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Research and advise?

SEGREGATIONENS DYNAMIK OCH
PLANERINGENS MOJLIGHETER
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= B # EM STUDIE AV
..i ot BOSTADSMARKNAD

OCH FLYTTNINGAR

¥ | MALMOREGIONEN

Flyttningar och segregationens dynamik i Géteborg 1990-2006
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Before Goteborg and Malmg, we also analysed Stockholm:
Andersson, R., Hogdal, J. & Johansson, S., (2007) Planering for minskad
bostadssegregation. Rapport 1:2007 Regionplane- och trafikkontoret,

Stockholms lans landsting.

All three reports contain two different types of sections, one using longitudinal individual
register data to analyse segregation dynamics ,and the other is based on expert

interviews.



Giving advice on policy

A Segregation and social integration/exclusion are
highly contested issues which concern power
relations, ethical principlesandfear( of 0t h ¢
otheroboth geographically and socio-culturally).

A They tend to be left-right political issues (more
State/less State, more planning/less planning
etc).

A However, research can provide input
conceptually and empirically and should play a
role in the policy process.



Contents of the presentation

A Aims

A Research and policy background: some
dramatic socioeconomic data

A Conceptual introduction

A Empirical accounts: clustered, trapped and
excluded?

A Policy overview
A Conclusion



Aim/guestions

A Theoretically and empirically: In what
way does residential segregation

relates to social integration processes?

A Are immigrants in Sweden clustered (geographically
concentrated/ osegregatedo) ?

A Are they trapped in particular neighbourhoods or
housing estates?

A Are they socially excluded?

A Counter -segregation and pro -integration policies:
any lessons from Sweden?



Background: Relative labour market
participation rates for immigrants in Sweden

1950-2000.
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Gothenburg city, number of immigrants 1990-2006

600000 -
500000
Country of birth Change 1990-2006 Perc.
: . B
00000 . . Sweden 19407 35
B Foreign-born|| NON-European 29863 54
300000 — las Other foreign-born 5842 11
weden
Total 55112 100
200000 —
100000 — Background* Frequency Percent
Sweden 354940 72,7
0 , , , , Western Europe 31971 6,5
1990 1995 2002 2006 Eastern Eur. 33369 6,8
North Africa & Western Asia 38440 7,9
. . . Rest of Africa 10893 2,2
Country of origin _Numbers in 2006 Rest of Asia 11739 24
Former Yugosl. 18003 Latin America 6767 1,4
Unknown 22 0,0
| r_an 12368 Total 488141 100,0
Finland 12088 *Incl. 2nd gen.
Iraq 11009
Turkey 6202 Source: Database Geosweden,

Total w. foreign b. 133201 Institute for Housing & Urban Research



Some key data for a Gothenburg
housing estate 1990, 1995, 2006

Variable/Indicator

Pop aged 16-64

Born abroad

Born in Sweden

% Foreign-born

% employed, born in Sweden

% employed, born abroad

Work income, females born abroad

Work income, females born in Sweden

Work income, males born abroad

Work income, males born in Sweden

Work income, females born abroad, KPI Index90=100
Work income, females born in Sweden, KPI Index90=100
Work income, males born abroad, KPI Index90=100
Work income, males born in Sweden, KPI Index90=100
% on social allowances, born in Sweden

% on social allowances, born abroad

1 990
3701
2 210
1491
59,7
52,7
37,0
56 400
/8 100
81 000
111 200
100
100
100
100

6

9

1 995
4 533
3 020
1513
66,6
22,9
19,8
25 200
61 700
34 200
82 200
36

64

34

60

14

65

2 006
4 508
3 736
772
82,9
41,2
38,9
53 700
66 700
89 200
86 200
70

62

81

57

22

38



The role of ethnic residential
segregation i alternative propositions

A Lack of labour market integration
housing segregation

A Housing segregation
lack of labour market integration

A Segregation —f+— Integration



Segregation/Integration

Aspect

Level
Group

Individual

System/structural integration

Social/cultural integration

Level of Residential

Level of Integration

segregation Low High
Low 1 2
High 3 4

How do residential patterns affect the level of structural and social integration?
And how does the level of integration affects residential patterns?
Swedish problem conception= 3. Goal= 2. How to reach the goal?



Explaining ethnic residential patterns

A Immigrants reside in and are concentrated to
particular areas because they choose to live
t here (nNncultural discoul

A Immigrants reside in particular areas because
t hey are poor (nAstructur

A Immigrants reside in particular areas because
the majority population wants them to live there
(Aposltoni al discour seo)

Should any of these explanatory approaches be favoured? This is an empirical
guestion.



Understanding segregation
A A structure -agency problem

Key dimensions of segregation:

U Demographic (age, size of households)

U Social class (socioeconomic composition)
U Ethnic/racial composition

These intersect but affect also independently residential
patterns both due to the housing and physical structures and
due to variations I n househol dso



Understanding segregation

AAgency (preferences and behaviour)

Most households do have preferences
regarding where to live but not all can
make a choice.

Focusing on the ethnic dimension, three
aspects of residential choice have often
been discussed in the literature:



Understanding ethnic residential
segregation: behavioural aspects

Minority

ASpatial assimilation strategies
ACongregation

Majority

AOWhite flight?o
A0 Wh iavoidanceo
ABlocking strategies



Uneven geographies at different spatial levels 7 nation state

Percentage having a
foreign background
in Swweden, 2000

W 1aU-a8U
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It is an old and well known fact
that immigrants are over-
represented in the major urban
regions.




Uneven geographies at different spatial levels i urban region

| Andel invandrare 2006
Klassindelning: lika antal

-
I o244 1010,934 (154)
I 0,161 110,244 (146)

N [ o,131ti0,161 (143)

M [ oaostito131 (151)
[ o.0s5til0,106 (155)
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Percentage
foreign-born
In Stockholm county
neighbourhoods
2006




Over/under representation of Swedish-born in-

Overrepr sv.fédda bland infl 2002-06
Anytal infl >50

B sii0 (42
B 1200 14 (227)
C 11 12 az )]
[ Josti1 (e
I o6t 08 (59)
o 005 (69

Ethnic segregation
in metropolitan
Sweden is
reproduced by
huge differences
in patterns of
In-migration to
these regions.




Many but by no means all immigrants end up in high immigrant
Concentration areas. IRAQ
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Population in 2002 and
newcomers 2003-06

Irak
Antal invanare 27 402
Andel 0-17 ar 15,5%
Andel 18-64 ar 80,0%
Andel 65- ar 4.5%
Andel infl 2003-2006 20,6%
Andel Socialbidragstagare 38,3%
Andel a-nytta 63,6%
Andel priv HR 20,4%
Andel Brf 7.2%
Andel egnahem 8,8%
Medelink (disp ink) 18-64 ar 86 936
Segregationsindex 0,61
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Population in 2002 and
newcomers 2003-06
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)
Polen
Antal invanare 17 538
Andel 0-17 ar 7,4%
Andel 18-64 ar 81,6%
Andel 65- ar 10,9%
Andel infl 2003-2006 30,3%
Andel Socialbidragstagare 4,9%
Andel a-nytta 32,3%
Andel priv HR 21,2%
Andel Brf 23,7%
Andel egnahem 22,8%
Medelink (disp ink) 18-64 ar 126 062
Segregationsindex 0,29




The ethnic hierarchy in Gothenburg 2006, measured as
labour market participation and dissimilarity index in

relation to the Swedish majority population.
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It is clear that
there is a
strong corre-
lation between
a group’s
residential
segregation
and its
level of
labour market
participation.



Poor (red) and rich (blue) neighbourhoods in
Stockholm (average income from work, 2004

o

Quintile Cutpoints
(1) Red, below
SEK 131,000
(14,100 Euro)

(5) Blue, above
SEK 219,870
(23,600 Euro)
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Poor (red) and rich (blue) neighbourhoods in
Gothenburg (average income from work, 2004)

Quintile Cutpoints
(1) Red, below
SEK 124,900
(13,430 Euro)

(5) Blue, above
SEK 195,760
(21,050 Euro)

Work incame guirtiles in Gothenburg
neighbourhoods, 2004
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Geographical distribution of people born in Somalia
and Turkey, Lebanon, Syria, Irag (2004
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Poor (red) and rich (blue) neighbourhoods In

Malmo (average income fro

Quintile Cutpoints

(1) Red, below
SEK 103,150
(110,90 Euro)

(5) Blue, above
SEK 176,280
(18955 Euro)

m work, 2004
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Wark incame guintiles in Malmd
neighbourhoods, 2004
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The distribution of work incomes and relative presence of
people with foreign background in Gothenburg
neighbourhoods, 2006. (Neighbourhoods are ranked from

left to right according to decreasing average incomes).
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Pearson correlation: -.64 (significant at .01 level).



Income polarisation at the neighbourhood
level in the Gothenburg and Malmo Labour

Market regions in 1990 and 2006/2004

Gothenburg Malmo
Quota 1990 2006 1990 2004
Percentile 90/percentile 10 1.55 2.33 1.48 1.79
Percentile 80/percentile 20 1.30 1.58 1.30 1.39
Percentile 70/percentile 30 1.18 1.30 1.17 1.21
Percentile 60/percentile 40 1.08 1.12 1.12 1.14

*All neighbourhoods (about 1200 in Gothenburg 4900 inMalmd) have been ranked
according to average work inconfér{arvsersattninyy Quotas are then calculated for differer
combinations of ranking positions (percentiles).

Source:Andersson, Brama, Hogdg009).

Income polarization at the individual level has been increasing since the 1980s. However,
polarization between rich and poor neighbourhoods takes place at a much higher speed.



In which areas do we find rich and poor natives and
Immigrants, [espectlvelx’? _ o
The distribution of Stockholm residents over individual
work income quintiles and neighbourhood income

guintiles.
Stockholm, Swedish background

Individual Neighbourhood income quintile

Work income [(Poor) (Rich)

quintile 1 2 3 4 5Sum (N)

1--2 (low) 195 229 20,8 18,5 18,3 100,0 509970
3 16,3 22,7 224 204 18,3 100,0 262226
4 144 225 232 21,8 18,2 100,0 285455
5 (high) 69 139 205 258 329 100,0 308182
Total 150 20,7 215 21,2 21,6 100,0 1365833

Stockholm, born in Turkey, Lebanon, Syria or Iraq

Individual Neighbourhood income quintile

Work income | (Poor) (Rich)

quintile 1 2 3 4 5 Sum (N)
1--2 (low) 69,8 16,0 7,3 4,7 2,2 100,0 31136
3 65,5 17,3 8,0 6,3 2,8 100,0 15062
4 55,1 19,8 10,9 9,3 50 100,0 5898
5 (high) 39,5 193 145 148 11,9 100,0 2311
Total 65,7 16,9 8,2 6,1 3,1 100,0 54407



Percentage of residents in the Stockholm, Gothenburg and
Malmo labour market regions with origin in Turkey, Lebanon,

Syria and Iraq living in the poorest neighbourhoods (1st quintile).
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Percentage of residents in the Stockholm, Gothenburg and
Malmo labour market regions with origin in Somalia living In
the poorest neighbourhoods (1st quintile).
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Percentage of residents of different age living In
poor neighbourhoods (SAMS Income quintile 1).

Somali background (entire country).
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Generalising residential patterns:

A Most non-Western immigrants who live in
poor neighbourhoods are poor but poor
neighbourhoods comprise also some non-
poor people of iImmigrant origin.

A Low-income people with a Swedish
background are quite dispersed over
different neighbourhood types while high-
Income Swedes tend to cluster in rich and
Swedish-dense neighbourhoods.



Own-group geographical concentration for
Turks resident in Stockholm county 1995

and 1999. Crosstabulation.

1999

1995|0-1% 1-2% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% More than 5% Total (1995)
0-1% 1184 261 59 33 45 137 1719
1-2% 184 469 251 72 16 102 1094
2-3% 48 93 282 174 21 57 675
3-4% 60 43 115 384 138 166 906
4-5% 21 22 22 112 297 183 657
More than 5% 215 180 175 196 322 8184 9272
Total (1999) 1712 1068 904 971 839 8829 14323

Source: GeoSweden database. Institute for Housing and Urban Research, Uppsala University.

Levels of geographical concentration are low for most immigrants in Sweden. Very
few neighbourhoods have more than ten percent of a particular ethnic minority.
Clustering is typical only for recently arrived refugee immigrants. When the influx
from a particular country is reduced, dispersal is the general trend.



White flight and white avoidance:
The Husby housing estate in North-Western Stockholm, built
around now one of the poorest neighbourhoods in the
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Total number of residents and number of
residents with Swedish and immigrant

background in Husby, Stockholm 1990 -2000.

Husby population changes
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Primary factor: avoidance (few Swedish-born move into the estate)




Total number of residents and number of residents
with Swedish and immigrant background in Sodra
Fittja, Botkyrka, 1990-2000 (home ownership).

Sodra Fittja population changes

1400
1200 e
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400 "'\'\-_-.\.\.\. background
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200

Source: Brama 2006.
Primary factor: avoidance (few Swedish-born move into the estate)



Concentrated and excluded, but
trapped?

A Many immigrant categories do live
concentrated in neighbourhoods that are
characterised by low income, low
employment rates and the presence of few
native Swedes. One important question Is
of course whether or not people are
trapped in these neighbourhoods. If they
remain in these immigrant-dense
concentrations, they could of course do so
either voluntarily or due to severe
constraints on their residential mobility.



Trapped or passing through?
In-migrants to poor and immigrant

dense neighbourhoods 1999-02:
where do they reside in 20067

Moved to Moved to = Moved out Moved

Area w ith high immigrant- Stayed another other area of Stockh. out of  Died

densities high-conc. area in Stockh. county Sweden Total Numbers
Jarva (fx Rinkeby, Tensta, Husby) 60,2 7,4 18,1 6,1 7,8 0,4/ 100,0 12706
E4 South 57,8 6,0 23,4 7,3 4,9 0,5 100,0 5983
Immigrant-dense Sodertélje 60,8 2,4 22,7 9,2 4,1 0,7 100,0 4807
Immigrant-dense Botkyrka 55,4 7,5 24,8 6,3 5,6 0,3/ 100,0 5182
Hasselby 45,7 8,1 31,8 10,0 3,8 0,7 100,0 3207
Ragsved 47,4 7,2 31,7 9,5 3,8 0,4 100,0 2803
Hallonbergen 46,4 4,1 29,6 13,4 6,1 0,4/ 100,0 1668
Immigrant-dense part of Solna 34,5 4,5 37,1 15,4 8,4 0,2/ 100,0 1160
Total eight concentr. areas 55,6 6,4 23,8 7,9 5,9 0,5/ 100,0 37516

It is very common that half of all residents stay for five years or less in
immigrant-dense neighbourhoods.



Residential mobility, a couple of examples from Gothenburg city
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