure of occupational reasons,
%
Reasons Percentage |Percentage |Percentage in
: in all rea-|in &all re-~ |occupationsel
sons for ferences ' [reasons for
refusal to’ favour- (advocating
from mig- . [able rural |[rural life
rational conditions
plans
Batter working
conditions 4.4 13.0 33.3
The attractiveness
of work performed 4.4 13.0 33.3
The awareness of
' Bocial significen-
_ce of work per-
formed 2.2 6.5 6.7
Other reasons .2 6.5 16.7
total 1302 39.0 100.0

The strongest stabilizing action is exercised by reasons
associated with the attractiveness of work performed. Here
are some of thesg replies: "the work here suits me, and
what I shall find in city I do not know"; "ny work is good,
‘necessary for every one and its results are evident®;

13
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"I have made afforte and wish to see the results"; "I simply

care for my work".

As is seen, a certain part of potential migrants advoca-
ted work a3 social value, And this orientation proves to be
Tor them more importart than orientation at urbar life style.

According to Bociologists in this oountry and abroad, un=
faéourable‘working conditions are one of the strongest
pishes to city. Ae was shown by our study, better working
conditions, in their turn, exercise considerable stabilizing
effect. 33.3% of work reascns were references to the improve-
ment ir working conditions. This evidentes again that improve-

ment in famm working conditions is a necussary part of the

system of measures on the retention of labour in the country.
16.7% of occupestional reasone ere*those explaining non-
migration to city by social significance o) farm work. They

-.were worded in this way: "there must be Bomeone to grow
' grain", "there is nobody to work here, we need equipment
.operators", The motives, of this type inciude, besides pride

for one's participation in important and necessary activity,
one's identification with farm work, unwillinglness to shift
from it to any other. ‘ ) 3
Among the reasons associated with favourable rural con-
ditions, a considerable péicentage (29.0%) is made by finan-
ciel censiderations (Table 6).
Table 6
Financial considerations contributing to
inhabitants! stabilization in the rural side, % .

Considerations Percentage injPercentage Pexcentuge
all reasons in all re-~ in the group
for non-mig- | ferences of financial

ration to favourw considerations
-lable rural | in advocating
conditions rural life ]

The possibility
of cheaper sub-
sistence due to ‘ :
private economy 2.2 6.5 - 1 22.2

Better dwelling

v‘conditionﬂ 505 1600 5506

14
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~Better economic
“conditions of .
‘the family 2.2 6.5 22.2

Total 9.9 29.0 100.2

 The main bulk of reagons (77.8%) are of dynamic navure
and directly associated witk the changes in living condi=-
tions which took place over the vas% 3 years. This type of
reacons atteste to the controllability of migrational prc-
cess in general. Comparatively eimple economic measures,
such as improved dwelling conditions and work remuneretione

~can oxerciser stabtilizing effect on part of population and

make fur them civyward migration non-rationsl,
A large percontage of potential migrants (22.2%) explain

ftheir refusal from migration by merely realiziag economic
‘édvantage of staying ir the country (those advuntages which
-’had existed formerly also). One of such advantages is "ihe
. possibility to hava a chuaper subeistence in the rurel side

with the help of private plots”,
Thic group of rcasons aisc illustrates the effect of
social copnditions.

.Along with the found out difficulties to establish re-
sidence in city or unfavourable city ccnditions, ans well as
the realizatior of csrtain rural advartages, part of rural
dwollers who gave up thsir intention tc leeve (25.,2%) ex-
plain it by purely perscrns! motives, in perticular, by
changed family status, ons?+ ..#m growircg up or ageirg
(Table T).

Some rural dwallers gave up their decision to migrate

‘without changing ihe generel attitude toward urben life;

they considered it too late fcr them to change their tenor
of life.("cld age, am going to retire Zrom job", "in old
age it is better to have a houe of one's own™); others

‘refer to immaturity of their former decision ("was green",

"wished to leave because of my rvoung agen).
Age motives point out tc the inetability of migrational

15
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‘ plans thelr immaturity rather than the rectlfylng 1mpact‘ _
‘of certain external conditions or re-evaluations of life. ' -

. . Table T.
The struotura of personal and domestic
reasons for non-migration to city, %

Motives Percentage in | Percentage in
all motives personal and do-
for non-mig- | mestic motives
ration

Motives associated with

age 8. 7 35 .0

Health condition 6.6 26.0

Marrieges 6.6 26,0

Unwillingness of one of

family memobexrs to move 2.2 8.7

Family enlargement 1.1 4.5

Total ) ‘ 25.2 - 100.0 -

This can be explained also by that situation of which
A. France wrote: "The skull of everyone of us covers a lot
of contradictory ideas to which we are squally attached
and which are getting along together very well because we’
never call them for confrontation".

Other domestic and personal reasuns need no interprnta- o

‘tion, It is clear that marriege, illness mske one see the

matter of migration in a new light, often oppoaitely.

One sliould not ignore alsc such a factor as unwillingness
to leave for city of one of family members®,

In spite of great spread and stabilizing effect of peru
sonal and domestic motives, this greoup of reasons has no ‘,
deep or visible social roots and camnot help.find ways and
methods for reducing intensive exodus form the country,
should we pose this tasi. '

Our analysis has shown that under different "headings"
within seemingly different groups of motives very similar °
soci&l sltuaulons are hidden. The conclusion about favourable

16
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. rural conditions is the other side of the conclusion about
f‘Lnfavourable urben copditlons, and the latter is hard +
fjdistlnguieh from difficulties to establlsn residonce in a
““new place. Por this reamson, we have rcarranged motives for
:knon-migration on & new basis,

Under the first group subsumed were all the motives .

‘associated with non-migraiion on the basis of better know-
_ ledge of actual urban-rurel differences and of the roaliza-

tion of rural advantages. The foilowing reasons were inclu-
ded: "the attractiveness of rural way of life", "the oppor-

“-tunity to have a cheaper subsistence due to private economy",

"the attractivenese of work performed" etc. The proportion
of this kind of reasons is 37.2%.
. The second group was formed of motives associated with

‘6hanged sitvations of the respondents. These are "improve- -
ment in housing situation and economic status of the family"®,

"marriage’, "family increase" etc. They make 28.6%.
The third group were motives of involuntary decision
for non-migratisn on account of existing objective circum=

‘stanceq; Thip group embraced the motives associated with

ditficulties %o establish residence in a city and part of
motives associated with unfevourable urban conditions. The
pPropoxrtion of this kind of motives among all others was
24.4%,

While the first two groups of motives concernm sit uations
of equ111br1um, the motives of the third type characterize

© & gituation cf conflict, dlsperlty batween urban orientation

of rural people, their migrational plans, cn the one nand,

‘and the objective opportunities for the implementetion of
these vlans, on the other.

Potential Migrants Who First
M¥oved to City and Then Returned Back

8% of tested population were persons who , for some
reasons’ or other, returned to ihe villege after having

lived for some time in city., At the same time, if we take
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-all potential migrants resident now in the rural side, the
proportion of whose who had urban experience after the’ 1967 :
interview is 15.3%. On the basis of these data we can also =
conclude that most of cityward migranta_managed to. 8ettle :
there and only small part of them (17.2%) returned home.

AB a rule, people come back to their native village.

Only 20% who tailed to establish residence in city moved

to othsr villages. Due to thia, we had an opportunity to

get information from respondents themselves. In other cases
we had to ask their neighbours and relatives, -

To summarize, what ars reasons for their coming back to
the village? To what extent is it attributable to subjective
drives and io what to the environment and circumstances?

About 9% »f those who came back to. the village where
they lived in 1967 were disappointed in urban way of life. .
nI like quiet living", "did not like it in city", "am =
accustomed to the rural place" ~ such were the replies.

Urban preference reportqd by this category of pérsons in

June, 1967 and implemented later on, was rather abstract

and imitative than adequate to the actual needs and goals

of these people. We camnot exclude also certain censervas

tism, the habit to a particular life style, difficsulties

of adjustme o a quite different setting and conditions.
Some part of rurtl migrants cannot even expose themseltes_”_

o urban experience for such a time as to be able to appre- N
ciate favourable urban features. (Table B). ;

17% of migrants were forced to come back to the village" ’
as a result of having encountered housing, registration i
and employment difficulties,

Aoout a fourth of those who returned to their village, _
were persons previously sent by collective or state farm
to get training in urban technical and other schools, i.e.
who had never been actual migrants. - ‘

A small proportion among the returning motives is a )
group conventionally referred to by us &s wchildren~parent® .
ties., For young géneration who leave the village kin con-
tacts are not broken at all; moreover, they play more of
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n S _ ‘ ~Table 8
e . The structure of motives for ‘ P
" coming back to that village where they lived
R in June 1967, %

Motives ) Proportion in the group
The attractiveness = of rural
life style and unattractive-
ness of urban 8.5
Difficulties to establish
‘residence in ecity 17.2
Placement after completing
education 22.9
Children-parents ties 25.6
The climate did not agree with 11.5
Other personal and domestic '
reasons. (marriage) 8.5. ... .
Others. ‘ . : 5.7

Total ' 100.0

a role, It is rather common that young people coming back do
.80:not so much on account of their attachment to rural 1ife
os to home, to the family: "longed for parenta™, "did not
vant 4o live away from my mother®™ , "longed for home". Some-
timus the initiative is with parénts: "my paients have per=
suaded me to come back home", "parents ordered to return
home". o .
. 8.5% of respondents explained their coming back by
changes in maritel status. The rest of them by state of
health and other personal and domestic reasons. ]
Extremely low part (1.6%) of all tested population go
from city to a village other than their native one. To
find out their reasons for returning to rural life but
outside their native villages we asked about it their
nebghhours and relatives. The analysis has shown that the
cbtained satructure of motives was very like that obtained
through direct interviews but considersbly poorer. The
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" highest proportion was held by such motives as "desire ‘to :
live with relatives", "unfavourable urban conditions" (22.2%).

" Part of the flow (T1.1%) obtained job placemgﬂts after com- -
rleting training in city. The return of others was:explain;
ed by health condition (11.1%) and changes in merital status.’
About 22,2% of persons of this category we do not have in-
formation, ‘

3. Conclusions and Lines
Further Rescarch

The analysis of the relationship between potential and
actual rural-urban migration permits us- to-conceive this
process from many aspects,elucidate its new gocial featurqé;‘
clarify the mechanism and conditions for the implementation
of out-migrational plans. The main conclusions are as
follows:

Potential migration, as a rule, is ssparatdd from the

" actual by a long span of time, auring which due to different
cbjective and subjective factors, this decision may dis;
appear altogether. Neverthelees, it seems to us that poten=
tial migration can be used for predicting actual cityward
migration, since 64.9% or nearly two thirds of tested popula-
tion were persons who either had been, or wers, or would
be cityward migrants (see Scheme 1). This percentage includes
former rural dwellers resident at present in cities: those
who after being exposed to urban experience returned, on
the strength of particular circumstances, to rural life
(6.4% + 1.6%); and, finally, those who did not give up
their decision to leave but had not managed so far to im-—
Plement it and are going to do it in the nearest future
(15.9%). ' '

We should note that 2.5% of 1967 potential migrants in
1970 resided in rural nonfarms. The previous studies of

- migration have shown that rural-urban migration more often
than not takes place in two or three stages: first to tﬁe

"nearest rural nonfarms and district seats, and then to
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'citieé;'It waé vez& Iikely thati in this case we also dealt
T‘With surh reserve for future populatlcn gain by cltleq.‘

The examination of motives of disparity ("cpenlng of the

v'sc1seors") between potential and actual migration has shewn
j that actual, though not aiways recognized, attachment to
" rural way of life is ore of the strongest factors rectlfylnb

the 1mplementat=on of cutfarm migrational rlans, -

Rural llfe Btyle Las many attractive features and advan-
tages comparing to the urban in he eves of ruralites. This
is supported by the fact that even those rural people who
have general urban preferences and, one would think, are
resolved to migrate to city, are under 8trong influence of
favcurable rurzl coanditions, Tha latter were referred to by
34% of rural dwellers who had given up their migrational
plans. At the same time the now existing conditions sand
employment opportunisies in cities also considerably recti-
fy the implementaticn of rural pecple'e migraiional plans.
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