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Abstract: Newcomers from the city, both those who decide to permanently settle in the 

countryside and those who temporarily visit the countryside as owners of second homes, 

constitute an important social, cultural and economic potential that has a positive impact on 

the broadly understood life of the countryside. The condition for using this potential is, above 

all, intensive contacts between newcomers and village residents (“oldtimers”). The aim of 

the study is to identify the impact of people migrating from cities on the community and rural 

space, with particular emphasis on the opinions on this subject expressed by permanent 

village residents. The following parts of the study discuss the characteristics and categories 

of newcomers, the intensity and place of their relations with village residents, the main topics 

of conversations and the directions of knowledge and experience transfer. The research was 

carried out in 18 villages from different regions of the country (9 voivodeships). The first 

stage consisted in diagnosing the condition of the studied units, which allowed for the 

separation of groups of residents for planned social research. In the second stage, surveys 

were conducted aimed at permanent village residents and newcomers (363 surveys), while in 

the third stage – in-depth interviews were conducted with 30 representatives of the local 

community and 33 newcomers. The obtained results became the basis for a deeper analysis 

and discussion referring to the research presented in the European literature. 

Keywords: Newcomers, rural dwellers, knowledge transfer, social activity, 

counterurbanization 

1. Introduction 

The phenomenon of counterurbanization, understood as the migration of urban residents 

to rural areas beyond the suburbanization zone, encompasses both permanent and seasonal 

migration to the countryside. Although the intensity of urban-rural migration is particularly 

evident in metropolitan areas, it is also noted that urban residents choose more distant areas 

to escape the hustle and bustle of urban life. Sometimes they form enclaves or small social 
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groups distinct from those previously inhabiting rural settlements. Their activities can inspire 

initiatives by permanent rural residents. Conversely, they can draw knowledge and 

experience from rural residents to launch new ventures. This phenomenon has long been 

studied in international literature, and terms such as new agrarians, neopeasants, new 

pioneers, newcomers, urban incomers, back-to-the-landers, and so on characterize those 

migrating to rural areas [1-4].  

Research on counterurbanization indicates that the process of population migration from 

urban to rural areas is determined by both economic and non-economic factors [5-8]. The 

most important determinants include the pursuit of a peaceful and sustainable lifestyle in a 

high-quality natural environment and a socio-culturally attractive rural space [9-12]. Hence, 

when distinguishing urban-rural migration, concepts are used that indicate its cause: amenity 

migration, rural renaissance, retirement migration, leisure migration, and lifestyle migration 

[13-15]. 

The conditions that determine the movement of people from the city to the countryside 

often form the basis for classifying groups of newcomers. L. Karsten [16], examining the 

reasons for moving from the city to the countryside in the Netherlands, distinguished: 1) 

pragmatic settlers seeking better living conditions while maintaining employment, cultural, 

and social ties with the city; 2) families forced to move to the countryside for economic 

reasons and leaving the city with regret; and 3) "happy movers" – families seeking a rural 

idyll to break ties with the city and start a new life in the countryside. Newcomers from the 

city can also be divided into two basic groups based on the form and duration of their stay in 

the countryside: 1) newcomers from the city settling in the countryside permanently and 2) 

newcomers staying in the countryside temporarily [17]. 

As a result of the influx of new residents (permanent or temporary), the social and 

cultural landscape and appearance of the countryside are changing. Urban newcomers 

generally possess different life experiences, cultural patterns, and competencies than 

permanent residents, making them a rich source of knowledge, information, and new 

behavioral patterns for the rural community [18-20]. At the same time, they also have specific 

needs and requirements, influencing the spatial development of the countryside and the 

condition and quality of its technical and social infrastructure. They often engage in everyday 

rural life, leveraging their social capital and specific competencies and skills, which 

facilitates integration with the local community [21]. However, the influx of new residents 

may be accompanied by negative consequences that introduce tensions into social relations 

[22-24]. Potential conflicts that may arise in contacts between newcomers and rural residents 

most often result from differences in socioeconomic status and different lifestyles [25]. 

Although counterurbanization processes are well researched in many respects, their 

significance in the context of transferred knowledge and its impact on the image of rural 

communities and spaces requires broader recognition. The aim of this study is to examine the 

relationship between urban migrants and permanent rural residents, with particular emphasis 

on their impact on the local community and rural space. Both groups differ in terms of formal 
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competencies (expressed by education, employment status, foreign language skills, etc.), 

worldview (expressed by religiosity, attachment to tradition, voting preferences, etc.), level 

of affluence, entrepreneurial attitude, ability to access higher-level services, and a wide range 

of other characteristics. These differences create a unique added value in the relationship 

between the newcomers and the local community. It is therefore worthwhile to recognize the 

characteristics of urban migrants and the role they play in shaping the contemporary socio-

cultural landscape of rural areas and their spatial development. 

2. Research method 

The study was conducted in 2023 in 18 villages across various regions of Poland, 

reflecting the need to address potential social, historical, and cultural differences [26]. The 

study also assumed that the villages studied were located outside the areas strongly 

influenced by large urban centers, including metropolitan areas. This selection allowed for 

the exclusion of rural areas subject to strong suburbanization pressures, which are 

increasingly losing the social and spatial character of a traditional village. 

The first stage involved a diagnosis of the development status of the studied unit 

(residents, socioeconomic situation, environment, etc.) using relevant literature and study 

visits. This task allowed, among other things, the identification of resident groups for the 

planned survey and the identification of potential participants for in-depth interviews. The 

second stage involved surveys addressed to both permanent residents of the villages who had 

lived there since birth ("oldtimers") and newcomers from the city. Within the group of urban 

newcomers, two categories were identified: 1) new village residents who have settled in the 

village within the last few years ("new residents"), and 2) owners of second homes (summer 

house owners), who stay in the village temporarily, but generally multiple times a year. 

Individuals who come to the village for a single, short stay, such as tourists, guests visiting 

village residents, etc., were excluded. 

The surveys were standardized, consisting primarily of closed-ended questions. Most 

questions offered several or a dozen possible answers, and respondents could also add their 

own, individual responses. A total of 363 surveys were completed, involving 143 permanent 

village residents and 220 newcomers (including 66 new residents and 154 summer house 

owners). 

In the third phase of the study, in-depth interviews were conducted with oldtimers and 

newcomers. Among the permanent village residents were local leaders (village heads, 

councilors, local administration staff, and representatives of social organizations) and 

entrepreneurs (shop owners, owners of tourist facilities, and farmers).  

A total of 63 interviews were conducted in 18 villages, including 30 interviews with 

local community representatives and 33 interviews with newcomers from the city. 
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3. Characteristics of relationships between urban newcomers and permanent rural 

residents – analysis of research results 

3.1. Intensity and location of contacts between urban newcomers and permanent rural 

residents 

Direct interactions between urban newcomers and permanent rural residents are crucial 

to the primary goal of this study – assessing the impact of urban newcomers on the local 

community and rural spatial development. When asked about personal contacts with urban 

newcomers (meetings, conversations), 73% of the surveyed permanent rural residents 

responded affirmatively, which is significantly less than the percentage of newcomers asked 

about similar contacts with permanent rural residents (87%). The 14% difference likely stems 

from two factors. The first, confirmed in in-depth interviews, is the fact that newcomers more 

frequently seek contact with permanent rural residents, who have a good understanding of 

local conditions and practical information about current rural life. The second factor can be 

largely statistically justified. Urban newcomers typically constitute a small community in the 

village and find it easier to establish contact with the majority of permanent residents than 

the other way around. This difference is further substantiated by the interviews conducted. 

Some oldtimers treat urban newcomers as "foreign entities" and make no attempt to establish 

contact with them. It is also significant that as many as 46% of permanent rural residents who 

confirmed contact with newcomers indicated that these meetings were very sporadic, 

occurring less than once a week. Meanwhile, among the newcomers who indicated no contact 

with permanent residents, the majority were owners of summer houses. Their stay in the 

countryside is concentrated in the spring and summer months and is associated with 

recreation and relaxation, therefore – as the interviewees themselves indicate – contact with 

"locals" is insignificant. 

The most common place for urban visitors to interact with permanent village residents 

is a shop or a public space (central square, street, bus stop). This likely influences the form 

and nature of these encounters, which are usually fleeting and short-lived. The most popular 

meeting places are shops and central streets or squares. For example, 42% of new village 

residents mentioned shops, 44% of second-home owners, and 30% of permanent village 

residents. This is also confirmed by interviews, in which shops are often cited as a central 

place for exchanging information. 

… Shops are a hub for information exchange. People talk a lot and exchange current 

information… Shops are a place where non-residents can learn about local professionals, 

who sells what, who offers what services, and where, whether a particular shop or 

company is open (the owner of a shop in the village Mierzwice). 

… My shop has become a tourist information point. Advertisements for organized tours 

and kayaking trips are displayed here. Due to my role as a councilor for 15 years, local 

residents interested in economic matters come to me with questions about things like 

photovoltaics, garbage collection, internet installations, and so on. I serve as a point of 
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contact and an intermediary between residents and the municipal office (the owner of a shop 

in the village Tobołowo). 

Unlike meetings in a shop or public space, meetings in homes can lead to longer and 

more in-depth contacts. However, significantly fewer respondents indicated this; among 

permanent village residents, only 14% meet with newcomers in their own homes. In the 

second group of respondents, 26% of summer home owners and 30% of new villagers 

indicated meeting in their homes. This confirms the greater need for contact among 

newcomers and their greater activity in this regard. However, other meeting places suggested 

in the survey are significantly less popular.  

For example, slightly more permanent village residents than newcomers indicated 

church as a meeting place, which is likely due to the differences in worldviews between the 

groups surveyed. Permanent residents are characterized by greater religiosity and attachment 

to tradition, while city visitors participate in local religious ceremonies to a very limited 

extent.  

3.2. Contact topics 

The topics of conversations between the two study groups varied greatly. The survey 

proposed 18 different categories, which respondents could select without any quantitative 

restrictions (Table 1). The conversations focused primarily on leisure activities (37% of 

permanent residents and 49% of newcomers), neighborly support (30% and 48%, 

respectively), rural social life (28% and 46%), events and festivals (27% and 53%), medical 

treatment and health (31% and 28%), and plant cultivation (26% and 32%). Some of these 

topics concern simple information, but there are also issues where specialized knowledge, 

experience, and practical skills can play an important role (e.g., plant cultivation, animal 

husbandry, construction, environmental aesthetics, etc.).  

It's worth emphasizing that particular conversation topics were generally mentioned by 

a larger percentage of urban newcomers, which may indicate that they are more active and 

interested in contacts with rural residents than vice versa.  

In the case of permanent residents, greater interest compared to urban newcomers 

concerned: additional income, construction, politics, environmental aesthetics, medical 

treatment and health, animal husbandry, and new facilities—in other words, issues related to 

the professional knowledge and experience that characterize urban newcomers. 

 

Tab. 1. The structure of the response to the question for permanent residents of the village: Indicate 

what information and knowledge from new residents or residents staying temporarily most often 

concern? and to the question for newcomers: Indicate what information and knowledge from 

permanent residents of the village most often concern? 
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Topics of conversation Permanent 

residents (%) 

Newcomers 

(%) 

Spending free time 37 49 

Diet, food 11 19 

Manufacturing, production 9 17 

Earning extra income 8 6 

Events, festivals 27 53 

Construction 14 11 

Medical treatment, health 31 28 

Hobbies 17 24 

Selling products 12 28 

Providing services 18 29 

Aesthetics of the surroundings 14 12 

Politics 16 9 

Shopping 16 32 

Cultivation 26 32 

Animal husbandry 14 13 

Neighborly help 30 48 

New appliances 6 3 

Rural social life 28 46 

Other answer 3 3 

Source: prepared by the author 

Additional light on the topic of knowledge transfer is shed by statements obtained during 

interviews. Permanent village residents and newcomers were asked about the categories of 

knowledge most frequently discussed in their interactions. As a result, five broad categories 

were identified: socio-cultural life, professional life, public space, property development, and 

private life. Private life was the most frequently mentioned category, followed by 

professional life and the socio-cultural life of the village. Here are a few examples: 

…What they talk about is most often private matters, some free time, lifestyle, someone 

bragging about what they bought and where. Sometimes people touch on topics related to 

construction. (owner of a shop in the village Bogołomia). 

…The most common topics of conversation are politics, the prevailing prices, but also 

jokes, especially during integration meetings with visitors around a bonfire and vodka or 

moonshine (a favorite among visitors). The women share their culinary experiences, talk 

about fashion, and life in the big world. These conversations are private and don't seem to 

have much of an impact on the village's social life or development, at least not directly, 

because contact with such diverse people certainly influences one's views indirectly and 

unconsciously. (permanent resident of the village Tobołowo) 

…We mostly talk about our private lives, as there's not much going on in our village. 

We share current events that directly concern us. (...) I'm a lawyer, and sometimes my 
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neighbors ask me about various things related to solving their problems. (newcomer in the 

village Bogołomia). 

3.3. Directions of knowledge and experience flow 

One of the survey questions concerned new knowledge or information acquired from an 

interviewee. A significantly higher percentage of responses confirming this was found among 

newcomers, particularly second-home owners (Fig. 1). This confirms previous observations 

that newcomers seek information about rural life and local products and services. This is 

particularly important among summer visitors who use ad hoc services (waste removal, tree 

felling, lawn mowing, minor repairs, etc.) or purchase local crafts or food products. In the 

case of new residents, it can be assumed that they already have a better understanding of local 

service providers and producers. 

The question regarding the directions of transferred knowledge and information yielded 

interesting results. Respondents could choose one of three answers: 1) I mainly learn 

something new, 2) I mainly transfer new knowledge and information, 3) the flow of knowledge 

and information is bidirectional (I learn something new, but I also provide new knowledge 

and information). In all three groups of respondents, the third answer clearly prevailed 

(permanent village residents – 79%, new village residents – 69%, owners of summer homes 

– 64%). However, the responses clearly indicate that newcomers are more open to the 

knowledge they can gain from permanent village residents. Among new settlers, 

approximately 26% indicated that they primarily learn something new from permanent 

residents, and an even higher percentage, 30%, of second-home owners provided such 

responses. Among permanent rural residents, however, only 8% of respondents provided this 

answer. Similar results were obtained in in-depth interviews. Among newcomers from cities, 

the view of a two-way flow of knowledge and information clearly prevailed (19 respondents). 

A further eight respondents indicated a one-way transfer, in which they primarily acquire 

new knowledge and information from permanent rural residents. Only two from this group 

confirmed the opposite direction of knowledge and information flow. Several respondents 

did not provide a clear answer, justifying their decision, usually with a broader statement, 

that knowledge is transferred in different directions depending on its nature. For example, 

professional and specialized knowledge flows primarily from newcomers to permanent 

residents, while practical knowledge flows in the opposite direction. In the case of permanent 

rural residents, the answers were less clear. Many respondents did not assign the direction of 

knowledge flow to one of the three proposed options. In total, two-way transfer was indicated 

by 15 respondents, one-way transfer – from newcomers to permanent residents – by 2 

respondents, and mainly from permanent residents to newcomers – by 4 respondents. 

… It's more of a one-way street, from me to them, as they try to learn as much as possible 

about crops. We sometimes chat while the "newcomers" are shopping. They learn about 

raising chickens, growing organic vegetables, etc. I tend to just answer questions, not ask 

any questions… (a farmer in the village Boguszyce). 
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… The flow of information is one-way. Newcomers are interested in where to buy various 

products, such as eggs, poultry, vegetables, potatoes, and milk. Sometimes they ask about 

people who own construction equipment or provide specialized services… (a village head of 

Guzówka). 

4. The influence of newcomers on social life and rural space through knowledge 

transfer - discussion 

In discussions about the relationship between urban newcomers and rural residents, the 

social and economic capital of these groups is a frequently discussed issue. The presence of 

urban newcomers, who invest not only their money and time but also their own identity in 

rural areas, is a resource that can be activated by the local community. "Urban actors" bring 

knowledge and experience to rural areas, increasing local opportunities for social innovation 

[27]. J.F. Rye [28] points to access to external social networks, the provision of new 

knowledge and skills by newcomers, and their role as "ambassadors" of village in urban 

environments. 

Urban newcomers and permanent residents are characterized by significant differences 

in education and professional competencies, which directly translates into the type of 

knowledge and experiences transferred during mutual contacts. Among those arriving in rural 

areas, a large group consists of people with higher education, who generally possess a broader 

spectrum of knowledge than those with vocational and primary education, who constitute a 

significant percentage of permanent rural residents. Therefore, the participation of 

newcomers in knowledge transfer concerns more complex issues, unlike permanent 

residents, for whom specific knowledge and current information are more important. This 

conclusion is supported by the statement of one newcomer in the village of Kamieńczyk, who 

stated that the knowledge he passed on to the villagers was "metaphysical" in nature, while 

the knowledge acquired from them was "informative and practical." 

An interesting phenomenon is the involvement of people previously unconnected with 

the countryside and agriculture in agricultural activities and adopting a rural lifestyle [29]. In 

the conducted studies, there were relatively few cases in which newcomers were active in 

seeking local agricultural and horticultural knowledge, but it should also be emphasized that 

they transferred agricultural knowledge acquired from various sources to the countryside. 

They brought knowledge about new crops and techniques, which could be potentially useful 

for local agricultural producers. 

t's also worth noting the transfer of cultural patterns, behaviors, and lifestyles from the 

city to the countryside [30]. Interviewees pointed to changes in the behavior and habits of the 

local community influenced by observations and contacts with urban newcomers. One 

example is the increased attention to the aesthetics of the surroundings. One interviewee 

noted that in the past, rural areas were not particularly concerned about the overgrown grass 

and weeds surrounding their homes. Along with the urban newcomers came the custom of 

mowing the grass, which, initially considered an oddity, became widely adopted by rural 
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residents. Another example is the attitude toward animals. Until recently, dogs primarily 

served as guards on the farm and were permanently tied to the proverbial kennel. The 

newcomers brought a different form of behavior toward animals. Today, the sight of a 

chained dog is rare; animals are treated better and properly cared for.  

Based on research conducted in 18 localities, it can be concluded that the migration of 

urban residents to rural areas located far from urban centers is a rather rare phenomenon, 

usually affecting individuals or families. Therefore, it is difficult to expect visible changes in 

the population structure. However, it is worth noting that even individuals are capable of 

mobilizing rural residents to new activities. Urban migrants who decide to settle in the 

countryside are typically active and often inspire the local community to undertake new 

ventures. Two examples of opinions expressed by permanent rural residents confirm these 

observations. 

…People from outside… motivate the residents to engage in collective activity. Very 

often, this outsider breaks the stagnation and takes it upon themselves to form a group that 

applies for funds to develop something for the village. I think these newcomers can spark 

renewed social activity, as well as economic revival. (employee of the municipal office in 

the village Dobków) 

…The village is generally very close-knit, harmonious, active, tolerant, and open. People 

who came here from the cities have transformed the village. Without them, the village would 

have died out. There would be nothing here. Thanks to these people, the village is alive. The 

village has benefited greatly; old traditions are being maintained, old houses and farm 

buildings are being maintained and rebuilt. The village is alive, something is happening here, 

there is activity, cooperation. All this is thanks to the newcomers. (wife of the village head 

of Nowe Kawkowo) 

Among newcomers, there are also isolated cases of "alienated" individuals, 

professionally and emotionally connected to the city. Regardless of how long they have lived 

in the countryside, they develop closer, deeper relationships primarily with other urban 

newcomers. However, their contacts with permanent rural residents, even if frequent, are 

rather superficial and primarily concern practical matters. This confirms the conclusions of 

N. Elias and J.L. Scotson [31] and M. Maffesoli [32] that the distance between these social 

categories does not disappear over time but is embedded in stereotypes and remains a 

permanent element of the local community structure. In extreme cases, conflicts can arise 

between newcomers and oldtimers stemming from differing worldviews or differing 

expectations regarding the development of rural spaces. For example, people arriving from 

cities strive to preserve the landscape values of the place where they have settled. They do 

not expect intensive development, as they want to preserve the values of rurality. This 

phenomenon was observed at least 40 years ago in the United States [33]. The desire to 

maintain landscape values is associated with placing a high value on traditional forms of rural 

development and architecture, which may conflict with the needs of permanent rural 

residents. Newcomers are reluctant to implement the infrastructure improvements (e.g., new 
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roads and sidewalks) expected by the local community, perceiving such initiatives as a threat 

to rurality. Conflict may also arise from the newcomers themselves, whose behavior is a 

nuisance to rural residents. 

Villages with a developed summer resort function require special attention. According 

to L. Robertsson and R. Marjavaara [34], a phenomenon known as "seasonal buzz" occurs in 

summer resort villages, signifying an informal, unorganized, and unstructured sphere of face-

to-face contact and communication, which requires spatial proximity. This is the result of the 

accumulation of people from diverse backgrounds and possessing diverse knowledge and 

skills. Summer residents with time and know-how represent a significant social potential in 

villages [35, 36]. The question therefore arises: to what extent is this potential being utilized? 

Summer resorts have long been an integral part of rural spaces in Poland, especially in 

attractive natural areas. The development of recreational construction has gained 

unprecedented momentum since the COVID pandemic. It can therefore be expected that 

temporary visitors are a group that significantly influences the social life and spatial 

development of villages. However, interviews conducted among permanent village residents 

indicate that second-home owners have little interest in the day-to-day life of the village and 

do not engage in activities for the village community or its development. This is confirmed 

by other studies, whose authors suggest that second-home owners often isolate themselves 

within their private sphere [37], do not interact with residents, and do not engage in 

community-building activities [36]. On the other hand, it has been observed that long-term 

summer visitors, who have been coming regularly to the same village for many years, are 

more likely to participate in local social life [38, 39]. 

Summer visitors in the studied villages are primarily interested in the ability to purchase 

food from local producers and the local services market. This means that villagers gain new 

customers for their products and services; New income opportunities are also emerging 

(temporary jobs, "tasks" to be completed), but they do not form closer relationships with 

second-home owners. The exceptions are localities with accessible meeting places 

(community centers, fire stations) and active community leaders who create conditions for 

the integration of people from diverse backgrounds. 

5. Conclusion 

Urban newcomers, both those who decide to settle permanently in the countryside and 

those who temporarily visit the countryside as owners of second homes, represent an 

important social, cultural, and economic potential, the utilization of which can positively 

impact rural life in its broadest sense. The key to unlocking this potential is, above all, 

interaction between permanent rural residents and newcomers, which primarily facilitates the 

exchange of knowledge and experiences useful to both social groups. 

Research conducted in 18 rural towns located outside the areas strongly influenced by 

large urban centers indicated that the influx of new residents from cities is rather limited and 
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affects individuals or families. A much more dynamic migration flow is observed among 

temporary urban newcomers, who, due to their size, play a more visible role in the daily life 

of the village (purchasing products, using local services, etc.). In individual cases, however, 

new residents play a more significant role in the social and economic activation of the village. 

Their contacts with permanent village residents are more profound, sometimes resulting in 

joint activities or new ventures that enhance the cultural and economic values of the village. 

According to the permanent residents interviewed, vacationers (owners of second homes) are 

less interested in rural life and are reluctant to engage in activities for the local community. 

However, there are instances of closer cooperation, where local leaders play a significant 

role, encouraging newcomers and villagers to engage in mutually beneficial activities. 

Generally, it can be concluded that urban newcomers, when organizing their lives in the 

countryside, are more active and initiate contacts with villagers more often than the other 

way around. The goal of these contacts is to obtain information useful for furnishing or 

maintaining properties and for day-to-day operations in the countryside. Among the useful 

information, renovation and construction services and local food products occupy a special 

place.  

Contacts between representatives of the studied groups are generally short-lived and 

fleeting, most often taking place in the central village square, street, or shop. Topics of 

conversation concern current village life and personal matters. Meetings in homes or other 

places, which can foster a deeper exchange of knowledge and experiences and create 

conditions for joint initiatives, are much less frequent. 
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