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Research background and objectives

Migrants and their children display higher migration propensities than individuals with no
migration background or experience (e.g. de Jong & de Valk, 2023). This has many reasons.
First, migration is a selective process (Borjas, 1987): not everyone wants to or has the resources
to migrate. Consequently, people who have migrated once are the most likely, because of some
of the same characteristics that led to or enabled their first migration, to migrate again. Second,
migration is a learned behaviour: through migration, people accumulate knowledge, attitudes,
and resources that are relevant for further migrations (Kdu & Bailey, 2014). These can include,
among others, financial resources, (transnational) social networks, and language skills. Finally,
the combination of knowledge, attitudes and resources that promote migration and that are
learned through migration — often labelled “migration capital” (de Jong & de Valk, 2023; Kim,
2018) — can be intergenerationally transmitted through socialisation and/or status inheritance,
so that even children of migrants with no direct migration experience are more likely to migrate

than non-migrants without a migration background.

In this article, we aim to study how migration background and migration experience — in
childhood and in adulthood — interact in shaping migration intentions, which are a precondition
and a major determinant of migration behaviour (Kley, 2011). We will distinguish between
intentions to migrate to a country of origin (“return” migration) or to a new country (onward
migration). In addition, we will investigate the mechanisms underlying the association between
migration background, experience, and intentions, such as socioeconomic background,

transnationalism, and national/cultural identity.

Data and variables

We use data from Trajectoires et Origines 2, a survey conducted in France between 2019 and
2020 targeting migrants and children of migrants living in France, and including a group of
individuals without a migration background. Once individuals with missing information on the
variables of interest are excluded, the analytical sample includes 25805 individuals aged 17 to

60. In this preliminary version, we consider DOMs and TOMs as foreign ‘countries’.



The main dependent variable captures migration intentions. Respondents who answered “yes”
or “maybe” to a filter question (“Do you think you will, one day, go live in a DOM, in a TOM,
or abroad?”’) were asked to indicate to which country they would migrate. If this corresponds
to the birth country of the individual, of one of their (grand)parents, or to one of the countries
where the respondent lived in their childhood, respondents are coded as intending to migrate
to their origin country. If the country indicated differs from each of these countries or if it
corresponds to “don’t know”, respondents are coded as intending to migrate to a new country.
Respondents who did not give a valid answer to the filter question (1374 “don’t know”, 2
refusals) or who indicated France as their potential destination (N=9) are coded as missing and

excluded from the analyses.

The main explanatory variables are migrant background and childhood migration experience.
Migrant background distinguishes between individuals with two parents born in France
(3+gen), including 216 respondents born outside of metropolitan France; individuals born in
France with one parent born abroad and one born in France (2.5gen); individuals born in France
with two parents born abroad (2gen); and individuals born abroad with at least one parent born
abroad (1gen). Childhood migration experience identifies whether individuals did or did not
experience migration as children (between ages 0 and 17). The crosstabulation between
migration background and childhood migration intentions is reported in Table 1. Importantly,
while most 1gen individuals who experienced migration as children (N=3448 out of 3837)
migrated to France as children (1.5gen), 362 migrated elsewhere as children, and only moved

to France as adults.

Table 1. Experience of migration in childhood by migration background.

3+gen 2.5gen 2gen 1gen  Total
No migration experience in childhood 3282 5632 5363 6720 20997
Experienced migration in childhood 262 347 362  3837* 4808
Total 3544 5979 5725 10557 25805
* of which 3448 migrated to France as children (1.5gen)

Preliminary results

In Figure 1, we report preliminary results from a multinomial logistic regression of migration
intentions (no migration, return migration, or onward migration) on the interaction between
migration background (3+gen, 2.5gen, 2gen, 1gen) and childhood migration experience. The
model controls for gender and age and is weighted using the provided population weights.
3+gen individuals are coded as having “return” migration intentions when they preferred

destination country correspond to a country where they lived as children or to the birth country



of one of their grandparents (20.5% of 3+gen respondents have at least one grandparent born

outside of metropolitan France).
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Figure 1 Predicted probabilities of having no expectations to migrate (left), expecting to migrate to the origin country
(centre), or expecting to migrate to a new country (right) from the multinomial logistic regression of migration intentions on
the interaction between childhood migration experience and migration background. The model controls for gender and age

and is weighted with the provided population weights.

3+gen individuals without childhood migration experience are the group who least expects to
leave France in future (cf. leftmost panel in Figure 1). In all groups except 1gen, individuals
who migrated in childhood are substantially more likely to express intentions to migrate in

future than those who did not experience migration as children.

1gen who only migrated as adults and 2gen who migrated as children are the only groups more
likely to have return- than onward- migration intentions. For all the other groups, migration to
a new country is a more palatable option than return migration. The high share of 2gen with
childhood migration experience intending to migrate to their origin country is likely explained
by the fact that most of them (77%) migrated, as children, to their origin country, hence

potentially developing strong links to it.

Remarkably, although 3+gen individuals without childhood migration experience are the group
who least expects to migrate in future, they are more likely to expect to migrate to a new country
than 2gen and 1gen individuals with or without childhood migration experiences. Therefore, it

seems that the low expectations to ever leave France of 3+gen without childhood migration



experiences are due to the fact that, by definition, this group is less likely to expect to migrate
to an origin country compared to groups with a migration background and/or migration
experiences. These findings seem to contradict the hypotheses that migration behaviour is
intergenerationally transmitted or learned; rather, attachment to the origin country is
intergenerationally transmitted (2gen) or maintained after migration (1gen with childhood

migration experience).

In further developments of the article, we will control for confounding factors and investigate
the mechanisms of the association between migration background, childhood migration
experience and migration intentions: this will include socioeconomic background,
transnational relations with the (parental) origin country (frequent visits, ownership of assets,
parental residence), attachment to France and to the origin country, partners’ origin and

residence country.

References

Borjas, G. J. (1987). Self-Selection and the Earnings of Immigrants. American Economic
Association, 77(4), 531-553.

de Jong, P. W., & de Valk, H. A. G. (2023). Emigration of the Western European second
generation: Is having immigrant parents a predictor of international migration? Journal
of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 49(17), 4244-4265.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2023.2165486

Kim, J. (2018). Migration-Facilitating Capital: A Bourdieusian Theory of International
Migration. Sociological Theory, 36(3), 262-288.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0735275118794982

Kley, S. (2011). Explaining the Stages of Migration within a Life-course Framework.
European Sociological Review, 27(4), 469-486. https://doi.org/10.1093/esr/jcq020

Kou, A., & Bailey, A. (2014). ‘Movement is a constant feature in my life’: Contextualising
migration processes of highly skilled Indians. Geoforum, 52, 113-122.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2014.01.002



