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mgration project

Growing literature on the living conditions and practices of
transnational families, particularly those with children.

Diversity of transnational family situations depending on:

Q migrant parent (only father or mother or both parents)

Q parent’s socio-economic and legal status

Q relations with family in country of origin, particularly the children’s
caregiver
The reasons these family si

of international migration) still remain unclear:

(beyond the

Q Chosen family arrangement linked to the migrant parent’s return
project
> Result of a migration strategy

O Necessary family arrangement through which migrant families go
through during settlement process

- Result of migrants' precarious socio-economic and legal situation
at arrival

ﬁ:rench context

0 In the 2000s the annual immigrant inflow was around 200,000

Q African countries account for over 50% of inflows , evenly divided
between Maghreb and Sub-Saharan Africa

0 Since the 1970s and the halt on work migration, flows have mainly
been fueled by family migrants

Fig 1. Immigrant inflows by category of entry, 2009 ]
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Q Population: migrants receiving their first permanent residence permit
in 2009

— excludes students, temporary and highly skilled professionals -
represents around 100,000 migrants in 2009

QO sample size: 6,100 (wave 1in 2010) -> 4,750 (wave 2 in 2011)

Sample specificities:
Q The year of first permit does not always coincide with year of arrival
—23% in France since 2 to 5 years and 34% more than 5 years

— longest durations for “workers” and “’other family members” (mean 8
years) and shortest for family reunification and spouse of French (mean <
2 years)

Q Respondents were interviewed about their children residing outside
of the household (incl. country of origin) only in wave 2

”entlfymg transnational families

One out of four recent migrants had a least one child born abroad:

[ Tab 1. Migrants’ parental status (%), W2 ]
N %

No children 1839 39

All children born in France 1489 34

lAt least one child born abroad 1428 27

Total 4756

Q These migrants are at a higher risk of becoming transnational
parents

Q However family situations of two other groups may evolve in the
future

Among migrants with children born abroad:

[ Fig 2. Place of residence of children born abroad (%), W2
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Among those parents who still had a child residing in the country of origin, 46%

Fig 3. Timing of children’s reunification by parent’s migration }
declared the intention of reunifying a family member

project

Q The intentions did not vary by the parent’s migration project
O Migrants with the 60%

project of going back
and forth between

Q Depended on the family’s situation (traditional or reconstituted) and age of
children left abroad
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The migration project does not have the expected impact when
controlling for other factors. Possible reasons for this :

Q Specificity of sample: migrants who have just obtained a first
permanent residence permit for France

Q Sample size

Q Close relation between migration project and region of origin

" migrant [ Fig 5. Parent’s migration project by region of origin
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