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Abstract

The foreign immigration is one of the most impottaocial phenomena
occurred in Spain in recent years. The arrivairohigrant flows has developed
with intensity and rapidity. This has produced dedmanges in the social
structure and physics of our cities.

The main objective of this presentation is to docapproximation to residential
behavior from the collective of immigrants, throughe combination of
guantitative and qualitative methodologies.

In first place, it has identified and characterizlee concentration areas of non-
EU immigrants in Madrid and Barcelona Metropolifareas.

Secondly, it has been elaborated a theoretical nsehthat illustrates the
residential behaviour of this population.

Too it is make a little presentation of the newgstaf the investigation where it
is done a characterization thorough from the imamtg concentration zones,
that is planted in four large lines: the analysishe housing conditions of the
selected zones; the evaluation of their urban dgweént conditions; the study
of the conditions of access to the housing formmigrant; and the exam of the
challenges that the urban and social problems.

Keywords; immigration, housing, metropolitan aresgsatial segregation,
concentration zones
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[. Introduction

Spain has been traditionally a country of emigrafitshe end of the 20th
century this dynamics changes and the sense dibilg is invested. The arrival
of immigrant population turns into one of the prpat social phenomena of the
Spain of ends of the 20th century and beginnindp@f21st century.

The abundance of new population with own sociodeapiti¢ characteristics
is a fact that produces important changes in tiesadf reception.

The arrival of intense migratory flows has had pesiand negative
repercussions as much for the society of origke, for the host society.

The massive arrival of population immigrant is katigely recent phenomenon
in the Spain, that in addition has been simultare¢owa situation of positive
economic conjuncture. Now that the population inmaung is based and who the
economic conjuncture has been reversed, it is sapeso know how and where
the migratory movement is based, to reflect aboeiréasons that takes to the
emigration, to analyze its demographic compositionnclude/understand the
function of the migratory networks and the weighthe familiar structures. It
becomes precise, also, to differentiate stagaseiméw insertion to its half
social one and to establish which are the elentbatanake difficult the
adaptation, identifying the characteristics diffdrals of the social groups and
their habits of coexistence to prevent episodels wenophobia.

The objective of this article is to elaborate adestial characterization of the
population immigrant being centered the attentiothe main centers of
migration, the cases of the Metropolitan Areas aidkid (AMM) and Barcelona
(RMB). Where the extracommunity population is l@chtas it is east
establishment, if nonsegregation exists or, how #re his residential
trajectories.

Methodology was conceived in order to deal with supply side (the urban
context and the host society), the demand sidepgneeption and behaviour of
individual immigrants) and the results produced thg interaction of both

spheres (changes in the city and in the migraeinsielves).

Also we will make an outline of the stage of thejpct that is being elaborated
at the moment in that a detailed characterizatidhecity-planning and
residential characteristics is becoming of the sarfeconcentration of
extracommunity population.

2 The immigrant population does not have the sameodeaphic structure that the native population (fation
in age of working, predominance of a sex in relatim the native land)



To obtain these results there has been in useleodw@obgical triangulation
based on the bibliographical analysis and the Gigeantitative and qualitative
techniques of research.

Il. The immigration in Spanish urban centres: the @se of Madrid and
Barcelona

Of the total foreign population in Spain, 4.6% cofream Asia; 36.26%, from
Latin America; 16.32%, from Africa;, and 42.77%, rfroother European
countries.

In spite of the fact that in the last years theeigm population has spread over
the whole state territory still it continues cemtgr specially in metropolitan
zones. 7 principal metropolitan areas (Madrid, Bkmeca, Valencia, Seville,
Bilbao, Malaga and Saragossa) concentrate 41, @3 ##e foreign population
and only the area of Madrid and Barcelona they entrate 31, 78 %.

The immigration influx of Asians and Latin-Americanountries is more urban,
and tends to settle in large cities; while theurfbf Africans is more rural. The
factors that generate this differentiation areteglato the access to the labour
market (Fullaondo and Roca, 2006).

During the 90s (in the inter-census period "911),@pain experienced less than
a 6% of population growth. From 2001 to 2007 (latd#ficial data available),
growth was close to 10%. The jump in the surplus wae to immigration.
Actually, 77.11% of population growth 01-07 in Spé& explained by the influx
of immigrants.
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In the metropolitan areas of Barcelona and Madife population growth,
explained by the influx of immigrants, is far aboe average (respectively:
96.11% and 87.35%). In this urban centres, from12@02007, the levels of
immigration-related-population growth is spectacula

Table 1. Population growth 2001 — 2007 accordinigstorigin
2001 (A) 2007 (B)

Metropolis Nationality = % = % (%) B -A
Spanish 4.804.578 94,27 4.880.275 85,69 -8,57
Madrid Foreign 292.125 5,73 814.694 14,31 8,57
Total 5.096.703 100 5.694.969 100
Spanish 4.218.000 96,13 4.236.292 87,20 -8,93
Barcelona Foreign 169.734 3,87 621.724 12,80 8,93
Total 4.387.734 100 4.858.016 100

In the AMM there exists a specialization of the plagion proceeding from
Europé and from America. In case of the RMB there is \iemportant the flow
of population proceeding from Africa and Asia, thgbuthere exists a major

% An important part of this population comes fronsE&urope of countries that have joined recentiy2(104 or
2007) to the Union Europe and that therefore hémeped being calculated like extracomunitariosid@eshis
group would stand out the population proceedinghfRoland and Romania that they form(train) an irtgodr
group inside the foreign population principallyNtadrid



percentage of population proceeding from Americatha African and Asian
immigrants specialize themselves in the RMB asinulgsbn(destiny) in major
measure that the proceeding ones from Americagéudo, 2007)

Table 2. Index of specialization for groups andnoy@tlitan area 2007
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This article will focus on two of the main migragqooles: the Metropolitan
Areas of Madrid and BarcelofiaAs our interest lie upon non-UE immigrants,
the Metropolitan Area of Malaga, specialized indpean immigrants, is left
aside.

Relatively speaking, Madrid and Barcelona are tlaenrdestinies for immigrant
settlement (highest percentage of immigrants iaticah to the total population).

Other studies, made by our Centre (CPSV), emphdbiae migratory flows
from Asia and Latin America settle in large metriges. Europeans flows, by
contrast, have opposed settlement patterns andrdyespecialized in Malaga
and Saragossa. The African flow is specialized ancBlona, Seville, Saragossa
and Malaga (Fullaondo, 2007).

Regarding the residential settlement of immigravitin the metropolitan areas

(real cities), the author studied the relationdb@pween the central city and its
periphery. In Madrid and Barcelona the distributioetween central city and

suburbs is balanced (Fullaondo, 2007). Along peziod 2001-2007 a

metropolizacion of the immigration has been producethese areas, since in a
principle one agrees the immigrant population i@ ttowntown and later it is

spreading over the rest of the cities.

The Metropolitan Area of Madrid (AMM) is the metms with more

foreigners in the whole state: 814,694 persons. WMet¢ropolitan Region of
Barcelona (RMB) is the second metropolis in numbkforeigners: 621,724
persons. Both the AMM and the RMB absorbed more #0,000 foreigners
from 2001 to 2007. The foreign population is nowa3% of the population of




the AMM and 12.8% of the RMB. The vast majoritytloése foreigners are non-
UE immigrants.

Table 3: Foreigners in Madrid and Barcelona byrtbagin

Foreigners| Total UE Rest of T_otal Morocco (La_tln) Equator Tc_)tal China
Europe Africans Americans Asians

Metropolitan Area of 814.694 | 245.448 | 25.053 90.741 58.895 | 406.570 | 136.501 | 46.393 27.170
Madrid (AMM) % 30,13% | 3,08% | 11,14% | 7.23% | 49,90% | 16,75% | 5,69% | 3,33%

Metropolitan Region of | 621.724 | 122.948 | 24.074 | 125.052 | 95.786 | 278.107 | 69.913 | 71.143 | 26.520
Barcelona (RMB) % 19,78% | 3,87% | 20,11% | 15,41% | 44,73% | 11,25% | 11,44% | 4,27%

In the 2001-2007 period, among the non-UE immigramtatin-Americans
increased their presence in both metropolis (remtesy more than 45% of the
foreign population) overshadowing the traditionalfridgan immigration
(specially from Morocco). On the other hand, thiuk of immigrants coming
from Eastern Europe is expected to grow in the heare.

lll. Residential segregation

When the migratory phenomenon is studied from tiam perspective, one of
the principal worries and where it puts on a speaiea of attention it is in the
segregation.

It is possible to do the study of the segregatromfa geographical approach or
from a sociological approach. The geographicalegmion becomes clear when
some areas of a city show on representation aret atieas infra-representation
of a population group. The sociological approximatirefers to the lack of
interaction between social groups (White, 1983).

The theoretical boarding that is realized in th@kvis eminently geographical,
though without forgetting the social implicatiomat this has.

In valuing segregation, some theorists (White 198895; Peach, 1996;
Wagquant, 1998) sustain that segregation is notdgyoo “bad” in itself, but it
could bring “advantages” or “disadvantages” acawgdito the urban
environment.



Beyond the opinion of the theorists, the fact &t tine public administrations of
both Madrid and Barcelona evaluate residential esgagfon as a negative
phenomenon and expect to reduce the number ofcetimulaves in the next
years.

Table 4 Index of segregation for groups and melitgroarea 2001-2007
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V. Socio-residential characteristics of the concamtion areas

Most of the quantitative analysis was supportedtrge different sources: 1.
information on housing, households and individuaentained in the last
Census; the survey on immigration performed by EN& and municipal
censuses.

The analysis was carried out in three stages:

a. Spatial location of non-UE immigrants and detiation of concentration
areas

The localization ratid relates the proportion of a population group within

area with its proportion among the whole populatéthe city. This helps us to
stablish a degree of territorial specialization paty taking into account the
studied group in an specific area, but the distidouof this very group among

-
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the total population. This ratio allows us to idBntareas in which certain
population group (in this case the extra-EU immggaare over-represented.

The maps presented below show ltteation coefficientn two different historic
phases: 2001 and 2007, a period of intense imngrat settlement in Madrid
and Barcelona.

Way above the average
Above the average
Apox. to average
Below the average

As we can see in maps above, the number of areadich the immigrant’s
concentration exceeds the average of the city mappdd. However, if we
follow the methodological guidelines provided by $fierd and Deurloo (1998),
while delimitatating the con centration areas, Itesare less encouraging.

Musterd and Deurloo differenciate two kind of camication zones:

1. Over-represented area#n these are areas the percentage of the X grbup
population (in this case, non-UE immigrants) witlareone is higher than the
average throughout the whole region plus one stdrakviation.



2. Strongly over-represented areds these are areas the percentage of the X
group of population (in this case, non-UE immiggnwithin a zone is higher
than the average throughout the whole region plosstandard deviations

The maps presented below show the over-represarged:

[0 over-representsd areas
B Strongly Over-represented areas
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In 2001, Madrid (AMM) had 357 over-represented araad 181 strongly over-
represented areas. In 2007, there are 451 ovessemped areas and 152
strongly over-represented areas.

In 2001, Barcelona (RMB) showed 239 over-represkaieas, 191 of which
were strongly over-represented areas; while in 2G0ére are 256 over-
represented areas, 136 of which are strongly ay@resented.

In both cases, the number of over-represented am@esagrown, but the number
of strongly over-represented has decreased. Inda#és, as well, the process of
decentralization of immigration towards the peripheas created new gateways
in areas where, a few years ago, immigrant’s poesevas irrelevant. The



outlying districts of the city and some municipakt of urban continuous had an
increasing role and are now consolidated as imrmdgrareas.

b. Identifying socio-residential characteristics

Complementig a factor analysis with K-Means clustgrthe residential stock
(and its surroundings) of a city can be classifladhis case, we used a socio-
economic criteria (resident employed population eddcational level) and
housing characteristics (area, seniority, stajyme)t

The residential stock in Madrid (AMM) was classifimto six categories:

Low-Middle Class, small dwellings.
Detached houses

High Class, tertiary education
Middle-Low Class, housing from 60s-80s
Defficient Hosuing.

Old housing, for rent.

N/ N N N N N

Metropolitan Area of Madrid 2007



Madrid 2007

The residential stock in Barcelona (RMB) was clesdiinto six categories:

Detached Housing

Middle class, secondary education, middle sizedldws
Low Class, small dwellings from 60s-80s

Defficient Housing

High Class, tertiary education, big dwellings.

Old, for rent

N N N N N N



Metropolitan Area of Barcelona 2007

Barcelona 2007



c. Socio-residential characteristics of the concentnatareas

From overlaying the results obtained in “a” and,"Ww& could obtain the
following tables:

Detached Low-Middle | Middle-Low High Class,
Madrid Class, small | Class, from Defficient tertiary Old, for rent Total
Houses . -
dwellings 60s-80s education

Total 7,1 17,3 43,7 7,3 7,7 16,9 100,0
Over-represented areas 1,2 6,6 32,4 6,0 0,6 12,5 59,4
Storngly over-represented areas 0,3 3,2 21,9 4,9 0,1 8,7 39,3
Other areas 5,8 10,7 11,3 1,3 7,1 4,4 40,6
Americans
Total 6,5 14,8 45,7 7,0 8,3 17,6 100,0
Over-represented areas 1,0 53 34,1 5,8 0,7 12,9 59,8
Storngly over-represented areas 0,3 2,5 23,1 4,7 0,1 8,9 39,6
Other areas 5,5 9,6 11,6 1,2 7,6 4,7 40,2
Africans
Total 9,2 29,2 40,0 7,7 3,6 10,3 100,0
Over-represented areas 2,5 14,5 29,9 6,0 0,3 7,5 60,9
Storngly over-represented areas 0,8 7,5 20,1 4,9 0,1 5,5 39,0
Other areas 6,7 14,6 10,0 1,7 3,3 2,8 39,1

Native Population

In Madrid, almost 60% of the total non-UE immigmakives in an over-
represented area; a 40% lives in a strongly oyanresznted area.

More than the 40% is located in low-middle classaar in the old working class
neighbourhoods made in the 60s and 70s. Most inamigtiving in over-
represented areas reside in this kind of neighlmahio_ess thn 10% (actually,
7,7%) is located in areas where the deficient mous predominant.

Almost one third of the Africans live in a low-mikédclass neighbourhood with
small dwellings; by contrast only 14,8% of the {baAmericans live in such
areas.

Middle Low Class, High Class,
Detached Class, - -
Barcelona from 60s- Defficient tertiary QOld, for rent Total
Houses secondary .
X 80s education
education

Total 5,6 33,4 34,1 11,6 4,4 10,8 100,0
Over-represented areas 0,0 2,4 18,3 3,6 0,1 7,8 32,2
Storngly over-represented areas 0,0 0,3 11,7 1,8 0,0 52 19,0
Other areas 5,6 31,0 15,8 8,1 4,3 3,0 67,8
Total 5,2 35,3 32,0 12,5 55 9,5 100,0
Over-represented areas 0,0 1,7 15,4 35 0,1 6,1 26,9
Storngly over-represented areas 0,0 0,1 8,9 1,6 0,0 4,0 14,7
Other areas 5,2 33,5 16,7 8,9 5,4 3,4 73,1
Total 7,8 34,9 40,7 9,5 1,0 6,1 100,0
Over-represented areas 0,1 4,7 24,5 3,1 0,0 4,6 36,9
Storngly over-represented areas 0,0 0,9 16,3 2,0 0,0 2,6 21,7
Other areas 7,8 30,2 16,2 6,4 1,0 1,5 63,1

Native Population 15,0 43,4 20,9 9,5 7,3 3,9 100,0



In Barcelona, more than the 30% of the immigraintsslin an over-represented
area; almost 20% lives in a strongly over-repre=garea. In this case, the
differences between Africans and (Latin) Americaress more significant: 37%
of Africans live on an over-represented area, wihig percentage in the case of
the (Latin) American immigrants is “only” 27%.

One third of the non-UE population is located irrkiog class areas of the 60s
and 70s (low socioeconomic status). Half of the igramts living in an over-
represented area reside in this kind of neighbadboThe percentage of
immigrants, whose residence is based on an arewhe deficient hosing is
predominant, reaches the 12% of the total non-Utuladion.

As Barcelona captures immigration with greater hoicepital, other third is
located in middle classes areas, like most natbgijation.

IV. The immigrant, the person

The qualitative analysis was designed as a negessaunterpart to the
guantitative approach. It was conceived to obtaiformation on issues
impossible to elucidate (or confirm) throughout tiatistical material: the
causes of migration, the reasons for choosing Spaina destination and,
specially, the logic beyond the immigrant’s restagrajectory.

In short, the 50 in-depth interviews made in Madudl Barcelona were used as
a tool to understand the immigrant’s residentidlaveour. Interviewees were
selected according to 3 variables: his/heorigin, level of educationtime of
arrival. The primary objective of all interviews with imgnants was to
chronologically reconstruct their residential tcagegy and try to build a bridge
between this trajectory and the integration prodessa their subjective point of
view.

In addition, other interviews addressing “qualifig@formants” (community
leaders, NGOs and Immigrants Associations) wereemad

V. Reasons for emigration and Spain as a destinatio

If immigration only responded to the need for “humeesources” of the
“developed” economies, it would be a conjecturamdmenon. And it is not.

In making the decision to emigrate, a complex axdtgon of motives and
perceptions is produced. There is not only oneorgdsut a set of circumstances



that push the immigrant to leave his/her nativenbgquand choose a particular
destination. This decision implies a significanpat on the immigrant’s
personal circle or family (Capel, 2001).

The ones that decide to emigrate are not the pobores, but those who have
information and resources (or ability to get therihe interviewees were
economic migrants; as such, they mentioned thein@mic situation as a
decisive push-factor. They referred to a criticahtext in the country left
behind: unemployment, lack of job expectations ateteriorating living

conditions (for themselves or their families).

However, the economic factor appeared alongsideeroteasons such as
personal or family preferences. Also, some of thterviewees (specially, the
young ones) expressed feelings of powerlessnesadaeld to the lack of job
opportunities, the lack of opportunities to act aogls changing the critical state
of his/her country.

In short, immigrants interviewed have left theiuntries because, there, they
had no expectations or voice (or the perceptiort thair voice could be
threatened).

The reasons for choosing Spain as a destinatiofd dmai classified into four
(complementary) categories:

a. Those who have chosen Spain as a destination betaes could count
on social networks that would facilitate their igtation process
Typically, those included in this category had artact” in Spain. This
“contact” played an active role (with informatianye or false, about the
possibilities of finding a job and a better lif@) their destination choice.
Also, this “contact” (with its mere presence) fuonos as a piece of
“known world” in the new context and mitigates themigrant’s anguish.

Most of the interviewees (regardless nationaliyel o education or time
of arrival), picked up Spain as destination becahey knew a person
who already lived in Spain. These relatives ornfdie may or may not
accommodate them at first, but certainly they axtcatalysts in the
decision process. Their stories about how-lifeqrai8-really-is allowed
the immigrant to project an image of him/herselthis country.

b. Those who have chosen Spain as a destinationitonatic reasons



This category contains, primarily, Latin Americannnigrants. The fact
that they do speak the same language as the hoetysis a reassurance
that allows them to dream about a quick insertion.

c. Those who have chosen Spain as a destination beagetting the
“papers’, here, is easiest

In this category, the destination choice is purestrumental. Immigrants
in this category (rightly or wrongly) calculatedathn Spain they would
achieve legal recognition more likely than in otbeuntries.

d. Those who have chosen Spain as a destination betaesvork market
offered opportunities for their professional career

This category summarizes other calculation: the ignamt believes that
his/her profession is required in Spain and tha thct will facilitate
his/her integration. Typically, immigrants grougsetre are highly skilled.

VI. Migratory Stages

From all the information gathered in the interviewastypological residential
trajectory, that covered the plurality of the teginies, was built. The aim was
finding distinctive parameters to discern the typésdwellings occupied by
immigrants during their integration process.

There are 4 stages in the immigrant’s integratrocgss:

1. Landing

2. Arrival

3. Settlement
4. Stabilization

The transition from one stage to another is notsmesd temporarily. Each stage
evolves according to the immigrant’s needs and dppties. The residential
trajectory of an immigrant is conditioned by theywa which he/she access to
housing. This, in turn, varies depending on thgesta which the immigrant is.

At the beginning of the process, an immigrant seeksover some basic
accommodation needs. In the settlement, as hefslessato a regular and stable
job, the expectation of achieving minimum livingnditions increases. At the
end of the process, his/her desire is to hav@drmal life in a normal honie
like any other citizen of the host-society.



1. Landing

The landing is the stage when the newly-arrived igmamt finds him/herself in

the foreign city and begins to absorb its urbantexin During this ephemeral
stage everything is “new”. The immigrant, thereforgnores his/her real
possibilities in the future. Actually, he/she canformulate own residential

patterns, but can only repeat the patterns tragegddomembers of his/her social
networks (typically, fellows).

There are three different kinds of landing:
) A landing among friendship or kinship networks

The presence of friends or relatives in the hostesp assures the immigrant a
landing with less uncertainty and anguish. In geahem this category,
immigrants do not pay for his/her initial accommiboia

On other hand, the stay in the landing-dwellingasaccording to the strength
of the relationship he/she has with the host oreddp on the possibilities of
insertion into the labour market.

In some cases the landing-dwelling becomes thgadudwelling as well. This
version was detected among immigrants belongingroups that have well
defined strategies.

) A landing among other social networks
Bosses, immigrant associations, religious insbngior maffias may also reduce
the immigrant’s uncertainty. These networks areamsgd along ethnic
caractheristics and its extension is related tartitmigrant’s group of belonging.
In this variant, the immigrant pays for accommoalatand would stay there
until he/she is inserted into the labour markete Ténding-dwelling, in these
cases, is better or worse according to the expilataature of these networks.

) Alanding on his/her own

Immigrants who land without any “contacts” only caspire to a dwelling with
poor conditions and whose price is relatively high.



These immigrants start their residential trajecttaging disadvantages; they
have dificulties to incorporate rules and to adcemformation channels of the
host society. To fill these gaps, they appeal te taid of fellow
countrymen/women.

2. Arrival

The arrival is when the newly-arrived immigrant ipega real interaction with
the host society. The results of this interactidieroa first territorial map of

immigration, characterized by a variety of tempypnasidential patterns. This is
the most volatile stage of the process; it is dpemultiple changes.

The residential pattern at the arrival stage dep@mdthe immigrant’s ability to
relate with social networks of the new city. In ethwords, his/her spacial
location and type of accommodation is providedh®sygocial networks settings.

In this stage, the differences between “individual’ “kinship” migratory
projects are not yet essential. At this stage, tieye a similar need: to find an
accommodation. The arrival-dwelling is a “shareat”fl usually, found through
the informal room-market.

The breadth of the room-market for an immigrannfiienced by factors such
as the capability to handle the native languageliscrimination boundaries.
Immigrants who speak Spanish and belong to a gmitp high social
acceptance are more likely to get a room in decemniditions (even those
without any contacts).

At the same time, according to his/her level of aadion and origin, the
immigrant sets certain requirements when looking o “shared flat”: 1.
flatmates of the same “origin” or “status”; 2. @nt housing conditions; 3. an
economically “reasonable” “contract”; 4. (certainules that assure a
harmonious coexistence.

During the arrival, individual immigrants have aglhi residential turnover.
Often, those interviewed referred to overcrowdeckitings and very poor living
conditions.

The immigrant families experience a lower resic@ntirnover. At this stage,
they may suffer overcrowding in their “shared-flagspecially low-skilled
immigrants who belong to groups facing discrimioatiHowever, the length of
time in this situation is shorter than in individigases.



Highly skilled immigrants who came along with th@amily, in turn, succeed at
this very stage in achieving a dwelling for the figmnit exclusively. However,
it is ususally located in an area that is not icoagance to their status.

In the “arrival”, lack of residencial space, coupleith the long working-day
hours hended to pay the rent, have a direct impacthe immigrant’s social
behavior that translates into a more intensive afspublic space (since the
private is not enough) or a confrontational neighbod coexistence, among
other things.

3. Settlement

The “settlement” occurs when the immigrant begimgyénerate a number of
synergies that produces his/her social and resalantbility. These synergies
transform the urban context.

The essential feature of this stage is that theigrant is now established in the
labour market (typically, holds low-paying positgpnbut with a contract
guaranteeing his/her labour rights). In compariseith the “arrival”, the
immigrant increases his/her economic resources.

The residential patterns, that used to be transitare now transformed and
clarified. As he/she now holds a position in theolar market, an objective and
subjective improvement in his/her living conditiassensured. He/she begins to
belong to a certain social circle of the host diycie

The immigrant starts to think about changing hisflesidential location, used as
a “gateway”, and settling in other parts of they.ctbn the other hand, at this
stage, the interaction immigrant- host society keem growing. The
immigrant’s social networks start to consolidatererggthen and multiply,
expanding his/her horizons.

In the stage of settlement, the search for minimiwimg-conditions varies
depending on whether the immigrant is on his/hem owwith his/her family.

The former expects to live in a dwelling where tdwexistence with his/her
flatmates is harmonious and where he/she has anddrprivacy (a room). In
this sense, the individual immigrant is still aciag to a dwelling through the
informal market, which predisposes him/her to atgemobility.



Social networks play a vital role for him/her bdthobtain information as to
provide accommodation. The level of education asthar origin play a role in
determining the extent and intensity of his/henaawetworks.

The economic resources are not a major determiaictgr because, ultimately,
the product that he/she is renting is just a robim/her position in the labour
market is less important than his/her social capita

Immigrant families have different needs and woufdhabit, at this stage,
dwellings that guarantee acceptable living condgioTypically, the acces to
housing is made through the formal real estate etawkhich predisposes them
to a lower mobility.

Social networks play an important role, but itimited to sharing information.
That is to say, social networks are useful fornesy about market possibilities
but, in order to find a home these immigrant famasilare obliged to contact an
agency.

The availability of economic resources, thus, iseesial as it is one of the
fundamental conditions of the free formal housingrket. Social capital loses
influence, while the position of the immigrant inet labour market becomes
crucial.

In short, at this stage, the referencial zone formalividual immigrant remains
linked with his/her social networks settings, as #itcess to a dwelling is done
mainly through the informal market. His/her economesources are not as
important as social capital.

For immigrant families, by contrast, the refereheigea is the socio-residential
property market. As they search for a dwelling tigto the formal real estate
market, rather than the social capital, the keytofags the availability of
economic resourses given by their position in #o®ur market.

4. Stabilization

This is the stage that completes the immigranttegmation process. It is
characterized by the stabilization of the immigraesidencial trajectory. If
during the “settlement” a number of synergies arthnges began, the
“stabilization” represents the residential locatresulting from those synergies.



Since the the arrival, the immigrant experiencedgrowth of his/her economic
conditions and the expansion of his/her social odta&: He/she is now
established in a residence and completed the atiegrprocess.

We could say that, structurally, he/she is equivaie the native population of a
certain social stratum. His/her behavior in thd estate market, then, will be
determined by its place in the social structurghef host society, that is now
his/her society.

So, after stabilization, the immigrant’s econonasaurces (wage or borrowing
capacity) are the ones that condition his/her esgtidl mobility. In this sense,
from this stage on, his/her residential behavia isormal” one.

The stabilization-dwelling was obteined through themal real estate market
and, generally, it is in good conditions. Furtherejat is located in areas that
correspond to the immigrant’s status. Besides,igfhen residential location

stabilizes, the immigrant involves him/herself mproving his/her dwelling. In

that sense, he/she invests in pursuit of bettesihgiconditions.

Still, the variations according to whether the igrant has and individual or
kinship project are noteworthy.

In the “stabilization”, the individual immigrant ®ill living in a “shared flat”,
but aims at setting the co-habitation rules andctielg the people with whom
he/she would like to share it. The living-toghetlngrnow, among friends or
customers. Despite being stabilized, the life mftofer the individual immigrant
remains open.

The immigrant with a kinship project resides inare that gathers, under the
same roof, exclusively the family unit. At this g#a the location corresponds
with their social status. Thus, highly skilled ingrants become localized in
areas of greater social prestige. The life projecthese immigrants is, at this
stage, well defined and will remain invariable #long time period.

VIl Towards a thorough characteritation of immigrant concentration zones

Nowadays it is elaborating a stage of the resgangject that supposes the
logical continuation of the previous stage.

In view of the growth of the areas affected by¢bacentration of non-UE
population, and the confirmation of which the abawentioned concentration is



produced in areas with lacks in the residentiate@nd in the urban conditions
of his boundaries. In this stage it is tried tok¥eclosely into the “real Areas of
Local Living together by non-UE population concatitn “.Elaborating an
analysis in detail of the residential conditionsteé population immigrated (in
his urban development dimension and residentiatpmcentration zones in the
RMB and the AMM.

For that 5 areas of coexistence have been chossatinof the metropolitan
areas.

It has been decided not to study only the zonds avier concentration of
immigrant population, since these a priori haveaurtievelopment
characteristics and residential similar (the sarbam structure, zones of
construction of the 60s, periphery of the munidtgakones where the working
classes have been traditionally located) For #ason we think that it is
interesting to diversify the zones of study attegdio urban (type of urban
structure) anddemographic criteria (levels of inmargs concentration)

It is proposed to essay a methodology (in somer IR alifferent areas),
supported in new techniques of capture, informapiatessing, that should
permit to characterize, to describe, to measurd@iderpret, the spatial
heterogeneousness of our cities, its social moggyohnd to propose actions of
social improvement on next territorial bases.

The results of the investigation will permit to @/ criteria of action to support
the political proactive and welfare policies, todsiconfronting the needs of
these zones in the matter of housing with housuraity in pleasant urban
environments.

To undertake in a global way the social and physiraension, the
methodology is based on a combination of diffeteahniques from the
guantitative and qualitative methodologies, theggaphical analysis and the
participatory workshops.



VIII. Conclusions

During the immigrat’s integration process, somecstiral aspects of urban host
context interact with the different residentialteats of the non-EU immigrants.
From the synergies created by this interaction ew‘rcity” is born, a city
transformed by the migratory phenomenon.

The quantitative analysis allowed us to contrastghincipal changes in relation
with the immigrant’s location patterns occurrediadrid and Barcelona during
the last years. In both cities, the process of wkeakzation of immigration
towards the periphery has created new gatewayseasavhere immigrant’s
presence used to be irrelevant.

The most stylized fact is that outlying districtelasome municipalities of urban
continuous are now consolidated as immigrationsarea

The qualitative approach showed us that residertiajectories of the
interviewees have been evaluated by themselvegpagatd trajectories”. At the
arrival they rented a room (or a bed), they conetlicenting (even, buying) a
home.

The differences in the trajectories are linkedhte immigrant’s origin; his/her
level of education and his/her capacities and dppdres to acces to social
networks. A larger human capital and a greatercailtaffinity with the host

society increase the chances for a better resaleinsertion. By contrast, a
lower human capital and a lower cultural affinitye aelated to a precarious
integration and a greater exposure to resident@usion processes.

In the early stages, the role of social networkssiential. The interviewees who
had access to social networks have been able taogems more easily. Those
who had a lack of “contacts” had a lot more diffis and have been more
likely to fall into situations of exploitation.

The variety of the residential patterns, howevenmnainly based upon whether
the immigrant has an individual or a kinship projec

Individual immigrants aspire, at the end of thegration process, to control and
make decisions regarding his/her dwelling, whichst8l a “shared flat”.
Immigrants in kinship projects expect, by contré&strent (or buy) a home only
for the family unit.



This scheme summarizes the residential trajectbmnamigrants who arrived in
Spain in a period of economic expansion. The carpcture indicates the
entrance into a downturn in which we must focustib@ immigrants as a
vulnerable population group. The early symptomsrsée indicate that some
immigrants, believed to be “stabilized”, are movibgck towards housing
conditions associated to what is called, herejsb#lement”.

Once located the zones of concentration of immigitas necessary to study in
detail which are his real conditions of life inatbn to his housings and the
public space to which they accede.
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