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Abstract 
 
Research background: Residential mobility affects the spatial structure of cities and urban 
development. Longer-distance migration has many additional implications: it affects the demo-
graphic situation of a sending area as well as its growth prospects. The literature on interregional 
and especially international migration regards residential satisfaction as being of at least second-
ary importance. More attention to this concept is given in research on intra-urban migration and 
suburbanisation. In a seminal paper of Speare (1974), residential satisfaction was found to be the 
best predictor of the willingness to move. However, determinants of mobility are country-specific. 
Purpose of the article: Answering the following research questions: 1) What is the scale and 
selectivity of the intention to move among city residents? 2) Does residential satisfaction explain 
variation in migration intentions? 
Methods: The data are derived from the PAPI survey on life quality in Lublin, Poland (sample: 
1101 residents). We build ordered logit models explaining residents’ declarations regarding 
different types of migration (intra-urban migration, suburbanisation, interregional and internation-
al migration) with various proxies of residential satisfaction, as well as financial situation and 
demographic attributes. 
Findings & Value added: The propensity to migrate was declared by approx. 15–30% of re-
spondents, depending on the type of migration, which indicates relatively low mobility as against 
EU countries. We confirm that the intention to move is highly selective. The estimated ordered 
logit models explaining the intention to move prove that satisfaction with housing and neighbour-
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hood characteristics along with life-stage characteristics are relevant predictors of intention to 
move both within and outside the region. We disregard the opinion that unemployment and ad-
verse financial situation are key drivers of mobility in contemporary Poland. In a more interna-
tional context, we provide evidence on how long- and short-distance migration are different in 
nature and discuss some policy implications regarding countering depopulation in peripheral 
areas. 

 
 
Introduction 
 
Research on migration and residential mobility has both scientific and prac-
tical significance. Residential mobility, which we interpret as a short-
distance migration, and more precisely as intra-urban migration and migra-
tion to suburbs (Coulter et al., 2016), affects the spatial structure of cities 
and urban development with many implications for city planning and man-
agement (Short, 2016, pp. 429–436). As an example, residential migration 
changes the patterns of commuting and exerts pressure on urban infrastruc-
ture. From a theoretical perspective, the processes of intra-urban migration 
and suburbanisation are inherent to numerous concepts and approaches in 
urban geography, such as city life cycles, urban sprawl, locational analysis, 
theories on systems of cities or neighbourhood effects, just to mention 
a few (Henderson & Thisse, 2004; Duranton et al., 2015). Longer-distance 
migration — interregional and international — has, in turn, many addition-
al implications and affects the demographic situation of a region, as well as 
regional growth prospects. For example, since migration is a selective phe-
nomenon, the outflow of the young and well-educated population (often 
referred to as brain drain) decreases the stock of human capital in the send-
ing region and therefore hinders its economic growth (Faggian et al., 2017, 
pp. 7–8). What is noteworthy, depopulation and brain drain pose a serious 
threat to the development of peripheral EU regions, including the Lubelskie 
Voivodship (Anacka & Okólski, 2010, pp. 141–163). 

Residential mobility is intertwined with residential satisfaction, which is 
defined as the feeling of contentment when one possesses or achieves what 
one needs or desires in at home and its neighbourhood (Speare, 1974, pp. 
175–177; Mohit et al., 2014, p. 47). Mobility is also both a determinant and 
an outcome of the housing market situation, and as such it remains in the 
centre of housing economics (Wong, 2002). However, both the intensity 
and the drivers of mobility are highly country-specific. With these contexts 
in mind, we utilised data from the PAPI survey carried out on a quota sam-
ple of 1101 Lublin residents to conduct frequency and regression analysis, 
pursuing answers to the two research questions: 
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− What is the scale and selectivity of the intention to move among Lublin 
residents? 

− Does residential satisfaction explain variation in migration intentions? 
Our paper contributes to the existing literature in several ways. In a sin-

gle study, it covers and compares both short- and long-distance migration 
plans and their selected drivers, which not only addresses the gap in Polish 
literature, but also contributes to the scarce international research present-
ing such an approach. While analysing the determinants of migration inten-
tions, instead of focusing on wage expectations or job accessibility, we 
gave preference to much more specific, though inherent elements of life 
quality in a sending area such as housing satisfaction, neighbourhood safety 
along with residents’ financial situation and demographic attributes. Fur-
thermore, our paper sheds light on the intention to move among the resi-
dents of a very specific area on the EU map. Poland is experiencing both 
dynamic and violent processes of suburbanisation and massive international 
emigration. The survey has been conducted in Lublin — a medium-sized 
capital of a peripheral Polish region, characterised by a relatively low level 
of economic development, dynamic suburbanisation processes and large 
migration outflows. At the same time, the situation on the housing market 
in Poland seems exceptional, marked by one of the highest homeownership 
rates in the EU, and the dynamic growth of housing investments despite 
high housing prices in relation to wages. In the broader context, our results 
contribute to the ongoing discussion on the depopulation in the EU periph-
eral regions and cities, and might be valuable in designing targeted policy 
responses at local, national and EU levels. 

We organise the paper as follows. The first section summarizes the main 
literature findings regarding the factors influencing migration intentions. 
The consecutive section outlines data and methods. In the third, empirical 
part, we present descriptive statistics and subsequently build ordered logit 
models where dependent variables are built upon intention to move, while 
independent variables are various proxies of residential satisfaction, fol-
lowed by financial situation as well as a set of demographic and life-stage 
characteristics. The following section discusses research results, while the 
conclusion sums up the main findings and limitations of the research. 

 
 

Literature review 
 
In the literature, several approaches to the determinants of both residential 
mobility and longer-distance voluntary migration, deserve attention. Start-
ing from the latter, labour market conditions, i.e. high unemployment and 
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low wages in the origin country or region as well as accessible jobs, and 
most importantly high wages in the migration destination, have been tradi-
tionally perceived as the most vital determinants of migration (Arrango, 
2000, pp. 284–286). The development of research on migration resulted in 
extending the catalogue of this phenomenon’s determinants to migration 
costs, self-selection, the impact of migration policy, skills transferability, 
social security, network effects, household composition or income inequali-
ties (Chiswick & Miller, 2014). Since the paper of Liu (1975), there has 
been growing attention focused on the role of the various aspects of life 
quality, such as safety, environmental quality, quality of education and 
healthcare, consumer amenities, sense of community, as well as housing 
prices and conditions, in both short- and long-distance migration. Nonethe-
less, the literature on interregional and especially international migration 
usually regards housing conditions as being of at least secondary im-
portance. The most commonly stylised facts stated that relatively low house 
prices in the receiving region or country may encourage residents to move 
(Berger & Blomquist, 1992, pp. 38–39; Rabe & Taylor, 2012, pp. 21–23) 
and that house owners are characterised by lower geographical mobility, 
especially in the conditions of decreasing house prices (Blanchflower & 
Oswald, 2013, pp. 13–20). 

Much more attention to the factors shaping the quality of life, and par-
ticularly housing issues, is given in research on residential migration. Tra-
ditionally, residential mobility process has been divided into two stages. In 
the first one, people become dissatisfied with their present housing situa-
tion, which leads them to search for a better alternative on the housing 
market (Brown & Moore, 1970, pp. 1–12). Several empirical studies were 
devoted to the first stage of the mobility process. In a seminal paper of 
Speare (1974, p. 186), residential satisfaction was found to be the best pre-
dictor of the willingness to move. Ginsberg and Churchman (1984, pp. 
427–430) also found that respondents dissatisfied with their house are more 
inclined to change their residence than the satisfied ones. However, a large 
group of respondents expressed their intention to move despite their satis-
faction with the building, and vice versa. Landale and Guest (1985, pp. 
216–218) found that although satisfaction is the strongest predictor of 
thoughts of moving, several structural factors (age, change in the household 
size, income, tenure and the proportion of friends in both areas) also have 
strong independent effects. More recent research focuses more on events in 
the life careers of household members that trigger residential mobility ra-
ther than on gradually increasing housing dissatisfaction (e.g. Coulter et al., 
2016, pp. 352–367). It is argued that residential mobility depends on a per-
son’s stage in the life course, career development determining propensity to 
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move and family-related issues (e.g. family development, family networks) 
(Dieleman, 2001, pp. 249–265; Coulter et al., 2016, pp. 353–362). These 
events in the life cycle might certainly trigger housing dissatisfaction and 
a growing migration intention. 

It is worth adding that approaches to analysing residential mobility 
might be grounded on both stated preference and actual behaviour. Accord-
ing to the empirical work of Lu (1998, pp. 1492–1493), residential satisfac-
tion and mobility intentions are important predictors of actual migration 
decisions. Tjaden et al. (2019, pp. 39–48) confirm the strong association 
between international emigration intentions and recorded out-migration 
flows. However, structural variables such as tenure, income, age, race, 
household type and gender have significant direct effects on the migration 
over and above their indirect effects channelled through attitudinal varia-
bles. Therefore, the correspondence between mobility intention and behav-
iour might be significantly less than perfect (Van Dalen & Henkens, 2008, 
pp. 12–20). 

Finally, research results on the determinants of the decision to move are 
strongly country- or even region-specific, as the decision-making process is 
determined by many local or country-specific attributes. Such factors in-
clude housing accessibility and turnover rates in local housing markets, 
accessibility of schools or other services, neighbourhood characteristics, 
regimes of intervention in housing markets, mortgage lending practices, 
city size, commuting costs, demographic structure or cultural factors (Die-
leman, 2001, pp. 249–262; Haas & Osland, 2014, pp. 464–472). 

Empirical research in Polish literature generally indicates that the main 
factors influencing emigration were differences between Poland and 
a receiving country in terms of the unemployment rate and wages 
(Strzelecki & Wyszyński 2011, pp. 10–15). However, only scarce research 
based on microdata considers the influence of other aspects of life quality 
on migration intentions (Czapiński & Panek, 2015; Baranowski et al., 
2016). Databases of large-scale surveys as Labour Force Survey (LFS) or 
European Union Statistics on Income and Living Conditions (EU-SILC) do 
not entail sufficiently detailed questions on migration intentions and its 
possible determinants, whereas Social Diagnosis in Poland does include 
a few questions on living conditions and safety, though questions on the 
intention to migrate only concerns international economic migration 
(Czapiński & Panek, 2015). The literature on intra-urban migration and 
suburbanisation in Poland indicates the importance of housing issues (e.g. 
Śleszyński, 2013, pp. 49–50; Kaczmarek, 2017, pp. 85–96), though we 
have not found any research on the influence of residential satisfaction on 
migration based on individual data. 
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Data and methods 
 
The data is derived from the 2018 edition of the cyclical PAPI survey on 
life quality in Lublin (Poland). 1101 adults were interviewed in five resi-
dent service offices in March and April. In order to reduce bias stemming 
from non-random selection, quota selection has been applied, allowing to 
adjust the sample composition to that of the population in terms of sex, 
district of residence and status on the labour market. As the latter is strong-
ly correlated with age, the sample age structure eventually reflects that of 
the general population as well. Sample characteristics are presented in Ta-
ble 1.  

We operationalise the concept of intention to move by asking a question 
‘Do you consider moving to: (a) another district in Lublin, (b) other munic-
ipalities close to Lublin, (c) a city outside the voivodship, (d) another coun-
try?’ The first research question regarding the scale and selectivity of the 
intention to move is addressed by analysing the distribution of answers, 
followed by discussing descriptive statistics regarding migration propensity 
across such respondents’ characteristics as sex, age, education, marital sta-
tus, labour market status, place of birth and financial situation.  

The second research question considering whether residential satisfac-
tion explains variation in migration intentions is addressed by applying 
ordered logistic regression. We apply answers to the question regarding 
intentions to move to four subsequent destinations as subsequent dependent 
variables in four ordered logit models. We test various questions regarding 
residential satisfaction as explanatory variables, adding to the models also 
other regressors, such as financial situation (table 2) and a set of demo-
graphic and life-stage characteristics (table 1). 
 
 
Results 
 
Descriptive statistics 
 
Our first goal was to capture the scale and selectivity of migration inten-
tions among Lublin residents. In general, the survey results confirmed 
many stylised facts on migration selectivity appearing in the literature, 
though shed some new light on the propensity for migration as well. The 
propensity to migrate (sum of answers ‘definitely yes’ and ‘rather yes’) 
have been declared by approx. 15–30% of respondents, with intra-urban 
migration being selected more often than moving to suburbs and cities in 
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other regions, whereas international migration was the least frequent choice 
(Figure 1).  

Migration intention is also a highly selective phenomenon (see Figure 
2). First and foremost, the intention to move clearly decreases with age, 
especially when international mobility is considered. Unsurprisingly, this is 
the youth aged 18-24 who are most likely to migrate, with the exception of 
moving to suburbs, which is declared most frequently by people aged 25–
44.  

Furthermore, the intention to migrate is declared more often by men (re-
gardless of the distance of migration) and singles (except for moving to 
suburbs). The relation between migration intentions and education is less 
clear: those with the lowest education most often declare willingness to 
move outside the city (although their share in the sample is small, approx. 
4%), respondents with vocational education are the least prone to move, 
while the results for those with secondary or tertiary education are akin.  

Respondents’ situation in the labour market also determines their inten-
tion to move. Students are confirmed to be the most mobile part of the soci-
ety, which might be linked to a frequent change of rented flats (intra-urban 
migration) and to the willingness to migrate after the completion of educa-
tion (interregional and international migration) which is presumably moti-
vated by economic reasons. The self-employed are most likely to move to 
the city suburbs. Inactive pensioners are characterized by the lowest mobili-
ty. As far as the unemployed are concerned, we observe a relatively high 
propensity for international migration and, what is more surprising, for 
intra-urban migration. Finally, the financial situation apparently does not 
determine the intention to move abroad. In terms of mobility within Poland, 
the distribution of the migration intention among respondents who differ-
ently assess their financial situation is U-shaped: the lowest propensity to 
migrate has been declared by those who assess their situation as ‘average’, 
whereas those who gave both positive and negative answers were quite 
more willing to migrate.  
 
 
Ordered logit model 
 

Ordered logit models enable an analysis of phenomena that are ex-
pressed with ordinal variables, notably Likert-scale data. In the case of 
stimulant variables, higher values mean their higher position. For the pur-
poses of the present paper, we marked answers ‘definitely yes’ or ‘very 
good’ with the value of 5, while ‘definitely no’ or ‘very bad’ — with 1. 
Answer ‘hard to say’ was put in the middle of the scale, with the value of 3. 
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Our models also include binary variables, applied for instance for sex or 
marital status. In each model, we incorporated all the variables regarding 
residential satisfaction and financial status (see Table 2) as well as socio-
economic ones (see Table 1). Results are presented in Table 3. 

In all the cases, the p-value for the likelihood ratio test enables to reject 
the null hypothesis, i.e. used predictors are correctly chosen. Furthermore, 
all the four estimated models show the McFadden R2 of very low value — 
not exceeding 9%. Nevertheless, a low value of McFadden R2 is a distinct 
feature of logit models and measures referring to the number of cases cor-
rectly predicted are more appreciated in a model’s goodness of fit (Hosmer 
et. al, 2013, p. 182). The number of cases correctly predicted (when empir-
ical and theoretical values are coherent) ranges from 46.3% for the model 
explaining intra-urban migration intentions to 62.8% for the model used for 
the propensity for international migration.  

We assess the strength of association between independent variables and 
intention to move by calculating odds ratios. Odds ratios of less than 1 in-
dicate that the analysed independent variable has an influence on the de-
pendent variable, reducing its probability to take higher values. For the 
thorough analysis of the migration drivers, we decided not to exclude the 
insignificant factors to provide a thorough insight into research results. 
Nevertheless, the significant regressors in Table 3 were marked with stars, 
while factors influencing the migration intentions positively are written in 
bold. 

Analysing the relationship between willingness to move and demo-
graphic as well as socio-economic characteristics of respondents, we clear-
ly confirm that the life-stage is related to the intention to move, being ro-
bust to the changes of the analysed destination. Younger people are defi-
nitely more prone to migrate. This is reflected both by the significance of 
‘students’ and ‘retired’ variables in the model predicting intra-urban mo-
bility intentions and the significance of ‘age’ variable in the remaining 
three models. Odds ratios for all considered variables strongly deviates 
from 1, which confirms the effect of life-stage variables on the mobility. 
Furthermore, being a city newcomer does not influence mobility declara-
tion except for a model explaining moving to suburbs, where those who 
live in Lublin since birth declare willingness to move more frequently. The 
more surprising finding is the insignificance of variables related to the em-
ployment and the unemployment in our models, notably in models for mi-
gration to other regions or countries. Finally, financial self-assessment 
seems to be rather unrelated to the willingness to move: it proves to be 
significant only when internal migration outside the region is considered 
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and those who assess their financial situation more positively tend to be 
somewhat more eager to move.  

Our models confirm that variables relating to residential satisfaction 
have significant effects on migration intentions. Nevertheless, as the migra-
tion distance increases, different dimensions of residential satisfaction turn 
out to be significant. Regarding intra-urban mobility, individuals who ap-
preciate both the area of their flat and their neighbourhood in terms of 
green areas are less willing to change their place of residence. When moves 
to municipalities near the city are considered, dissatisfaction with technical 
conditions of a flat is significant. The effect of the flat area on migration 
intentions is also relevant in the case of moving to other regions in Poland. 
Finally, variables regarding flat neighbourhood and safety turn out to be 
significant in explaining the international migration intentions: those who 
experience troublesome neighbours or apartment burglaries are more likely 
to move abroad. 
 
 
Discussion 
 
The declaration to migrate has been expressed by approx. 15–30% of resi-
dents, while readiness for migration was decreasing with the growing mi-
gratory distance. Our results confirm that migration intentions, alike actual 
migration, show negative distance elasticity (Schwartz, 1973, pp. 1162–
1167; White & Lindstorm, 2005, pp. 328–336). Accurate comparisons be-
tween the ratios revealed in our research and other results in the literature 
are hampered by the variability in methods applied to estimate intentions to 
move (sample size and its representativeness, question phrasing, scale of 
answers etc.). While remaining cautious, we assume that the ratio of resi-
dents declaring willingness to move to another country does not deviate 
substantially from the international average for 138 countries estimated at 
14.2% for unskilled and 21.4% for college-educated people (Docquier et 
al., 2014, p. 49). Regarding internal mobility, residents are distinctly less 
mobile than those living in most EU countries (Hadler, 2006, p. 122; Wili-
ams et al., 2017, p. 8). These results suggest that concerns regarding mas-
sive out-migration from less prosperous, peripheral regions (e.g. Flaga & 
Wesołowska, 2018, pp. 22–23; Faggian et al., 2017, pp. 134–135) should 
not be referred straightaway to regional cities lying in the EU peripheral 
regions, but rather to rural peripheral areas first. However, we also 
acknowledge that explanations which are less favourable to such cities are 
plausible. One of the explanations might be that negative net-migration 
rates in peripheral cities do not result from large out-migration driven by 
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dissatisfaction of current residents, but rather from lower in-migration 
against cities with a more favourable location. Another explanation could 
be that although the migration intentions in peripheral cities in Poland are 
not commonly declared, the mobility declarations more often turn into per-
formed actions. However, these presumptions require further research. 

Our results indicate that migration intentions are highly selective. More 
specifically, the research indicates that the intention to move is strongly 
related to life-stage characteristics, particularly to age, which is consistent 
with a large body of literature on declared as well as actual migration (e.g. 
Bailey, 2009; Coulter et al., 2016). However, some results seem more sur-
prising against stylised facts about migration. First, the distribution of the 
willingness to move among respondents who differently assess their finan-
cial situation deserves attention. As expected, those assessing their situation 
as ‘very good’ were more willing to migrate within the city and to the city 
suburbs marked with more expensive, single-family housing. Nonetheless, 
high propensity to interregional migration seems more unusual for this 
group. What is more remarkable, experiencing an adverse financial situa-
tion or unemployment does not increase the willingness to migrate abroad, 
which is at odds with earlier studies on post-accession Polish migration 
after 2004 (e.g. Kaczmarczyk & Okólski, 2008, pp. 604–611; White et al., 
2018). Our results suggest that, at least among urban residents, interregion-
al and international mobility is no longer driven primarily by adverse 
household financial situation and job-finding concerns. We link this result 
to an improving labour market situation in Poland (Maleszyk, 2020) and 
argue that growing labour market tightness after 2016 has reduced the im-
portance of financial difficulties or unemployment as ‘push’ drivers of mi-
gration. 

Our models confirm that variables related to residential satisfaction are 
relevant predictors of migration intentions which is in line with the litera-
ture cited in ‘literature review’ section. We, therefore, provide evidence for 
the approach emphasizing the role of the quality of life in various mobility 
patterns, regardless of the migration distance. The more innovative finding 
is that although all our models entail at least one significant variable con-
cerning residential satisfaction, each type of migration is predicted with 
a different set of specific variables. Hence, our results additionally confirm 
that long- and short-distance migration are quite different in nature, which 
is consistent with the findings for other large EU countries (Biagi et al., 
2011, pp. 123–128). As a consequence, various migration movements may 
respond differently to local policy measures targeted at attracting and re-
taining urban residents. 
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Finally, the numbers of cases correctly predicted in our models are not 
very high, particularly when intra-urban and suburban mobility are consid-
ered. We might comment on this fact by referring to an established pull-
push approach in migration theory (Lee, 1966). Our models entail a rather 
comprehensive list of proxies for push factors referring to the origin area as 
well as socio-economic individual traits, yet do not incorporate variables 
reflecting pull factors concerning desired destinations. Given the lower 
number of cases correctly predicted for short-distance mobility, we suggest 
that against longer-distance moves pull drivers might be relatively more 
important in explaining the intention to move within the city and to its sub-
urbs. If this is true, an important policy implication arises: local policy 
measures aimed to improve residents’ housing conditions and the quality of 
neighbourhood areas might be only partially successful in mitigating both 
the depopulation of certain districts and suburbanisation in Poland. None-
theless, this suggestion requires further empirical evidence. 
 
 
Conclusions 
 
Our analysis reveals that the propensity to migrate was declared by approx. 
15-30% of respondents with intra-urban migration being selected more 
often than moving to suburbs and cities in other regions, whereas interna-
tional migration was the least frequent choice. Consequently, the declared 
mobility of Poles is somewhat lower than similar figures for other coun-
tries, especially for moves within the country. The intention to migrate is 
also highly selective: it is strongly related to life-stage characteristics, par-
ticularly to age.  In an effort for a better understanding of migration inten-
tions we built ordered logistic regression models, including socio-economic 
and residential satisfaction variables. Our results have proved that satisfac-
tion with housing and neighbourhood characteristics along with life-stage 
characteristics are relevant predictors of intention to move within as well as 
outside the region. More specifically, being young or a student increases 
the probability of all kinds of mobility, satisfaction with green areas signif-
icantly reduces intention to move within the city, housing dissatisfaction 
regarding the flat area or its technical conditions increases the likelihood of 
all the moves within the country, while variables regarding safety are sig-
nificant in explaining intention to move to other countries. Remarkably, 
variables related to employment (unemployment) status and financial self-
assessment proved to be insignificant in almost all models which might be 
considered as an outcome of recent improvements in labour market situa-
tion and increased households’ incomes in Poland. These results additional-
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ly increase the understanding of how long- and short-distance migration are 
different in nature. 

Finally, our research provides two conclusions for local development 
policy. Firstly, given the rather low intention to move within the country 
and at most average international mobility by Lublin residents, we argue 
that the threat of huge out-migration from cities lying in the EU peripheral 
regions does not have to be always pervasive. Secondly, local measures 
aiming at diminishing depopulation processes that focus solely on improv-
ing the housing conditions and the quality of neighbourhood might be only 
partially effective in retaining residents within the city, as pull drivers pre-
sumably operate as well, especially when an intention to move within the 
region is considered. 

We acknowledge that our research has several limitations. The geo-
graphical scope of our survey covers only one city in Poland. Our list of 
migration drivers does not incorporate variables regarding desired destina-
tions or objective measures of financial situation which might also be in 
operation given the moderate number of cases correctly predicted. Finally, 
comparisons to other research are hampered by variability in research 
methods. Some of them might be addressed in the follow-up research. 
 
 
References 
 
Anacka, A., & Okólski, M. (2010). Direct demographic consequences of post-

accession migration for Poland. In R. Black, G. Engbersen, M., Okólski & C. 
Pantîru (Eds.). A continent moving west?: EU enlargement and labour migra-
tion from Central and Eastern Europe. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University 
Press. doi: 10.5117/9789089641564. 

Arango, J. (2000). Explaining migration: a critical view. International Social Sci-
ence Journal, 52(165). doi: 10.1111/1468-2451.00259. 

Bailey, A. (2009). Population geography: lifecourse matters. Progress in Human 
Geography, 33(3). doi: 10.1177/0309132508096355. 

Baranowski, P., Gądek, A., Stelmasiak, D., & Wójcik, S. (2016). What drives eco-
nomic migration plans? Microdata analysis from Poland. Gospodarka 
Narodowa, 4(284). 

Bell., M., Charles‐Edwards, E., Ueffing, P., Stillwell, J., Kupiszewski, M., & 
Kupiszewska, D. (2015). Internal migration and development: comparing mi-
gration intensities around the world. Population and Development Review 
41(1). doi: 10.1111/j.1728-4457.2015.00025.x. 

Berger, M., & Blomquist, G. (1992). Mobility and destination in migration deci-
sions: the roles of earnings, quality of life, and housing prices. Journal of Hous-
ing Economics, 2(1).  doi: 10.1016/1051-1377(92)90018-l. 



Equilibrium. Quarterly Journal of Economics and Economic Policy, 15(2), 341–360 

 

353 

Biagi, B., Faggian, A., & McCann, P. (2011). Long and short distance migration in 
Italy: the role of economic, social and environmental characteristics. Spatial 
Economic Analysis, 6(1). doi: 10.1080/17421772.2010.540035. 

Blanchflower, D., & Oswald, A. (2013). Does high home-ownership impair the 
labor market? NBER Working Paper Series, 19079. 

Brown, L. A., & Moore E. (1970). The intra-urban migration process: a perspec-
tive. Geografiska Annaler Series B, Human Geography, 52(1). doi: 10.2307/ 
490436. 

Chiswick, B., & Miller, P. W. (Eds) (2014). Handbook of the economics of interna-
tional migration. Vol. 1a. Elsevier. 

Coulter, R., Ham, M., & Findlay, A. (2016). Re-thinking residential mobility: 
linking lives through time and space. Progress in Human Geography, 40(3). 
doi: 10.1177/0309132515575417. 

Czapiński, J., & Panek, T. (2015). Social diagnosis 2015. Objective and subjective 
quality of life in Poland. Questionnaires and instruction for interviewers. War-
saw: The Council for Social Monitoring. 

Dieleman, F. M. (2001). Modelling residential mobility; a review of recent trends 
in research. Journal of Housing and The Built Environment, 16(3-4). 

Docquier, F., Peri, G., & Ruyssen, I. (2014). The cross-country determinants of 
potential and actual migration. International Migration Review, 48(1). doi: 
10.1111/imre.12137. 

Duranton, G., Henderson, V., & Strange, W. (Eds.) (2015). Handbook of regional 
and urban economics. Vol. 5a. Elsevier. 

Faggian, A., Rajbhandari, I., & Dotzel, K. (2017). The interregional migration of 
human capital and its regional consequences: a review. Regional Studies, 51(1). 
doi: 10.1080/00343404.2016.1263388. 

Flaga, M., & Wesołowska, M. (2018). Demographic and social degradation in the 
Lubelskie Voivodeship as a peripheral area of East Poland. Bulletin of Geogra-
phy. Socio-economic Series, 41. doi: 10.2478/bog-2018-0023. 

Ginsberg, Y., & Churchman, A. (1984). Housing satisfaction and intention to 
move: their explanatory variables. Socio-Economic Planning Sciences, 
18(6). doi:10.1016/0038-0121(84)90052-1. 

Haas, A., & Osland, L. (2014). Commuting, migration, housing and labour mar-
kets: complex interactions. Urban Studies, 51(3). doi: 10.1177/0042098013 
498285. 

Hadler, M. (2006). Intentions to migrate within the European Union: a challenge 
for simple economic macro-level explanations. European Societies, 8(1). doi: 
10.1080/14616690500491324. 

Henderson, V., & Thisse, J. (Eds.) (2004). Handbook of regional and urban eco-
nomics: cities and geography. Vol. 4. Elsevier. 

Hosmer, D., Lemeshow, S., & Sturdivant, R. (2013). Applied logistic regression. 
John Wiley & Sons. 

Kaczmarczyk, P., & Okólski, M. (2008). Demographic and labour-market impacts 
of migration on Poland. Oxford Review of Economic Policy, 24(3). doi: 10.10 
93/oxrep/grn029. 



Equilibrium. Quarterly Journal of Economics and Economic Policy, 15(2), 341–360 

 

354 

Kaczmarek, T. (2017). Dynamics and directions of residential suburbanization in 
the Poznań Agglomeration. Acta Universitatis Lodziensis. Folia Geographica 
Socio-Oeconomica, 27. doi: 10.18778/1508-1117.27.06. 

Landale, N., & Guest, A. (1985). Constraints, satisfaction and residential mobility: 
Speare's model reconsidered. Demography, 22(2). doi: 10.2307/2061178. 

Lee, E. (1966). A theory of migration. Demography, 3(1). 
Liu, B. (1975). Differential net migration rates and the quality of life. Review of 

Economics and Statistics, 57(3). doi: 10.2307/1923917. 
Lu, M. (1998). Analyzing migration decisionmaking: relationships between resi-

dential satisfaction, mobility intentions, and moving behavior. Environment and 
Planning A: Economy and Space, 30(8). doi: 10.1068/a301473. 

Maleszyk, P. (2020). Unemployment in Poland after EU accession: a success sto-
ry? In A. Visvizi, A. Matysek-Jędrych, K. Mroczek-Dąbrowska (Eds.). Poland 
in the single market: politics, economics, the euro. Routledge (forthcoming). 

Mohit, M., & Azim, M. (2012). Assessment of residential satisfaction with public 
housing in Hulhumale’, Maldives. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Scienc-
es, 50. doi: 10.21837/pmjournal.v12.i3.131. 

Rabe, B., & Taylor, M. (2012). Differences in opportunities? Wage, employment 
and house‐price effects on migration. Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statis-
tics, 74(6). doi: 10.1111/j.1468-0084.2011.00682.x. 

Schwartz, A. (1973). Interpreting the effect of distance on migration. Journal of 
Political Economy, 81(5). doi: 10.1086/260111. 

Short, J. R. (1978). Residential mobility. Progress in Geography, 2(3). doi: 10.117 
7/030913257800200302. 

Speare, A. (1974). Residential satisfaction as an intervening variable in residential 
mobility. Demography, 11(2). doi: 10.2307/2060556. 

Strzelecki, P., & Wyszyński, R. (2011). Potential implications of labour market 
opening in Germany and Austria on emigration from Poland. MPRA Paper, 
32586. 

Śleszyński, P., (2013). Migration within the Warsaw Metropolitan Area: considera-
tions and conclusions for the urban and spatial policy. Samorząd Terytorialny 
275(11). 

Tjaden, J., Auer, D., & Laczko, F. (2019). Linking migration intentions with flows: 
Evidence and potential use. International Migration, 57(1). doi: 10.1111/imig. 
12502. 

Van Dalen, H. P., & Henkens, K. (2008). Emigration intentions: mere words or 
true plans? Explaining international migration intentions and behavior. CentER 
Discussion Paper, 2008-60. 

White, A., Grabowska, I., Kaczmarczyk, P., Slany, K. (2018). The impact of mi-
gration on Poland: EU mobility and social change. London: UCL Press. doi: 
10.14324/111.9781787350687. 

White, M., Lindstrom, D. (2005). Internal migration. In D. Poston & M. Micklin 
(Eds). Handbook of population. New York: Kluwer Academic/Plenum Publish-
ers. 



Equilibrium. Quarterly Journal of Economics and Economic Policy, 15(2), 341–360 

 

355 

Williams, A., Jephcote, C., Janta, H., & Li, G. (2018). The migration intentions of 
young adults in Europe: a comparative, multilevel analysis. Population, Space 
and Place, 24(1). doi:10.1002/psp.2123. 

Wong, G. K. M. (2002). A conceptual model of the household’s housing decision-
making process: the economic perspective. Review of Urban and Regional De-
velopment Studies, 14(3). doi:10.1111/1467-940x.00055. 

 
 
Acknowledgments 
 
We gratefully acknowledge the City Office of Lublin and Pawel Rydzewski for 
cooperation in conducting the survey on life quality in Lublin. Special gratitude is 
owed to two anonymous reviewers who helped to improve the article substantially. 



Annex 
 

 

Table 1. Sample characteristics 

 
 Sample size % 

1) Sex    

a) Men 511 46,4 

b) Women 590 53,6 

2) Age   

a) 18-24 179 16,3 

b) 25-34 257 23,3 

c) 35-44 203 18,4 

d) 45-54 129 11,7 

e) 55-64 140 12,7 

f) 65 and more 189 17,2 

no answer 4 0,4 

3) Education   

a) Primary and lower secondary 47 4,3 

b) Basic vocational 138 12,5 

c) Secondary and post-secondary 381 34,6 

d) Tertiary 535 48,6 

4) Labour market status*   

a) Employed 587 53,3 

b) Self-employed 126 11,4 

c) Unemployed 65 5,9 

d) Pensioner 252 22,9 

e) In education 175 15,9 

f) Family and household responsibilities 76 6,9 

5) Marital status   

a) Single 333 30,2 

b) Married/cohabitating couple 587 53,3 

c) Divorced/separated 81 7,4 

d) Widowed 97 8,8 

e) No answer 3 0,3 

6) Living in Lublin since birth?   

a) Yes 672 61,0 

b) No 429 39,0 

Note: * The sum exceeds 100% as some respondents declared more than one status. 

 

 

Table 2. Summary statistics for the explanatory variables regarding residential 

satisfaction and financial situation 

 
Question/variable Response distribution 

7) How do you evaluate your 

own flat or house in terms of:  
very good 

rather 

good 

hard to 

say* 

rather 

bad 
very bad 

a) area 35.6 53.6 0.9 8.6 1.3 

b) technical conditions 33.2 53.4 1 10.5 1.8 

c) location 51.6 39.9 0.8 6.8 0.9 

d) housing costs 15.6 44.8 3.3 29.1 7.2 

e) neighbourhood 33.7 49.3 3.6 9.5 3.8 

 



Table 2. Continued 

 
Question/variable Response distribution 

8) Do you feel safe in your: 
definitely 

yes 
rather yes 

hard to 

say* 
rather no 

definitely 

no 

a) flat/house 72.4 25.7 0.2 1.4 0.4 

b) neighbourhood 

during the daytime 
66.1 31.4 0.09 1.8 0.5 

c) neighbourhood at 

night 
45.3 38.1 2.2 12.3 2.1 

9) How often do the following 

problems appear in your 

neighbourhood: 

very often often 
hard to 

say* 
seldom 

very 

seldom 

a) apartment burglaries 1.4 4.8 10.2 33.4 50.2 

b) street thefts or 

robberies 
0.9 5.7 10.6 27.8 54.9 

c) acts of vandalism 3.6 19.3 4.6 36.6 35.8 

d) drunkenness 9.2 30 3.1 33.8 23.9 

e) nuisance 

behaviours by 

neighbours 

3.4 11.5 2.9 34.6 47.5 

10) How do you evaluate 

your neighbourhood in terms 

of: 

very good 
rather 

good 

hard to 

say* 

rather 

bad 
very bad 

a) air quality 15.3 52.5 2.6 21.0 8.5 

b) noise level 21.6 54.9 0.3 18.9 4.3 

c) cleanliness 14.9 56.1 0.8 23.8 4.4 

d) green areas 27.4 52.3 1.0 14.9 4.4 

11) How do you assess your: very good good average Bad very bad 

a) financial situation 7,6 39,8 42,2 8,0 1,6 

Note: * This option has not been read during the interview. 

 

 

Table 3. Coefficients and measures of fit of ordered logit models regarding 

willingness to move 

 

 
Another 

district in 

Lublin 

Other 

municipalities 

near Lublin 

A city 

outside 

the 

voivodship 

Another 

country 

1b) Women 0.82 1.214 1.048 0.871 

2) Age 1.007 0.762*** 0.609*** 0.617*** 

3) Education 0.987 1.085 1.101 0.879      
4a) Employed 1.194 1.052 1.016 1.124 

4b) Self-employed 1.072 0.821 0.995 0.805 

4c) Unemployed 1.111 0.888 1.315 0.715 

4d) Pensioner 0.286*** 0.969 1.03 0.903 

4e) In education 1.608* 0.918 0.716 0.849 

4f) Family and household 

responsibilities 

0.813 1.096 0.891 1.356 

5a) Single 1.414 1.002 1.071 1.4 

5b) Married/cohabiting couple 1.266 1.066 0.762 1.362 

5c) Divorced/separated 1.142 1.201 0.709 0.92 

6a) Living in Lublin since birth 1 1.388* 1.12 1.154 



Table 3. Continued  

 

 
Another 

district in 

Lublin 

Other 

municipalities 

near Lublin 

A city 

outside 

the 

voivodship 

Another 

country 

7a) Area of an own flat 0.854* 0.887 0.851* 0.865 

7b) Technical condition of an own flat 1.06 0.819** 1.032 1.01 

7c) Localization of an own flat 0.94 0.909 0.941 0.956 

7d) Housing costs of an own flat 1.065 0.929 0.951 0.966 

7e) Neighbourhood 0.938 1.021 0.93 0.818* 

8a) Safety in an own apartment 1.048 1.104 0.848 0.882 

8b) Safety in the neighbourhood during 

the day 

0.97 0.83 1.08 1.145 

8c) Safety in the neighbourhood at night 1.118 1.115 0.967 1.063 

9a) Burglaries 1.087 1.01 1.089 1.191* 

9b) Robberies or street thefts 0.956 1.085 1.007 1.016 

9c) Acts of vandalism 0.961 1.019 1.003 1.031 

9d) Drunkenness 1.1 0.935 0.968 1.028 

9e) Troublesome neighbours 1.063 1.016 1.109 0.987 

10a) Air quality 1.042 0.925 0.936 0.984 

10b) Noise level 0.997 0.913 1.001 0.951 

10c) Cleanliness 1.03 0.961 0.971 0.944 

10d) Green areas 0.839** 1.094 0.997 1.063 

11) Financial situation 1.084 1.116 1.158* 1.062 

N 976 976 976 976 

Likelihood ratio test: Chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

Pseudo R2 0.055 0.044 0.086 0.087 

Number of cases correctly predicted (%) 46.3 54.4 57.3 62.8 

Note: * p < 0.05. ** p < 0.01. *** p <0.001     
 

 

Figure 1. Distribution of the intention to move among the respondents (in %) 
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Figure 1. Continued  

  

  
Explanations: 5–definitely yes, 4–rather yes, 3–hard to say, 2–rather no, 1–definitely no. 

 

 

Figure 2. Migration intentions and sex, age, education, marital status, status on the 

labour market, place of birth and the financial situation 
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Figure 2. Continued  

  

 

 

 

Explanations: Intention to move to: (a) – another district in Lublin, (b) – other municipalities 

close to Lublin, (c) – a city outside the voivodship, (d) – another country. 

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Education

Primary and lower secondary
Basic vocational
Secondary and post-secondary
Tertiary

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Marital status

Single
Married/Cohabitated couple
Divorced/Separated

0%

20%

40%

60%

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Labour market status

Self-employed
Employed (full+part time)
Unemployed
In education

-5%

5%

15%

25%

35%

45%

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Place of birth

Native-born in Lublin Incomers

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

very

good

good average bad very

bad

Financial situation

(a) (b)




