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Introduction: Hällefors and  
Placement 
In the contemporary era of globalisation 
and time-space compression (Janelle, 
1991), European rural areas have ex-
perienced urban-to-rural migration 
(Buller and Hoggart, 1994; Hoggart 
and Buller, 1995; Benson, 2011a; Hed-
berg and Do Carmo, 2011). In Sweden, 
the county of Värmland is renowned for 
its large Dutch population (Andersen 
and Engström, 2005; Eriksson Robert-
son, 2010). However, this has not previ-
ously been related to ambivalent lifestyle 
migrants in rural Sweden.

On the one hand, Hällefors is a typ-
ical Swedish small industrial town. 

Although located rather centrally in 
Sweden (Figure 1), the municipality is 
part of a rural area known as Bergslagen. 
This area, including county Dalarna, is 
traditionally characterised by forestry as 
well as iron and steel industry (Braun-
erhielm, 2006; Heldt Cassell, 2008). 
Over the centuries, the area has at-
tracted labour migrants from Belgium, 
Germany, Finland, and other countries 
(Borgegård et al., 1998; Åkesson, 1998). 

During the past decades however, the 
municipality has suffered from popula-
tion decline and economic stagnation. 
The number of inhabitants decreased 
from 11,723 in 1968 to 6,973 in 2012 
(Statistics Sweden, 2013). Traditional 
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patriarchal social values in Hällefors 
(Hedfeldt, 2008) may hamper its ad-
aptation to post-industrial conditions 
(Boyle and Halfacree, 1998; Heldt Cas-
sel, 2008, 106-7).

On the other hand, Hällefors is a 
trend-setter in rural Sweden. In 2003, in 
an attempt to turn the tide of depopula-
tion, the municipality’s executive board 
formulated three policy profiles: culinary 
arts, technology, and design (Braun-
erhielm, 2006: 116-7). This resulted 
in, among other things, collaboration 
with a privately owned migration con-
sultancy agency based in Norway called 
Placement. According to its director, 
the aim of Placement is to attract Dutch 
and other families ideally consisting of 
adults aged 35-45 and children under 
the age of 10. Furthermore, minimising 
the risk of remigration, Placement looks 
for families with pre-existing ties to the 
destination countries. 

Between 2004 and 2007, Hällefors 
participated in an international rural 
place marketing campaign, with the 
purpose of attracting new residents from 
the Netherlands and elsewhere (Eimer-
mann, 2013). Partly as a result of these 
rural place marketing efforts, about 50 
Dutch families settled in Hällefors in 
the early 21st century. In 2011 however, 
around 50 per cent  of these families 
had left the municipality. Some of them 
returned to the Netherlands, others 
moved to another country, while still 
others moved to neighbouring munici-
palities. 

This paper describes and analyses 
the motives of this group of migrants 
in Hällefors municipality. It links the 
above developments to issues of ambiv-
alence in studies of lifestyle migration. 
It contributes to lifestyle migration re-
search in three ways: introducing a novel 
direction (northwards, to a renowned 
welfare state), a novel destination type 
(a deprived area) and a structure for 

Fig 1 Hällefors is a small industrial town in central 
Sweden, part of a rural area known as Bergslagen. 
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the decision process (a local authority 
deliberately attracting new residents 
from abroad). As illustrated in Table 1, 
this migration flow has been increasing 
steadily from 1995 onwards, disrupted 
temporarily during the economic reces-
sion of 2009 and 2010.

Furthermore, Table 1 compares mi-
gration from the Netherlands to Sweden 
with migration to neighbouring coun-
tries, classical migration destinations 
and lifestyle migration destinations 
(Benson and O’Reilly, 2009). Relative 
to the numbers in 1995, migration to 
Sweden increased most. Sweden at-
tracts more Dutch movers than Den-
mark, Norway or Finland. Moreover, 
the total number of Dutch moving to 
these four Nordic countries (3,613) ap-
proaches the amount moving to France 
(3,873) in 2012. According to the 
Swedish National Rural Development 
Agency (2008, 47), the distribution of 
the Dutch population in Sweden dif-
fers from that of most other migrants. 
The Dutch prefer rural and sparsely 
populated areas over urban areas. More 
detailed information is presented in 
Eimermann et al. (2012).

Against this background, this paper 
focuses in particular on Dutch mi-
grants in the rural Swedish municipal-
ity of Hällefors. The aim is to examine 
the migration process of Dutch lifestyle 
migrants in Hällefors and their ambiv-
alent attitudes towards returning, and 
thereby to give voice to the hope, pain, 
nostalgia, and triumph of lives lived in 
other places (King et al., 1995). Con-
sequently, the empirical question is as 
follows: after migrating to Hällefors, 
what influences the Dutch families’ atti-
tude towards returning? This question is 

addressed through narratives of Dutch 
migrant families, gathered during field-
work in 2011.

The structure of the paper is as follows. 
After this introduction, the conceptual 
framework is presented, and the research 
design is outlined. Subsequently, a de-
scription and analysis of the fieldwork is 
presented, giving special attention to the 
families’ ambivalent attitudes towards 
returning. In the concluding discussion, 
the findings indicating ambivalence are 
related to the permanent-temporary 
binary of movement, discussed by Bell 
and Ward (2000).

Ambivalent Lifestyle Migrants
Studies of lifestyle migration offer apt in-
sights into post-migration everyday life 
(O’Reilly and Benson, 2009). Recently, 
a number of studies were collected in a 
book called Lifestyle Migration – expec-
tations, aspirations and experiences (Ben-
son and O’Reilly, 2009b). These studies 
represent stories ranging from Western-
ers searching for spiritual elucidation in 
India to second-home owners moving 
frequently between two or more homes. 
Lifestyle migration is distinct from other 
forms of migration in its principal mo-
tivation: lifestyle and a gradual achieve-
ment of a better way of life. 

As there is no clear definition of ‘life-
style’, it is a subjective term. Essentially, 
it refers to three aspects: a drive towards 
a better way of life, the potential for 
self-realisation embedded within the 
notion of spatial mobility, and meaning-
fulness and values ascribed to particular 
places (Benson and O’Reilly, 2009b). In 
this paper, the act of migration is com-
prehended as one step within a wider 
lifestyle trajectory.

MARCO EIMERMANN
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Lifestyle migration assembles render-
ings of amenity migration, residential 
tourism, retirement migration and (in-
ternational) counterurbanisation into a 
single theoretical framework. An initial 
working definition of lifestyle migrants is 
offered by Benson and O’Reilly (2009a, 
621): ‘relatively affluent individuals, 
moving either part-time or full-time, 
permanently or temporarily, to places 
which, for various reasons, signify for the 
migrants something loosely defined as 
quality of life’. The current study offers 
new empirical data that suggest amend-
ments to be made to this definition of 
lifestyle migration.

Studying lifestyle migration, Benson 
and O’Reilly (2009b) refer to concepts 
such as modernity, self-identity (Gid-
dens, 1991) and the new mobilities para-
digm (Sheller and Urry, 2006). Moreover, 
Benson (2013) compares the migrants’ 
claims to the authentic with the politics 
of connoisseurship and negotiating social 
distinction and social capital (Bourdieu, 
1984). Each of these concepts suggests 
increasing opportunities for affluent in-
dividuals to create their own preferences 
in a context of diminishing social and 
practical constraints. In other words, af-
fluent individuals’ increased mobility has 
created opportunities for them both to 
explore places and to move to a particular 
place with which they identify.

In a Dutch context, Van Dalen and 
Henkens (2007, 56, original capitals) 
suggest that affluent migrants leaving the 
Netherlands seek to escape urban areas, 
longing for ‘the Good Life: nature, space, 
and less populated surroundings’. This 
search is especially motivated since gen-
uine rural areas in the Netherlands are 
scarce (Haartsen et al., 2003).

However, although some migrants 
realise their dreams of an alternative 
way of life with relative ease, others 
are forced to invest more time and ef-
fort in achieving their aspirations (Ben-
son, 2010). This is why the search for 
authenticity and a better way of live is 
portrayed as an ongoing quest, stretch-
ing into post-migration life (Benson, 
2011b). Pre-migration romantic and 
nostalgic imaginings of a rural idyll and 
authenticities of everyday life are pivotal 
pull factors constructing an expected 
better way of life after migration. How-
ever, the actual rurality experienced in 
the migrants’ post-migration lives may 
contradict these expectations (O’Reilly 
and Benson, 2009; Halfacree and Ri-
vera, 2012).

This tension between reality and 
imagination is termed ambivalence, 
implying an everyday mismatch of 
post-migration experiences with pre-
vious hopes and dreams (O’Reilly and 
Benson, 2009, 9). Some migrants rather 
reproduce than solve pre-migration 
concerns, which become important for 
their post-migration trajectories (Ben-
son, 2010). Therefore, ambivalence is 
related to the migrants’ attitude towards 
returning (or moving elsewhere), after 
moving to Hällefors. Ambivalence may 
be a particular issue for this type of mi-
gration, perceived as voluntary (Bær-
enholdt and Granås, 2008, 8). Dutch 
lifestyle migrants have the possibility 
to return at any time to their country 
of origin, or to move elsewhere. Para-
doxically, this complicates the decision 
whether or not to stay.

In other words, post-migration am-
bivalence can give rise to a new decision 
process considering returning or a move 
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elsewhere. In a beneficial scenario, the 
migrants would gain more nuanced, 
complex and dynamic understandings 
of their destination (Benson, 2013). 
In a detrimental scenario, the migrants 
would wish to return but are not able to 
find employment or affordable housing 
in the Netherlands (Huete et al., 2013). 
As Benson (2013) argues, this ambiva-
lence possibly derives from the unclear 
boundary between tourism and migra-
tion.

This is related to temporal dimen-
sions of geographical movement. Bell 
and Ward (2000) compare different 
types of movement using spatio-tempo-
ral boundaries, resulting in a typology 
of movement. The authors point at the 
arbitrary nature of defining migration 
roughly as a move across an adminis-
trative boundary, exceeding one year 
(ibid.). 

This results in a multitude of mobili-
ties, at times referred to as a tourism-mi-
gration nexus (Hall and Williams, 
2002). Rather than drawing a temporal 
line between different types of mobil-
ity, this nexus indicates how tourism, 
migration and other forms of mobility 
are interconnected. A causal relation 
may exist, where people first visit a place 
several times for holidays, subsequently 
purchase a holiday home there and even-
tually move more or less permanently to 
the destination (Müller and Marjavaara, 
2012). Moreover, after migration, these 
migrants invite friends and relatives and 
may induce a subsequent cohort of mi-
grants.

Consequently in the current era of 
mobilities, Urry (2000) argues that con-
cepts of mobility contribute more to our 
understanding of societies than ideas of 

stasis, structure and social order. He 
advocates a new mobilities paradigm, 
implying that almost all places in the 
developed world are connected through 
networks and that «nowhere can be an 
island» (Sheller and Urry, 2006: 209). 
This paradigm cautiously navigates be-
tween notions of sedentarism (assuming 
human lives to be place-bound) and no-
madism (the opposite of sedentarism) 
at various scales, aiming to transcend 
theoretical contrasts between place and 
movement (Sheller and Urry, 2006).

However, McIntyre et al. (2006) claim 
that mobility raises place-consciousness 
as it enables people to compare different 
places and their qualities. Over the life 
course, people may develop feelings of 
simultaneously being at home in differ-
ent places. The authors discuss the con-
cept of multiple dwelling, understood 
as a process rather than an object. As 
such, multiple dwelling is an effort to 
negotiate meaningful links with family, 
national traditions and nature in an in-
creasingly complex world.

Hence, the conceptual framework 
for this paper is derived from issues of 
post-migration ambivalence in studies 
of lifestyle migration. This is then con-
nected to issues of temporality of geo-
graphical movement.

Research Design and Data
The migrants’ unique experiences are 
central to this research. Hence, data 
are mainly gathered through qualitative 
methods. Visiting members of Dutch 
households at their homes or work en-
vironments in Hällefors and conducting 
in-depth interviews with them results in 
insights that are not possible to achieve 
using quantitative research methods. 

MARCO EIMERMANN
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As King et al. (1995, x, original italics) 
argue, aggregative approaches often «fail 
to capture the essence of what it is like 
to be a migrant; and be, or not be, part 
of a community, a nation, a society – 
cut off from history and from a sense 
of place». The fieldwork for this paper 
emphasises migrants and the «realities» 
of their situation in Hällefors (Halfacree 
and Boyle, 1993).

Each family is visited once. The inter-
views are about three hours in length, 
usually with both parents in the family 
simultaneously. Children are usually not 
present during the interviews, except for 
the part of the visits that is combined 
with a family gathering around the din-
ner table. This less formal setting facili-
tates an interactive-relational approach, 
in which our encounters are fuelled by 
qualities in the interaction and relation-
ship that emerges (Chirban, 1996, xiv). 
Both before and after the interviews, 
contact is maintained in order to re-
ceive additional information from the 
respondents. 

The interviews are tape-recorded and 
transcribed verbatim, after which labels 
are added manually in a word processing 
programme (Baarda et al., 2000: 176-
188). They are then sorted and analysed. 
The quotations in the subsequent em-
pirical section are used as illustrations 
for the line of reasoning in this paper.

In short, the interview guide con-
sists of two parts: one considering the 
migrants’ aspirations and expectations 
prior to moving, and the other focusing 
on their experiences after moving. Apart 
from general socio-demographic char-
acteristics of the family members, the 
first part includes frequency, duration 
and purpose of visits to Sweden prior to 

moving, as well as an attempt to capture 
what triggered the decision to migrate. 
The second part considers everyday 
experiences in Hällefors and the work 
environment. Moreover, questions on 
frequency, duration and purpose of vis-
its to the Netherlands as well as friends 
and relatives visiting in Hällefors are in-
cluded. The final part of the interview 
guide includes the migrants’ attitudes 
towards the near and distant future 
(resp. less or more than three years after 
the interview) considering their place of 
residence, work environment, mobility 
and everyday life.

In 2011, out of the original 50 Dutch 
families, approximately 25 remain in 
Hällefors. Most studies of lifestyle mi-
gration focus on retired migrants. In 
contrast, this paper focuses on econom-
ically active migrants. Thus, of the re-
maining 25 Dutch families in Hällefors, 
15 economically active families are se-
lected for this study. Two of these fami-
lies declined participation, which means 
that this study draws on data gathered 
from thirteen families.

The composition and age structure of 
the households included in this study 
are presented in Table 2 (the numbers in 
the first column indicate a chronological 
order of moving). These households can 
be analysed socio-demographically. The 
adult family members are mainly born 
in the late 1950s or the 1960s. They 
are aged 31 to 52 when they move. The 
children are born in the 1990s and early 
2000s and are between one and fifteen 
years old when they move. In two fami-
lies, a child is born in Sweden (after the 
move). Including demographic figures 
for the two families that are not part 
of the interview study, six out of fifteen 
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families have three children or more, six 
have two children, one has one child, 
one has none, and family 3 leaves one 
child behind, from an earlier marriage. 
The households are thus similar regard-
ing composition and age structure.

In general, all households arrive be-
tween 2004 and 2011. A distinction can 
be made between ‘planners’ and rather 
spontaneous movers. Three of the fam-
ilies first visit Sweden 15 years or more 
before actually moving there, whereas 
three other families visit Sweden one 
year or less before their move. All the 
families have thought about returning 
to the Netherlands or moving elsewhere. 
However, two families are highlighted in 
this study, as they express their ambiva-
lent attitudes towards returning most 
explicitly: one family stay in Hällefors, 
the other move.

Empirical Findings
The other day we met some of our 
Dutch connections who live here in 
Hällefors. They asked us how we were 
doing and we said “so-so”. Their situa-
tion was similar. We chatted for a while 
and concluded that most of us Dutch 
here pretend to live a good life, but that 
it simply is not true. We all miss things 
we used to do and have in the Nether-
lands. (Interview 1, 2011)

The above citation illustrates Dutch 
lifestyle migrants in Hällefors experi-
encing social difficulties after migration. 
The analysis of the Dutch families’ at-
titudes towards returning is structured 
along three social-scientific perspectives 
on migration; 1) characteristics of the 
migrants, 2) the nature of the places of 
origin and destination, and 3) the un-
derlying forces and structures that con-
dition movement (White, 1995). In the 

Family nr and 
migration year

First visit Adults Children

1. 2005 2005 ♂1958, ♀1961 1999, 2000
2. 2005 2002 ♂1964, ♀1964 1997, 1999
3. 2005 1994 ♂1962, ♀1973 -
4. 2005 ± 1970 ♂1957, ♀1958 1990, 1994
5. 2006 2001 ♂1954, ♀1974 2002, 2005, 2008
6. 2006 1987 ♂1962, ♀1966 1995
7. 2007 2004 ♂1965, ♀1967 1997, 2000
8. 2007 2006 ♂1970, ♀1971 1996, 1997, 2006, 2009
9. 2007 ± 1976 ♂1960, ♀1963 1994, 1996, 1999
10. 2007 ± 1990 ♂1970, ♀1969 1998, 2002
11. 2008 1996 ♂1968, ♀1967 1997, 1999
12. 2008 2007 ♂1957, ♀1959 -
13. 2010 2005 ♂1971, ♀1979 1999, 2001, 2006

Table 2: Household composition and age structure

Source: the author, fieldwork 2011.
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remainder of this section, push-, pull-, 
and keep-factors are used intermittently 
in order to frame the migration deci-
sions.

The first perspective concerns the 
characteristics of the migrants. Table 2 
presents the composition and age struc-
ture of the Dutch households in this 
study. This is complemented in Table 3 
with an overview of the places of resi-
dence prior to moving and the migrants’ 
occupations prior to and post migration. 
Statistics Netherlands (2012) defines 
five degrees of urbanisation, depending 
on surrounding address density. As all 
five categories are inhabited by approx-
imately a quintile of the Dutch popula-
tion, they are comparable in size.

Table 3 shows that six households 
move from moderately, strongly, or 
extremely urbanised municipalities, 
whereas three households move from 
non-urbanised areas and two from 
hardly urbanised places. However, even 
the hardly and non-urbanised areas in 
the small and densely populated country 
of the Netherlands can have an urban 
character, as they are all situated close to 
urban centres. Family 13 illustrates this 
as follows: ‘where we lived in the Neth-
erlands, you could call that rural. But 
there, on an average day 20,000 vehicles 
passed by on the main road. Here, on 
the same kind of road, it is about 1,400 
a day’. This reinforces the thesis that 
for people living in the Netherlands, 
moving to a ‘real’ rural area requires 
emigration (Eimermann et al., 2012). 
Moreover, the above quote reveals both 
physical and social characteristics of a 
perceived rural idyll.

The age of the migrating adults, as 
well as social and physical consequences 

of urbanisation in time and space, plays 
a significant role in the decision to mi-
grate. In other words, many migrants 
have grown up in rather small Dutch vil-
lages that urbanise during the migrants’ 
early adolescence. Related to this, nos-
talgic sentiments and discontent are ex-
pressed in the following citations: 

When we were children, H. was a vil-
lage. We lived among farmers, and I 
could hear the cows in the barn. Of 
course, these surroundings have all 
been urbanised, swallowed by the large 
Dutch agglomeration, the Randstad. 
(Interview 12, 2011)

I lived on the edge of the village of V. 
During my youth, V.-West was de-
veloped. For us, that was heaven on 
earth as we could play and build our 
own hide-outs there. It was fantastic, 
but after a while a new neighbourhood 
was built, and another one, and an-
other one. Soon, the population of V. 
had increased from 25,000 to 65,000. 
The municipality grew fast, resulting in 
crime, among other things. And traffic 
congestion. We lived 10 km from our 
workplace; it took 1½ hours to com-
mute. Everyday! (Interview 11, 2011)

The nostalgic sentiments above relate 
to growing up in a perceived rural idyll 
that no longer exists. The expressed dis-
content is due to social and physical dis-
advantages of urbanisation and densely 
populated areas, such as criminality and 
traffic congestion. 

The second perspective compares the 
nature of the place of destination with 
the nature of the place of origin within 
social and physical contexts. These con-
texts (e.g. property, nature, landscape, 
and less populated surroundings) may 
develop into keep-factors after mi-
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gration. On the other hand, friends, 
relatives, and cultural aspects in the 
Netherlands - the migrants’ social capi-
tal - are pull-factors for a possible return 
to the Netherlands. 

This can partly explain the ambiv-
alent attitude towards returning. To 
begin with, property prices in Dutch 
urban areas are much higher than in the 
sparsely populated Swedish rural areas. 

Family Place of residenceª Pre-migration occupation Post-migration occupation
1. Strongly urbanised ♂ Producer*

♀ Artist 
♂ Producer*
♀ Project leader *

2. Hardly urbanised ♂ Road construction
♀ Designer

♂ Road constr., self-employed
♀ Owner of shop

3. Extremely urbanised ♂Truck driver
♀Transport planner

♂ Restaurant-owner*
♀ Restaurant-owner*

4. Moderately urbanised ♂ Entrepreneur (safety)*
♀ Entrepreneur (safety)*

♂ Entrepreneur (safety)*
♀ Entrepreneur (safety)*

5. Extremely urbanised ♂ Freelance illustrator 
♀ Teacher (prim. school)

♂ Freelance illustrator
♀ Teacher, self-employed 
seller

6. A rural area outside 
the Netherlands

♂ Employed at holiday 
resort
♀ Employed at holiday 
resort

♂ Manager of a hostel*
♀ Manager of a hostel*

7. Hardly urbanised ♂ Truck driver
♀ Owner of restaurant

♂ Truck driver
♀ Nurse

8. Strongly urbanised ♂ Manager*
♀ Manager (day-care 
centre)

♂ Carpenter
♀ Nurse, owner of shop*

9. Not urbanised ♂ Civil servant
♀ Teacher (sec. school)

♂ Self-employed, forestry 
♀ Manager, food company*

10. Not urbanised ♂ Industrial designer
♀ Employed at florist 
shop

♂ Entrepreneur*
♀ Employed at emp. agency

11. Strongly urbanised ♂ Teacher (sec. school)
♀ Employed as electrician 

♂ Teacher (sec. school)
♀ Nurse

12. Strongly urbanised ♂ Editor, Motion design-
er*
♀ Director, post-produc-
tion*

♂ Editor, Motion designer*
♀ Director, post-production*

13. Not urbanised ♂ Emp. (insurance com-
pany)
♀ Employed at cleaning 
firm

♂ Employed at a factory
♀ Unemployed

Table 3: Place of residence prior to moving and occupations of the migrants 

Source: the author, fieldwork 2011, * = running an own enterprise
ª degrees of urbanisation are based on Statistics Netherlands, 2012.
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One of the families lives in a former 
church. Their sense of triumph is ex-
pressed thus: 

One reason for moving to Hällefors was 
that we can own something here that 
you could never own in the Netherlands 
- a larger house. One of our sons has 
always wanted to live in ‘a house you 
can walk around’ [i.e. a detached home, 
instead of a row house or semi-detached 
home]. Even when we didn’t have any 
plans to migrate at all… And when we 
had decided to migrate, we told the 
children that we would be living in a 
house that you can walk around. This 
house feels like a palace! 

(Interview 8, 2011)

This sense of living in a palace is com-
bined with notions of the good life and 
the rural idyll, as vividly described dur-
ing the interviews. Some of the follow-
ing quotes illustrate how impressed the 
migrants in this study are by social and 
physical aspects of the Swedish land-
scape and nature:

We used to go on holiday to France, 
and then some friends recommended 
that we visit Sweden; so we decided to 
give it a try. And when we got here, we 
thought “wow, this is actually what we 
have been looking for in France” – the 
same abundance of wilderness, but with 
the right of public access. In France, 
everything is gated. And here, you have 
access and can enjoy the forests and the 
lakes. We were sold instantly! So tran-
quil and beautiful. 

(Interview 8, 2011)

The first years we took our holidays in 
Sweden, we were particularly impressed 
by the tranquillity of the Swedish out-
doors. Where we lived in the Nether-
lands, there were forests as well. But 

when you go picking berries there on a 
Sunday afternoon, there are 200 people 
on a single square kilometre. Here, you 
don’t run into anyone, and that is so 
brilliant!  (Interview 11, 2011)

We’ve visited Norway, but I wouldn’t 
want to live there. The landscape is too 
rugged, and people live packed together 
in the valleys. The Swedish landscape 
has more gentle slopes. And lakes. 
Everywhere, there is wilderness. You 
can encounter rare birds and wolves in 
the woods.  (Interview 9, 2011)

The above quotes illustrate both social 
and physical perceptions of the rural 
idyll in and around Hällefors. These per-
ceptions function as pull-factors for the 
move and as keep-factors after the move. 
However, the migrants in this study also 
reflect on a number of pull-factors for a 
possible return. In other words: 

We all miss Dutch-style out-door ter-
races at pubs, happy faces, and people 
greeting each other merrily (Interview 
1, 2011).

The third perspective studies underly-
ing forces and structures conditioning 
a possible move away from Hällefors. 
In addition to sentiments and memo-
ries of their own childhood, some adult 
migrants see the discourse of the ‘rural 
childhood idyll’ as promising safety, 
health, and closeness to nature for their 
children (Baylina and Berg, 2010, 287).

During the interviews, this discourse 
was both affirmed and denied. One fam-
ily considers activities for children such 
as music classes, various kinds of clubs, 
and theatre, for example, to be ‘afforda-
ble and accessible, certainly compared 



 67

to the Netherlands’ (Interview 9, 2011). 
On the other hand, because of a per-

ceived lack of education opportunities 
for children aged sixteen years and over 
and lack of adequate public transport in 
this part of Sweden, children are forced 
to move to larger towns such as Örebro 
and find an apartment there at a rela-
tively young age. This is contrasted to 
the situation in the Netherlands, and it 
plays a significant role in the migrants’ 
attitude towards moving from Hälle-
fors. One family explains: 

We’ve had our moments of hesitation, 
but our original plan for moving here 
was that we would evaluate the situ-
ation after three years. Now that we’ve 
lived here for three years, we’ve decided 
to move to southern Sweden. In the vil-
lage we’re moving to, there are good ed-
ucational facilities up to and including 
secondary school. And afterwards it’s up 
to the children to decide, of course, but 
there are good possibilities for studying 
not far away from where we will be liv-
ing. We moved to Sweden partly to be 
able to spend more time with our family, 
not to see the children moving far away 
at the age of sixteen-seventeen. 

  (Interview 1, 2011)

As illustrated in Table 2, the adults in 
family 8 are born about ten years earlier 
than the adults in family 1. Compared 
to family 8, the children in family 1 are 
closer to secondary school age, which 
contributes to their decision to move 
to a place with more possibilities. The 
mother in family 8 talks about the de-
cision process and the attitude towards 
returning:

We moved to Hällefors four years ago, 
but we only actually decided to stay two 
weeks ago. Initially, we lived in another 

house and we bought this property to 
open a shop. The property is inhabited 
by two more tenants and the rent they 
pay to us seemed to cover our costs. 
That way, I could run this shop without 
the pressure of making a profit. Just run 
a shop because I like it. 

It went quite well until winter came. 
Heating expenses were too high and 
owning both a house and this property 
became too costly. We decided to sell 
the house and move to this property. 
But as we were in the process of pack-
ing, a couple from Stockholm showed 
an interest in the shop. We told our-
selves “now that we’re packing anyway, 
we might as well return to the Nether-
lands.”

These questions come up regularly 
anyway: do we like it enough here? 
Don’t we miss our relatives too much? 
Coming over to drink a cup of coffee 
together. A chat with other parents 
at the schoolyard. Social contacts are 
much easier to establish in the Nether-
lands, and we keep missing that. 

We could live in my parents’ house in 
the Netherlands and we started looking 
for jobs there. But due to the financial 
crisis, it proved very hard to find a job 
or even return to the jobs we had be-
fore we moved. Then we decided not to 
take the risk of giving up everything we 
have here in Hällefors - which we can 
only dream of in the Netherlands - for 
so much uncertainty. So two weeks ago 
we really decided to stay and live here.  
  (Interview 8, 2011) 

Ambivalent attitudes towards returning 
are illustrated in the above citation. It ex-
emplifies complex post-migration iden-
tities that are related to social capital in 
the places of origin and destination, as 
well as diminishing employment oppor-
tunities in Sweden and the Netherlands 
due to the economic crisis. Family re-
lationships are also considered, both in 
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the above citation (about the parents of 
the mother in family 8) and in the pre-
vious one (about the children in family 
1). The ambivalence is best described 
as a sense of being in-between, as the 
mother in family 8 analyses:

I woke up this morning, screaming “I 
want to go back, I want to go back”! 
Well, I did not really scream; I dreamed 
that I was screaming. I was in a con-
crete box, floating on water, surrounded 
by hundreds of thousands of similar 
concrete boxes. There was almost no 
space between the boxes. This is how 
my mind pictured the Netherlands in 
my dream. I felt confined. I wanted to 
go back, back to Sweden! (Interview 8, 
2011)

Concluding Discussion
This paper examines the migrants’ am-
bivalence regarding a possible move 
away from Hällefors in relation to the 
migrants’ characteristics, the nature of 
the places of origin and destination, and 
the forces and structures that condition 
moving away (White, 1995). The sen-
timent of longing back to things in the 
country of origin, expressed by family 8 
and family 1 above, are the clearest ex-
pressions of their ambivalence.

As far as the characteristics of the mi-
grants are concerned, this study suggests 
that the degree of preparation before the 
move can be decisive for the households 
in this study. Spontaneous movers show 
more ambivalence than long-term plan-
ners. This may be related to their per-
sonal traits (e.g. taking quick migration 
decisions), their occupations (facilitat-
ing easy movement) and other factors.

Moreover, the migrants’ attitude to-
wards returning is related to age struc-

ture and household composition. The 
nature of the places of origin and des-
tination is essential to take into account 
when studying the forces and structures 
that condition moving. The rural child-
hood idyll is important in two ways. It 
plays a role in the adult migrants’ nostal-
gic sentiments and sense of discontent 
related to rapid urbanisation of the rural 
areas of their childhood. Related to this, 
it creates the adults’ aspirations to find 
an idyll for their own children to grow 
up in. 

Social and physical aspects of nature, 
space, and less populated surroundings 
initially stimulate the Dutch migrants 
to move from their urbanised areas of 
origin to Hällefors. After the move, the 
migrants’ experiences of this perceived 
good life are contradictory. Ultimately, 
some migrants may long back to the 
conditions they so eagerly left behind 
in the Netherlands. As lifestyle migra-
tion is voluntary, the migrants’ attitude 
towards returning is paradoxically more 
ambivalent than they expected. These 
are prominent forces and structures that 
condition a possible move away from 
Hällefors.

As such, this paper investigates 
post-migration lives in the context of 
aspirations before moving (Benson 
& O’Reilly, 2009b) and the perma-
nent-temporary binary of movement 
(Bell & Ward, 2000). What is more im-
portant in the quotidian; attachment to 
place, a mobile life or a combination of 
both? Whereas Urry (2000) and Cohen 
et al. (2013) clearly opt for mobility as 
the pivotal fabric of today’s industrial-
ised societies, this paper rather stresses 
people’s continued desire to connect 
with places.
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During the interviews with Dutch 
families in Hällefors I have encoun-
tered a tendency to connect with more 
than one place. Most of the respond-
ents regard their current place of resi-
dence in rather flexible ways. Although 
they express flexible attitudes towards 
movement, the majority of their daily 
mobility patterns do not resemble those 
of the privileged persons studied in 
Cohen et al. (2013). Rather, the per-
manent-temporary binary of movement 
becomes less valuable for conceptualis-
ing this group of migrants. As a move 
from the sending area does not neces-
sarily weaken social ties, migration no 
longer carries significant risks of clos-
ing future employment there (Bruillon, 
2007).

Such developments suggest diversi-
fication and transience within lifestyle 
migration research, where changing 
preferences over the life course intersect 
with lifestyle relocation. Most of my re-
spondents maintain realistic and flexible 

attitudes towards future moves. Such 
flexibility is related to transitions in 
the life course such as child birth, chil-
dren growing up and attending distant 
schools.

Although unintended by Placement, 
Hällefors and other municipalities en-
gaging in Holland projects, many at-
tracted families are prepared to move on 
in the event of changes in the work or 
family life. Hence, the studied migrants 
consciously choose to live somewhere 
for a period of time and then are open 
for opportunities elsewhere. 

As a family’s first and second homes 
may exchange status over time, a form 
of multiple dwelling (McIntyre et al., 
2006) emerges that does not occur si-
multaneously in space, but rather in a 
conscious chronological order. Future 
studies may relate lifestyle migration 
and the ongoing quest for a better way 
of life (Benson, 2011) to multiple un-
derstandings of homeward and onward 
migration.
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