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Executive Summary

Introduction

This report provides a comprehensive demographic and soclB AT T 1T 1T EA DOT £ET A ]
population in Australia using data from the 2011Australia Census of Population and Housing he
purposeis to provide an evidence base with which to inform future policy approaches with respect to

-al OE ET ! OOOOAI EA8 )O &I AOOGAO 11 EEOA EAU AOAAC
& Population size and composition;

® ldentity and culture;

® Year of arrivaland citizenship;

® Education andwork;

® Lone parenting and unpaid childcare

Camparisons are undertaken with- a T i@ the 2006 Australia Census as wellas with two reference
groups: the total Australia population and migrant non-- a | Ne# ZealandersWhere appropriate, we
Al 01 AEOOET COEOE - WewQ@éaland&ang-OA i E inAAlUs@dlia. Thik captures
Ei bl OOAT O AEAZAOAT AARO xEOEET OEA - al OEexafihed @l AOE

previous studies.

Populat ion size and composition

® In 2011 there were 128,430 individualsliving in Australia x ET  EAAT OEAZEAA AO - 3
either alone or in combination, representing about 16 per cent of the broader Australasian a I OE
population.

= "AOxAAT c¢mnnp Alindreasedtipgr shard bf the New Zealandorn population
resident in Australia from 13.8 per cent to 17.1 per cent. Thisxceededthe 2011A OOE|I AOAA -

proportion of the total New Zealandresident population (15.3 per cen).

BN

® Oneinthree- a | i® Bustralia was born in Australia TheAustralian-born - a | gdgulation has
experienced highergrowth than the population of New ZealandA T O1  divind i® Bustralia,
more than doubling insize between 2001 and 2011

= In 2011 first generation - & I @iGrants comprised nearly two thirds of - a 1 €@&dent in
Australia although a large proportion (29 per cent) migrated as children. Second generatiena I O E
migrants comprised 30 per cent of alt & | i@ Australia while the third plus generation made up
less thanfive per cent.

= The- a | @pulation in Australia was significantly younger than the total Australia population,

with higher proportions at the younger ages and lower proportions at the older aged4ore than
O Page7 of 87
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80 per cent of the Australianborn - a T @bgulation was less than 25 years old in 2011Their
relatively young age structure means that the majority have yet to reach an age where it is
possible to reliably assess their educational and labour market outcomes in relation to those of
firstgeneratE 1 T - ai OES8
® The number of - a | g in Queensland (n=48,821) was about the same as theumber
estimated to be living in Northland in 2011 (n=50,800, medium series) It also exceededhe
estimated- a T WEDPOI AOET T ET pn T &£ . Ax : AAT AT A0 po OF
There was a spatial reorganisation of- a | i® Kustralia between 2001 and 2011 with the most

]

rapid growth occurring in Western Australia and Queensland; both states with sizeable extraet
sectors. Between 2006 and 201 alonethe - a | gjulation in Western Australia increased by 87

per cent. It is highly possible that Western Australia will supersede New South Walas2016 to
become the second most populous state fer a | H@find Queensland.

YT ¢mpp 17T O0OA OEAT Oxi OEEOAO Ilidéancéat lbastored side the T !

previous Census While the majority of movers had migrated from New Zealand, a significant

H

share (42.8 per cent) had also moved residence within Australidlobility was significantly higher
for - a | ridgtants than for non- a | Midgtants, partly reflecting differences in age structure.

In the 12 months preceding the 2011 Census, the proportioof - & | Whé had moved address
was still higher thanthe non- a1 OE | E C OAT(Z3.9 B 07A.5hdr GebtE but the gap was

much smaller than for the entire inter-censal period.

H

-al OE EAAT OEAZEAAOQOEIT T AT A OA OAI - ail OE

® Lessthan half ofall - a 1 i® Bustralia identified exclusively as- a | 6y Fancestry (44 per cent)
although this varied significantly by birthplace. The proportion ofsingle ancestry responsesvas
vt8y DAO AAT O A O -al OE [ ECOMANT®d Albdipogomisncof DA O
single ancestry responses for thdotal Australia-born population was much higher at 61.3 per

cent.

Of the 37,290 New Zealand\ i OT - ai OE xET OADIT OOAA 1| Oi OEDPI A
more than half checked the English ticloox. Very few New Zealandh T OT - al OE CA«

H

Zealander as an ancestry response. By comparison, Australian was the most poputaultiple
ancestry response for AustraliarAT OT - al OE jWwhile ABthal@an-AIAOIOq8al OE E
strong attachment to Australian identity, New ZealandA I OT  -agpéaOtd be more closely
connected to their English heritage.

® In2011,63perceni £ - al OE 1 EOEI ¢ ET ! OOO0OAI EA ObPI EA O/
per cent recorded in 2006. While the proportionate increase was very modest, in absolute terms

this translated into an addtional 2,788 speakers of te reo omlan increase 0f53.2 per cent The
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proportion of te reo speakers was much higher among the New Zeala®dl OT - al OE j ¢8¢
OEAT AiT1¢ -ai OE AT Ol ET ! OOOOAIT EA j¢8t DPAO AR
Comparing the agespecific rates for the 2011 and 2006 Censuses shows that the increase in te

reo speakers was mostly concentrated in the ages between 25 and 39 years.

Western Australia had the highest proportion of te reo speakers and Queensland the lowe3the
identification and te reo analysis suggests that Western Australia, of all the statdémgs a more
traditional cultural profile and this has occurred through relatively recent migration processes.

Finally, there is a broad range of ways that a | WViBg in Australia create and maintain their
connections to- a | @dlEire and identity. Many of these forms of diasporic identity maintenance

are beyond the purview of the Censuand are bestunderstood through ethnographic and survey

approaches.

Year of arrival and citizenship

-

]

]

]

Of the New ZealandA T OT - al OE xET OADIT O®AhA 2001ECEASES just AVRrO T,
half (51.7 per cent) had arrived in the preceding decade which was substantially higher than the
proportion fornon-- a1 OE . Ax : AAT AT AAOO jot8¢ DPAO AAT OQs
the differential impacts of mortality on earlier cohortsor return migration to New Zealand

AEA EECE DOI BIOOEIT 1T &£ OAAAT O T ECOAT OO AililcC
Ei i OAA AU | OOOOAT EA 11 ¢¢o &AAOOAOU ¢mnmph xEE.
access to a wié range of social security entitlementsSince 2001, New Zealand citizens arriving in
Australia are still able to work freely through a nonprotected Special Category Visa, bwtannot

access social security andsome employment opportunities unless they obtain permanent
residence statuson the same basis asther migrant groups. &1 O | AT U T £ OEA - al C
to Australia after February 2001, permanent residence will never be a viable option under
existing arrangements.

The high proportion of post200p | ECOAT 00 | AAT O -ail OE AOA AEOD
disadvantages attendant with the restricted access to entitlements. This relative exposure to
vulnerability is not evenly distributed across Australia. The proportion of Maori migrants that

arrived after 2001 is most pronounced in Wetern Australia (62.0) per centfollowed closely by

Queensland (59.8 percent)l T U OEIT AEO E1T 7AO00AO0T 1! OOOOAI EABC
ancillary industries will likely have a disproportionately negative impAAO 11 - ail OE | EC
Y1 ¢mpph OEA DPOI PI OOEIT 1T &£ -al OE xEI EAA 1TEO

Australian citizenship (23.3 per cent) was much lower than for other migrant ancestry groups,
with the exception of Japanese (20.6 parent). Under Japanese law it is extremely difficult to hold

dual Japaneseitizenship.
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= | £ All -al OE [ ECOAT OO 1EOEICc ET ! OOOOAI EA EI
significantly lower than the 38 per cent observed for nor a1 O E 8whén @dkrparisons are
limited to those who arrived in the same fved AAO DAOET Ah - ail OE OOEI | E,
of citizenship uptake thannon- a1 OE . Ax : AAT AT AAOOS8 -offik dkideAship A O ¢
rates after 2000 for both groups. Tese figures do not augur well for the future security of New

ZealandAT O1 - a1 OE, nBriby assOaatib@nhkil Atigtralian-born children.

Education and work
Education

® Less than half of allNZborn - a1 OE | ECOAT OO0 1 £ ©bz(bE yehrs) ivin@ BET C
Australia in 2011 had left school with a Year 12 qualification (45.2 per cent). This was much lower
than for either the migrantNZ-bornnon-- a1 OE 1T O 1 AOEIT T Al ! OOOOAI EA |

®= NZAT O1 hadl th@dvest share with a posssecondary qualification (40 per cent), which was
markedly less than the proportion of AustralianAT OT - a1l OE j v ¢ -bd@nén-- AA T0EQ
(59 per cent).

= NZAT O1 -al OE [ AT xAOA dIedkt alBdched degréeBEpdricant) vith a ET 1 .
proportion far below the national Australia share for men(26 per cent).

= Among 20z 29 year olds, nE C O AT Qnen wete @l the least likely to be engaged education.
Ofall - a i W6 were engaged in education, a relately small proportion was enrolled at a
university.

= &1 O AT OE - a1 DEOEAT AAX T1AAT AT AAOOh OET OA xEI AOQ
twice as likely as later arrivals to be engaged in education. Better access to student financial
support may be a &ctor, along with other differences related to migration such as higher labour
market attachment among recent migrants.

= -al OE | ECOAT 00 xAOA OECIT E A&£E Abarh Kdor) noh-ADIOO B AIOA G OA
and the general Australian population athe same ages. While other studies of New Zealanders in
Australia have emphasised the lower education and skills level relative to the Australian

population or workforceh OEEO OOOAU EAO OEIT x1 OEAO -al OE |

Employment

= AmongNew ZealandAT O1T - al OE | Al Adh OEA 1 AAT 6O A& OAA b
per cent (vs 89.8 per cent nationally) and was comparable with that fornoa a1 OE . Ax : A,
men (94.2 per cent). For AustraliarA T OT - al OE | Al AO AGwerat 80.8 gedcént, x A O,

which can only be partially explained by the higher proportion engaged in education
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= 4EA T OAOAT 1T AipPITuiAT O OAOA AI O -ai OE | EGOAI

O«

AT 1T OOEAOOETT OEAO - ail OBRomy. BoE Mew @dalandd 201! G GG Gl H AR

employment rate was nearly three percentage points higher thathe national Australian rate and
peaked at 3ot UAAOO08 4EA OAOA &I O -ail OE [ ECOAT O
lower, with the difference especially marked at ages 229 years. This may reflect a combination
of factors including different agespecific fertility rates (i.e., a higher probability of having children
at younger ages); and the influence of netabour market factors, such as having partner who is

the prime income earner.

H

For both Maori and non-Maori New Zealanders, employment rates were higher for those who
arrived after 2001.

Occupation

- a1 OE livedErdworkedin Australia in 2011 were disproportionately concentrated in lower

]

skilled jobs by comparison with the national Australian workforce.

% |

= Nearly £ 00 100 1T £ AOGAOU pm AIBPITUAA -ai OE 1 ECO

machinery operator or driver. This proportion far exceeded the sharefor non-- a1 OE
Zealanders (19per cent), or Austalian-AT OT - ail OE j¢¢ DAO AAT O6Qs8
= The overrepOA OAT OAOET TOAIl A A- akilightbnAEAS especially apparent for men.
More than half of all AT D1 T UAA - al énHiving ib wthaliaGuorked as a labourer or
machinery operaior or driver in 2011. The share was much higher for New Zealarubrn - a1 OE
arriving in Australia after 2001.
YT OAOI O 1T £ OEEI lakedly dvé-Repre€santed ialdwerEskilledjabdand under

represented in higherskilled jobs by comparison wth the total employed Australia population.

H

There were, however, clear differences across states, with New South Wales and Victoria showing

. A x

A 1T OA EAOTI OOAAT A AEOOOEAOQOOEITT 1T &£ OEEI 1T O 1 AOA
Australia.

Industry

& In 2011, 28.5 per cent of New Zealand i OT - al OE x1 OEAA ET AT 1T 000C
compared to 18.3 per cent of all Australian workers and 21.2 per cent of nenal OE . Ax
- AAT AT AAROO8 -ail OE [ ECOAT OO0 xAOA OEA 1 1optn COI

industries of employment (4.5 per cent).

= 4EAOA xAOA 1T AET O AEAAAOAT ARG AU GCAT AAO8wakl OO

employed in construction or manufacturing, with a further 6.5 per cent employed in the mining

sector. Clearly a downturn mn the resources boom or industry restructuring will
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AEODPOIT T OOET T AOAT U EI PAAO 11 -ail OE 1 ECOAT O00h
Australian worker.

= 4EA ET AOOOOEAI DOl £EIT A T &£ AiPITUAA -ai OE xT1/
distribution, albeit with lower proportions in white collar jobs such as education and trainingand
pubic administration.

& In three out of the four most populous states, construction and manufacturing figured as the top
Ox1T ETAOOOOEAO 1 £ AAubtialia,Udnding ®om&E6.Dper-cant i© New Bduth
Wales to 29.7 per cent in Queensland. Western Australia was distinctive in that mining ranked as
OEA OAATTA 1100 PI DOl AO OAAOI Oh AI PITUET C po8y

Self-employment

= )1 c¢mpp TT1TU A O Al1 DOl bledpied (7.9 pedeent) aelatvéto theE C O A
national workforce (15.3 per cent). By contrast, the rate of business ownership among nena I O E
New Zealanders (14.3 per cent) closely fittethe national share. AustralianRAT OT - al éE AD
to occupy an intermediate position although the small numbers involved need to be taken into
account.

® The proportion of business owners declined for all groups between 2006 and 2011, partly

reflecting the harsher impacts of the Global Financial Crisis on the se&imployed.

Income

® The median income for NZAT OT - ail OE 1T AT 1T &£ Avthwet xAO 1111
Australia male population ($57,301) but significantly below the median income foNZ-born non-
-al OE jAgoohptuyQs 4EA AEEEAOAT AR EO 1 EEAT U (
NOAT EXAEAAQEIT AT A OEEIT O 1 AOGAT AT A TAAOPAOEII

were much smaller compared to the comparator groups.

= InthOAA 1T &£ OEA Oi b AEOA -ai OE 1T AAODPAOEI T Oh - ai
average Australian worker and similar incomes to Nborn non- a1 OE8 ( TthekiGhkrOh E
skiled ET AO OEAO Ai i ETAOA 1 OOO0OAI EAGO 1 AasOdand OET |
Australian-born) earned less than the average Australian worker and New Zealatftmbrn non-
-al OES
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Lone parents and unpaid childcare

= #1 1 DAOAA OI OEA TAOEITAI 1| OOOOAI EA bpi bOI AOETTh
from alow of 3.4 per cent at 1524 yearsto a high of 13.2 per cent at 4314 years. In general, the
POl PT OOETT T &£ -ail OE 11T A DPAOAT O yéaisafieAwhicnitA x E C
declined.

= Overalt m DPAO AAT On Ausfalidiprolided unpaid Ehildcare, significantly higher than
the 30 per cent observed for the national population. The rates for were particularly high among
-al OE I ECOAT OO0 ET AEAAOET ¢ Al EIi T OOAT O Ail1OOE

but vital role of caringfor children.

Conclusion

= With at least one in sixg and, morel EEAT Uh T 1T A ET EEOA - afitGsEnol EOI
1TTcAO OAT AAT A O Ecii OA OEA EIi Pi EAAOCEITO 1T £ A

= There are significant differences between New Zealand and Australidhi OT - ai OE AAOI

of indicators. Policy approaches and research need to be attuned to this internal variation and the
differing circumstances and needs.

= The initial analysis inthis report suggest that AustraliarAT O1T - ail OE EAOA EECEA
than their New Zealandborn counterparts living in Australia and are more engaged in higher
education in Australia. However, the youthful age structure of the second generation ptades a
comprehensive comparison with respect to labour market characteristics and outcomes.

= 7TEEI A T ATU -ail OE | ECOAT OO0 APPAAO Oi AA 1 EOEIC
incomes in lower-skilled jobs, theirs is an inherently vulneralte situation given their low levels of
education and limited access to social security. These features give serious pause for the New
. AAT AT A CcT OAOT T AT O AT A &1 O OET OA AEAOCAA xEOE
may be.
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Introduction

Among OECD nations, New Zealand has one of the proportionately highest ratesrofgration (Bryant

& Law, 2004 Dumont & Lemdtre, 2005), with the vast majority of its diaspora living in Australia
(Haig, 2010;Poot, 2009).While Trans-Tasman migration haslong been a part of the Mori migration
AobpAOEAT AAh OEA 1 AOCA 101 AAO T &£ -al OE i1 0ETC Oi
deal of interest among academics, poliegnakers, and the media. Yet, compared with the substantial
literature on Trans-Tasman migration (e.g., Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 2003; Birrell & Rapson, 2001; Haig,
2010; Green Power & Jang, 2008; Labour and Immigration Research Centr2012; McCann, 2009;
NZIER, 2006 Poot, 2009; Poot & Sanderson, 2007), and the New Zealand diasporayédt & Law,
¢nmnmuonN ' AiTATh ¢nnxh ¢nmnyh ¢mnppqh OAOGAAOGAE 11 - a
Hamer has produced much of the recent scholarship (2007, 2008a, 2008b, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012),
his work drawing attention to issues associated \Wh voting and citizenship rightsin Australia, and the
retention of te reo - a 1. @#her studies have examined aspects ef & | @dtdential and economic
segregation (Forrest, Poulsen & Johnstone, 2009); occupational structure (Newell & Pool, 2009), and

internal mobility (Bedford, Didham, Ho & Hugo, 2004).

This report provides a comprehensive demographic and socieeconomic profile of the - a1 OE
population in Australia, usingdata from the 2011 AustraliaCensusof Population and Housng.l. It is

the first suchOADT OO0 OET AA |, 1 xA80 pwwn datdfrom he AoBaEAtdralid Ol /£
Census Such a report is timely The loss of New Zealand citizens to Australia through permanent and
longterm (PLT) migration remains a persistent concern, especially inOEA AT 1T OA@O 1 £ . |
ageing population (Jackson, 2011)and the welldocumented TransTasman incomegap (2025
Taskforce, 2009, Le, 2008. While the removal of the ethnic origin question from New Zealand
departure and arrivals cards in 1986 makes it impossible to directly assess- @ri trans-Tasman
migration flows, PLT data forNew Zealand OA OAT 1 OO @Chdiudto éntighate acroas the

ditch in substantial numbers. In every year since 1973he outflow of PLT departures from New
Zealand to Australia has exceeded the inflow of migrants from Australisvith the notable exceptions of

1983 and 19912 QOutflows to Australia have tended to be strongly cyclicaleflecting a complex range

1 Data were obtained through purchasing a TableBuilder Pro license from the Australian Bureau of Statistics.
While data are available at different levels of spatial aggregation, TableBuilder Pro does not provide the
individual -level data needed for multivarate modelling. Hamer (2012) also used 201Tensusdata to examine
OiTiT A AAI T COAPEEA AOPAAOO 1T &# OEA -ai OE bPipOIl AGET 1T EI
excluded information on mobility, education, work, and families which hadot been released by AB&t that
time.
2 While the flow of PLT migrants from New Zealand to Australia far exceeds the flows from Australia to New
Zealand, immigration from other countries (especially Asia) means that New Zealand experienced a net
migration gain every year between 2002 and 2011, although this was not the case in 2012 (Statistics New
Zealand, 2013). For a more detailed analysis of PLT migi@at and historical trends, seeBedford, Ho & Hugo,
2003; Haig, 2010; Labour and Immigration Research Cert 2012. According to the Australian Department of
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of factors including fluctuaions in GDP growth rates, earnings relativity,employment and
unemployment growth (Haig, 2010, p. 11)3 In the year to December 2012the total number of PLT
departures to Australia was53,700,which was only partially offset by 14,900 arrivals from Austalia.

In both directions most migrants were New Zealand citizens (Statistics New Zealand, 2013).

In addition to concerns over the steady flow oNew Zealandmigrants to Australia, there has been an
increased focus onthe vulnerable circumstancesof those who lack the protection afforded by
permanent residency or citizenship Australian-based advocacy groups and websites have played a key

role in drawing attention to the challenges faced bynany New Zealandersliving in Australia, and

- a | iogarticular. Some have described the large share of New Zealanders living in Australia without
access tasocialsecurity as a broader humanrightsissuex EET A OEA OA QDT OA Al A AA¢
appeared in more than a few media storie$Since 2010Prime Minister John Key and others ministers

have met with their Australian colleagues several times to discusacreasing A x  : AAT AT AAOO«
to social support payments and servicesbut this has not yet resulted in significant changdsocial

security is discussed more in section 3 of this report}

For - a1, @gfor other New Zealanders, théure of higher wages combined with the lack of entry
significant flows across the Tasman for the foreseeable futurélfhe purpose of this reportis thus to
provide AT AOEAAT AA AAOA xEOE xEEAE O EIT &£ 0O0i ££0606060

Australia. It focuses on five key areas:

® Population size and composition;
& |dentity and culture;

® Year of arrivaland citizenship;

® Education andwork;

& Lone parenting and unpaid childcare

Immigration and Citizenship, as at 30 June 2012, there was an estimated 647,863 New Zealand citizens present
in Australia (http://www.immi _.gov.au/media/fact-sheets/17nz.htm).
3 For the period 1947 to 2010, the highest net losses through PLT migration (including to Australia) occurred in
1979. In that year there were 64,100 departures, of which 39,600 were to Australia (Labour and Immigratio
2AO0AAOAE #A1 OOAh ¢mpgn 30AOEOOEAO . Ax : AAl AT Ah ¢mnnyQe
PDAAEAA ET powyp Al OET OCE OEA AAOA 111U PAOOAET AA OI OF
OOAOEOOEAAT Aldavpielaled & that tinfe /£ - a1 OE
4 See, for example, the Underam Bowling websitbttp://www.underarmbowling.com/ . For examples of media
reports relating to Trans-Tasman migration, seehttp://www.abc.net.au/news/2012 -10-10/an-nz-minister-
sayskiwis -in-aus-discriminated-against/4306178?section=australianetworknews
http://www.stuff.co.nz/world/australia/7905153/Queensland _-bill -discriminates-againstKiwis;
http://www.3news.co.nz/The -Kiwi-Underclass/tabid/309/article ID/230783/Default.aspx
51t is also worth noting that a small number of antidiscrimination lawsuits have overturned decisions to deny
New Zealand citizens access to social security benefits. See: http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national
affairs/take -care-of-kiwis -here-saysjohn-key/story -fn59niix-1226078119909
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http://www.immi.gov.au/media/fact-sheets/17nz.htm
http://www.underarmbowling.com/
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-10-10/an-nz-minister-says-kiwis-in-aus-discriminated-against/4306178?section=australianetworknews
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2012-10-10/an-nz-minister-says-kiwis-in-aus-discriminated-against/4306178?section=australianetworknews
http://www.stuff.co.nz/world/australia/7905153/Queensland-bill-discriminates-against-Kiwis

Throughout the report, comparisons are undertaken with- a 1 i@ the 2006 AustraliaCensus as well

as with two reference groups- the total Australian population and non- a | Ne# Zealanders. Where
appropriate, we also distinguish between- a1 OE | E C O ANeW Zealdhd add - aH Taokn in
Austraia4 EEO AADPOOOAO EIiI bT OOAT O AEAEEAOAT AAO xEOEET
under-examined in previous studies.

Unfortunately the postponement of the 2011 New Zealan@ensusto March 2013due to the

Christchurch earthquakes precludes comparisons with New Zealargsident - a | . OHe inability to

make comparisons acros€ensugs will be a longerterm issue unless the timing of the New Zealand

Censuss recalibrated toalign with the Australia Censusby 2021. At the time of writing such a
decision had not yet been madeRycroft, 2013).

64EA OAOI O. Ax : AAT AT AAO8 EO OOAA EIT WA A &AldesANéwAl U ET
Zealand citizens resident in Australia who were not borQ in Newlealand and whocanngt be identified ig the N
Australia CensusThe Nzbornnon-—- a1 OE COT 0P EO A OAOE A OA i-borg QifranB whidl | B OF

xAOA 110 EAAT OEAEAA AO -ai OE8 )O OEOO AgAi OAAO OEA OE
identified withanon-- a1 OE AT AAOOCeusu£1 OEA c¢mp
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Section 1: Population size and composition

1.1 Population s ize

This section begins by looking at changes in the size of the Australiaesident - a | @pgulation and
comparing them with shifts observed for other reference groups. In 2011 there were 128,430
individuals who identified as - a | l@yEncesty, either alone or in combination. For reasons amply
covered by Hamer (2007, 2008a, 2012), this number is likely to undenrepresent the number of- a1 OE

in Australia, and should thus be taken as a minimunThe actual number of ET AEOEAOAIT O 1
descentis difficult to estimate with any degree of precision, butve could expect it tobe in the range of
140,000 to 160,000

Table 1: Population size ,- a1 OE E1 20@1&20DA1 EAhR

2001 2006 2011
Total Australian Population 19,413,240 19,855,287 21,507,719
0i DO1 AGET T xEOE -al OE !'TAAOOOU ET | OOOOAI EA
2z T Off - 49,20 (67.5) 59,157 (63.7) 82,579 (64.3)
| OOOOA| EAR0596 O1 -(R2)0OE 30,939 (33.3) 42,837 (33.4)
-al OE "1 O1 %l OAxEAOA 1,041 1.1 1,316 (1.0)
3,133 4.3)
Birth Place Not Stated 1,780 1.9) 1,698 (1.3)
Total Population with Maori Ancestry 72,970 (100.0) 92,917 (100.0) 128,430 (100.0)
NZ-Born Population in Australia
z" T Off - a9,20E (13.8) 59,157 (15.2) 82,579 (17.2)
2 Z"T O .i11z-ai OE 317,110 (81.4) 387,693 (80.2)
306,524 (86.2)
Ancestry Not Stated 13,198 (3.4) 13,126 2.7)
Total NZ Born Population 355,765 (100.0) 389,465 (100.0) 483,398 (100.0)

Since 2001, the Australian- & | @bpulation has increased its share, both of the New Zealaimbrn
population resident in Australia, and of the broader Transt AOI AT - ail OE bl Ol AOET
OEAO - ai OE3.dpericantEtiieNéw Zealandorn in Australia in 2001, and withina decade
this had increased to17.1 per cent. This share exceeded®EA ¢mpp AOOEI AOAA -
proportion in New Zealand of 15.3 per cent If the estimate of 673,400- & | i@ Eew Zealand in 2011

4 EA AOOEI AGAA 1 O0i AAO T £# AOETEA -al OE ET . Ax : AAI AT A
pi Ol AGET 18 )O OEIOIA AA 11 0AA OEAO OEA AT Oi AOAOA
OEAT OEA MAMIEHEAMOEIITOEOET AA OEA ET OO1T AGAOGEIT 1T & OEA - a
Census of Population and Dwellings. It might be argued that a more appropriate comparison would be with the
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is combined with the enumerated- a | @nEestry population in Australia, we find that the latter
comprisesabout 16 per cent of the broader Australasian a | goulation.8 This is slightly below the
18 per cent share estimated in other studies (HameB008b, 2012; Kukutai & Cooper, 2011), although
the latter included all - a | @viBg overseas and adjsted for the likely effect of- a | Gnler-

enumeration in the AustraliaCensus

Table 2: Percentage change in populaton h - a7 OE E1 !-200IO0ATI EARh ¢mnmp
% Change
2001 - 2006 2006 - 2011 2001 - 2011
Total Australian Population +2.3 +8.3 +10.8
01T pO1I AGET 1T xEOE -ai OE !'TAAOOOU ET ! OOOOAI EA
sz o1 -al OE +20.1 +39.6 +67.7
| OOOOAT EAT z"1 01 - al &/k0.2 +38.5 +108.0
-al OE "1 01 %l OAxEAOA nla +26.4 n/a
Birth Place Not Stated n/a -4.6 n/a
Total Population with Maori Ancestry +27.3 +38.2 +76.0

NZ-Born Population in Australia

:zZz"1 01 -ail OE +20.1 +39.6 +67.7

»zZz"1 ol .11ZzZ-al OE n/a +22.3 n/a

Ancestry Not Stated n/a -0.5 n/a

Total NZ Born Population +95 +24.1 +35.9

While much of the recent policy and political focus has been on the flow of New Zealaboin - a1 OE
migrants to Australia, it is important to note that one in three- a T i@ A&ustralia was born in Australia,
and this has been the case since 2006. Indeed,istthe Australianborn - & | @bpulation that has
experienced the most rapid growth over the last decade, more than doubling in size between 2001 and
2011. It is worthwhile considering thesetwo trajectories because the drivers emanate from quite
different sources. In the case of Australiaborn - a |, @& growth between 2006 and 2011 was due
almost entirely due to natural increase,the excess of births over deaths. This is illustrated in Tablg,

which shows thepercentage change in the size @ach fiveyear birth cohort between 2006 and 2011

AOOEI AGAA - ail OE Adicdavddydo thROKAABBEIO® AOO EALA xA AAAADC
AROGAAT O Pi POl AGEIT ET g¢mpp xAO AAIT OO pt DPAO AARO 1A
reasonable assumption given the differences documented in the 2001 and 20@&nsugs z then the estimated
xoxhoxo -ai OE AAOAAT AAT OO0 xi Ol A Aii DPOEOA pxs8t DAO AA
-al OE POI bl OOET T AilpbriiCAusaid . Ax : AAT AT A

8In 2001 and 2006 the relative shares were 12.2 and 14.1 per cent respectively. If wistead use the (unofficial)
AOOEI AGAA -ail OE AAOAAT O AOOEI AOGA 1 £ xoxhoxoh z@bkl - a
143 percentzl £ OEA 1 OAOAI T 1 OOOOAI AGEAT -ail OE bPibdl ACEI T 8
used, he absolute and relative demographic significance of Australia®@ AOEAAT O - al OE EAO
increasing over time.

O Pagel8 of 87

:f



a

(requisite age data were not readily available for 2001). For Australiatvorn - a |, @dst cohorts born
between 1977 and 2006, with the exception 0f1992 to 1996, experienceda small increaseof between

1.3 and 2.9 percent. Much of this can be attributed to changes in identificatiorwhereby individuals

who were notrecorded as- a | i® 2006 were OOA OANOAT O U E ARJolEH&kekeh, A O
these gainswere offset by cohort attrition for most cohorts born before 1977 through mortality,
migration and/or changing identification. We can thus surmise that the38.5 per cent increase in the
Australian-born was almost entirely due to babies born between the 2006 and 201Censu£s? This is

unsurprising given the large increase in thesize of theNew Zealandborn - a 1 g@dgulation, some of

whom were the parents of themost recentcohort of AustralianAT OT - ai OE AAA®BBOHR A
rate | £ - al @ariadeicdnpaded to other ancestry groups in Australia (Khoo, Biell & Heard,
2009). Whereas the growth of the AustraliarAT O1T - al OE bPI1 pOI ACOET T xAO AO

of the New Zealaneborn population was obviously driven by migration, which resulted insignificant
gains for all birth cohorts. Between 2006 ad 2011 the gains were most apparent at the younger ages

(cohorts born between1997 and 2006) and those aged between@and 29 years in 2011

Table 3: Percentage change in the size of each five-year birth cohort between 2006 and 2011,- a1 OE ET | OOOO0AI
Birth Cohort (synthetic) Loz I 00060AI
srnvear  Agem2o0s | MMVIEE MUTOORT st 08 gon 20062011
2007-2011 8 8 2,005 12,004
2002-2006 0-4 years 1,322 4,286 +224.2 8,084 8,286 +2.5
1997-2001  5-9 years 3,291 5,686 +72.8 6,528 6,614 +1.3
1992-1996 10-14 years 4,079 6,379 + 56.4 5,223 4,900 -6.2
1987-1991 15-19 years 4,392 7,442 +69.4 3,664 3,721 +1.6
1982-1986 20-24 years 5,198 8,263 +59.0 2,392 2,461 +2.9
1977-1981 25-29 years 6,416 8,665 +35.1 1,458 1,499 +2.8
1972-1976 30-34 years 6,997 8,687 +24.2 1,138 1,112 -2.3
1967-1971 35-39 years 6,571 7,936 +20.8 783 739 -5.6
1962-1966  40-44 years 6,210 7,339 +18.2 461 436 5.4
1957-1961 45-49 years 5,298 6,332 +19.5 375 339 -9.6
1952-1956  50-54 years 3,920 4,367 +11.4 280 275 -1.8
1947-1951 55-59 years 2,637 2,675 +1.4 189 151 -20.1
1942-1946 60-64 years 1,425 1,366 -4.1 128 137 +7.0
1937-1941 65-69 years 782 714 -8.7 97 74 -23.7
1932-1936 70-74 years 365 281 -23.0 49 46 -6.1
1927-1931 75-79 years 142 154 +8.5 51 41 -19.6
SAEAOA xEiI 1l ETAI OAA AAABAOEAIN OIOEADO8auGR AMRKAETITIE AT
(beyond Aboriginal/IndiCAT T 60 OOAOOOQq ET OEOAI O AAOA DPOAAI GAAO A
Australia, or the contribution ofnon- a1 OE 11T OEAOO O -ail OE AEOOEO
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Finally, Table 4shows significant agespecific differences in sex ratiogthe ratio of males to females),
by birthplace. For New Zealandorn - a T, @& overall sex ratio was balanced in 2011, but varied by
age, with an exces®f males at all ages up to 19 years, and again at-38 years. This is somewhat
surprising as one might expect higher sex ratios at key working ageseflecting the shift of New
Zealandersinto male-dominated sectors such as construction ananining (see, section four of this
report) .10 The disaggregation of sex ratios by statenay well pick up some of this variation but is
beyond the scope ofhis report. For non—- a | Kel Zealanders, there were more males than females
in nearly all ages except for20-24 years, and the oldest ages. By contrast, the sex ratios for Australian
born - a | veEe quite low, particularly at all ages above 20 years. This may reflect gendered patterns
of ethnic seltidentification, where women are more likely than men to idetify as- a | iy Bncestry,

but do not make a gendered distinction when recording the ancestry difieir children.

Table 4: Age specific sex ratios, - a | @ Bustralia, Census2011

NZ-B(_)_rn‘ ) Australian-Bor_n i l\lZ-Bon
-al OE -al A

0-4 years 1.05 1.08 1.04
5-9 years 1.08 1.06 1.06
10-14 years 1.08 1.00 1.03
15-19 years 111 1.03 1.05
20-24 years 1.00 0.85 0.97
25-29 years 1.01 0.93 1.03
30-34 years 0.99 0.76 1.04
35-39 years 0.98 0.83 1.05
40-44 years 0.88 0.73 1.03
45-49 years 0.94 0.89 1.02
50-54 years 0.98 0.76 1.01
55-59 years 1.07 0.72 1.05
60-64 years 1.05 0.99 1.10
65-69 years 1.08 0.78 1.10
70-74 years 1.05 0.72 1.05
75-79 years 0.75 0.53 0.98
80+ years 0.73 0.37 0.75
Total 1.00 0.99 1.03

10 We note that sex ratios solely for Nborn Maori workers does show relatively more men than womerand this

is most marked in the 2529 ages.
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1.2 Migrant generation

Extending on the birthplace distinction, Table5 shows the distribution of - a T @ FRustralia by
migrant generation. The concept of generational distance from the country of origin is an important

onein the literature on immigration and diasporal! and widens the focus to incorporate not only the
experiences and outcomes of migrants, but alsof their children and grandchildren. In 2011 and in

2006, first generation migrants (individuals and both parents born oversea$ comprised nearly two
OEEOAO |1 £ -ail OE OAOEAATDPED AADOOAREABCAA OEAREK
CAT AOAOET 1868 )1 OEEO AANZAon-GH AtBhatuparentsibdirOoketsBas T O
who migrated to Australia aschildren (0 z 14 years). Child migrants areoften treated as a distinct

COI Op ET OEA 1 EOAOAOOOA AAAAOOA OEAEO AGPAOEAT A

different from the process of incorporation experienced by their parents (Rumbayt2004).

yT AT OE UAAOO OAARdstiliaghoin A @ A O E ht ledstaebverEeasgborn parent)
i AAA Ob on DPAO AAT O 1 AheB5,801 scantl geeratoh- a!l GO OAA GRS/
Australia in 2011, rearly half had two parentsborn overseas. |t is not possible to distinguishbetween
OET OA xEOE OxhndOBi OK PAORT DOA8 &I O OAAITT A CATAO
born parent, a higher proportion had a father ysa mother) who was born overseas.Australian-born
- aori with Australian -born parents, defined here as the thirdplus generation, werea relatively small
share at just five per cent. It is probable that many of the thirglus generation were the grandchildren
I £ -al OE xEI [ ECOAOAHD w@mO! BOOOAIXEA AR ADRBAA O AAAT

fueledAU " OEOAET 80 AT 60U EIT 061 OEA %dOOI PAAT %AT 111 E

11 Rumbaut (2004) provides a comprehensive overview and critique of the evolution of the concept of migrant

generation, along with its meaning and measurement in immigration research.
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Table 5: Generational status of - a | [vifig in Australia; Census2006 and 2011

Census 2006 Census 2011
Population Proportion (%) Population Proportion (%)

First generation® 56,316 (65.5) 79,320 (65.6)
1.5 generatiorf? Not available 22,950 (28.9)
Second generatior® 25,052 (29.1) 35,801 (29.6)
Third Plus generation® 4,635 (5.4) 5,762 (4.8)
Total (First, Second & Third generation 86,003 (100.0) 120,883 (100.0)
Other (Including Not Stated) 6,914 7,547
47 OAl -ail OE T EOEIC ET 9201300A1 EA 128,430

Father born overseas 7,986 (31.9) 11,272 (31.5)

Mother born overseas 5,398 (21.5) 7,432 (20.8)

Both parents born overseas 11,668 (46.6) 17,097 (47.8)
Second generatior?) 25,052 (100.0) 35,801 (100.0)
(1) Respondent and both parents born overseas
f¢q .:zZAT Ol OAODPITAAT OO xEOE A1 OE DPAOAT OO Al Oi Al Ol 1 OAC

(3) Respondent born in Australia, one or both parents born overseas
(4) Respondent and both parents born in Australia

While the scope of this report precludes a detaéld analysis of second and third plu§ AT AOAQET 1

in Australia, it is important to acknowledge their social and cultural significance. In the broader
migration literature, the second generation isoften a focal pointbecause they represent a potential
bridge between their country of bithj E8 A8 h OE A and thé uliuées abd driginks Ofti@ir
parents. As Khooand othersT T OAA ET OEAEO OOOAU 1T &£ OAAT T As CAIl
among thesecond generation that issues such as the maintenance of language, cultural traditions and
AOGET EA EAAT OE 0100k 1)l WhiteAherd i& A IBErdelerfirical literature documenting

the outcomes of second and third generation immignts, particularly in North America (see, Rumbaut,
2004), comparatively little is known about what the trajectories of indigenous migrants, and their
descendants look like. In the settler states of North America and Australasia, colonsafi rendered
indigenous peoplesinvoluntary minorities in their own homelands, with a range of devastating
consequences. Given the unique experience of colonialismhether indigenous migrants experience
processes of identity maintenance and socieconomic integration differently to other migrant groups

is a substantively important one With respect to Maori, Hamer (2007, 2010, 201) has shown that

-al OE E1T 1| OOOOAI EA EAAA DPAOOEAOI AO AAOOEAMS OI
generations because of the retavely low proportions of te reo speakers in New Zealand Native
language loss is an issue for all indigenous peoples in the settler states and @iract consequence of

the legacy of sustained state policies of cultural assimilatiofsee, for example Waitangi Tribunal,
2011)8 /1 OEA 1T OEAO EAT Ah OEA O1TENOA bPi1EOEAAT ATA
with the growing strength of iwi (tribe) and hapl (sub-tribe) institutions has the potential to support
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the maintenance of- a | @éntity among migrants in ways that has few parallels among non
ET AECAT T 00 1 ECOAT OO8 &1 O -ai OE ET ! OOOOAI EAh OE/
opportunities to retain connections, both through a continuing supply of newnigrants and ease of

access toBomeScommunities.

In terms of sociceconomic trajectories, the irrefutable disadvantage OEAO - ai OEh 11
experience in relation toEuropeanmajority in New Zealandbegs the obvious question as to whether

the children of - a T Migrants will experience greater socieeconomic success than their parents and
COAT ADPAOAT 668 )& -al OE T ECOAOEIT O1 ! OOO0OAI EA E
circumstances of individuals # A OEAEO xEal Ad; Te®dl kekirih 20AN) fthengtrisTt
important to know if migration to Australia translates into improved outcomes for successive
generations. The issue of intergenerational mobility cannot be readily explored in this report but is

worthwhile flagging as a potential subject forfuture research.

1.3 Age dructure

Age structure is a fundamental aspect of the demographic profile of any population and it is to this that
we now turn. Figure 1 clearly shows the much younger age profile ef & | i@ &ustralia relative to the
total Australian population, with higher proportions at the younger ages and significantly lower
proportions at the older ages This reflects a number of factors including agsepecific migration
patterns among - a | @nf the wdl-documented structural ageing of the Australian population
(Commonwealth of Australia, 2010. The- a | &y& structure in 2011 was similar to 2006, but with
slightly higher proportions of pre-schoolers and older people (5& 69 years).

O Page23 of 87



Figure 1: Age-sex structure of - a | dvihg in Australia, Census 2006 and 2011; compared with Total Australian
population, Census2011
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Because policy is rarely age invariant with respect to impacts, the youthful & | @& profile presents

a numberof opportunities and challenges. As JacksqB002) has demonstrated in her work in relation

to indigenous populations in New Zealandand Australia, policies can have a disproportionate
OAEODPAOAOA EIi DAAOS ¢rdupsBADDSEERNCA of therl dEféddntAiD &ik tase,

Ui O0EAO0I @ ACA OOOOAOOOA8 -ail OE ET ! OOOOAI EA AOA
young people, such as those relating to employment and education. These are likely to be coumuted

by the very limited access to social support that New Zealand citizens without permanent residency
face in Australia (Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 2004; Hamer, 20084£012). The massively different age
structures shown in Figure 2 illustrate the importance ofdistinguishing between New Zealand and
Australian-AT OT - a 1the Eater, thd olassic pyramid shape, wittmore than 80 per cent aged
under 25 years, is typical of the age structure secon@d AT AOAOET T 1 £ Ol(kheoktall, EC O/
2002). The rehtively young age structure means that the majority have yet to reach an age where it is
possible toreliably assess their educational and labour market outcomes in relation fiost generation
-al.0OE

O Page24 of 87

:f



Figure 2: Age-sex structure of NZ-born - a | Ebkpared with Australian -born - & | Wvifig in Australia, Census2011
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1.4 Spatial distribution

The distributionof - a 1 OAOT OO0 | OOO0OATI EAG6O OOAOAO AT A OAOOEOI
both because of its unevenness and because of the major changes which have occurred in the last
decade. Tabls OET x O OEA OPAOEAI OAT OCAT EOA®IO1Iandi20EL. ha | OF

¢nnph OEA 1 AOCAOGO AT 1T AAT OOAQEITT 1T &£ -ail OE xAO E
Queensland (29.7 per cent) and Victoria (14.9 per cent). By 2006, Queensland had superseded New
31 O00E 7A1T AG AO OGEA 11 Déndhis 9difdwds Cedentedid 2082 T&PuDthis a1 O

into perspective, thenumber of - & | Kifg in Queensland (n=48,821) was about the same as the
estimated number in Northland (n=50,800, medium series) and was higher than the estimateda | O E
pi DOl AGET T ET pmn | /& (Stdistics NdwizkakhdAi2010) po OACET T O

Returning to Table 5Swe see thatthe most rapid growth between 2001 and 2011occurred in Western
Australia and Queensland; states whichave had very strong economic growthdue to their sizeable
extractive sectors. WesternAustralia, in particular, has become a beacon for a | i@ Eecent years,

with the state-wide - a | gdpulation increasing by a massive 83.7 per cent between 2006 and 2011.

2 A dedicated state profledE - a1 OE ET 10AAT O1 ATA EO OEA &I AOO T £ A 4
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The demographic growth of- a | @ Bboth states only partly reflects broader population shifts
occurring across Australia, with Western Australia and Queensland experiencing much higher
population growth than other states over the decadegee Appendix Table4.0). In 2011 New South
Wales still had the second largest concentration of- & | {0 FAustralia but the minimal growth
experienced in the last decade, and especially since 2006, suggests this ranking will likely change in
the near future. Even if New South Wales maintains its intezensal growthrate of 8 per cent and the

numberof- a1 OE ET 7 A O dkeades by & @ativelyimbdest 50 per cent, the number of
- a | iDioth states will be roughly equivalent by the 20168Census(about 35,000).

Table 6: Spatial distribution of the Australian - a | fofulation by state, 2001 - 2011

% Change
2001 2006 2011
2001-2006 2006-2011 2001-2011

New South Wales 25,906 (35.5) 29,816 (32.1) 32,191 (25.1) +15.1 +8.0 +24.3
Victoria 10,874 (14.9) 14,265  (15.4) 18,366  (14.3) +31.2 +28.7 +68.9
Queensland 21,643 (29.7) 31,077 (33.4) 48,281 (37.6) +43.6 +55.4 +123.1
Western Australia 10,180 (14.0) 12,556 (13.5) 23,062 (18.0) +23.3 +83.7 +126.5
South Australia 2,124  (2.9) 2,607 (2.8) 3,238  (2.5) +22.7 +24.2 +52.4
Tasmania 706 (1.0 876  (0.9) 1,073 (0.8) +24.1 +22.5 +52.0
Northern Territory 951 (1.3 1,005  (1.1) 1,288 (1.0 +5.7 +28.2 +35.4
Australian Capital 570  (0.8) 710 (0.8) 916  (0.7) +24.6 +29.0 +60.7
Territory

Other Territories 10 (0.0 5 (0.0 15 (0.0) n/a n/a n/a
41T OAl -alcC 72,964 (100.0) 92,917 (100.0) 128,430 (100.0) +27.3 +38.2 +76.0
Ancestry Population

As migration is such an important driver in the growth of- & | i® Kustralia, Figure 4 showschanges

in the spatial distribution by birthplace. The distribution of New Zealard-born - a 1 &AO0T 00 | 80O«
four most populous states clearly divergedrom both the national pattern, and from Australiarborn

- a 1.O0€ompared to the national distribution, New Zealantiorn - & | ®dfe significantly over-
represented in Queensland andVestern Australia; and underrepresented in NSW and Victoria. In

2011, for example, one in five Australians lived in Queensland, but for the New Zealdman - a iI,OE

the share was much closer to two in five Comparing Figures3 and 4 show that over time the
AEOOOEAOQOOET T I &1 Ol O dndersihas Adcbnie more similar. By comparison, the
distribution of Australian-AT OT - al OE AAOI 600 OEA &I OO0 1 AET O 006/
2011. Of the four major states, Victaga was the only state in which the distribution of New Zealand

born and Australianborn - a | v&ak& comparable.
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Figure 3: Spatial distribution across major states, Census2006
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Figure 4: Spatial distribution across major states, Census2011
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By disaggregating the statdevel data to focus on cities, we see thatebveen 2006 and 2011 the
number of New Zealand-born - a T @diding in Perth doubled; somewhat higher than their increase
across Western Australia as a whole. The growth of the Australighl OT - ai OE bl b0l A
(75.4 per cen) also exceeded their statevide increase(61.2 per cen). While a significant number of

-al OE OARAOGEAAT O ET O0AOOE i Asloftifeisthté &3 @akt of@Hely-ih, iflydokt OA
(FIFO) workforce (House of Representatives Standing Committee on Regional Australia, 2018)e

absence of an ancestry indicatomi the place of work dataset in Tabl®uilder precludes more detailed
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analyses!3 In Brisbane the increasén New Zealand and AustralialA T OT - a1l OE FOA3GndOEI| E
66.1 per cent respectively while the number of New ZealandA T OT - ai OE OAyGEtdalyl C E
declined between 2006 and 2011. The decline is likely due to a combination of internal migration to
other states, as well as return migration to New Zealand. Poot (2009jor example, has shown that
one-third of New Zealanderdliving in Australia re-migrate within four years (also see, Haig, 2010; Poot

& Sanderson, 2007)

Figure 5: Percentage change in population in the 2006 -2011 period in each major city of Australia
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1.5 Population mobility

Having considered changes in the spatial distribution of a 1 i@ Bustralia, this section uses data on

usual residence one and five years ago to assess: | @dbility relati ve to other population groups It

must be emphasisedhat we are unable toaccountfor the impacti £ - al OE OAOOOT 1 E
Zealand in the intervening years. Figure 6 shows the share of movers and stayers, by key age groups,
Al O All -al OE AT A OEA O1 OAl ! OOOOAI EA pi bbbl AGET I
had moved residence at least once since the previo@ensusin 2006. While the majority of movers

had migrated from New Zealand, a significant sharel2.8 per cen) had also moved residence within
Australia. Not surprisingly, given both the high proportion g | ECOAT 00 xEOEET OE
bi pOI AGETT AT A EOO OAI ACEOAT U Uil 01T ¢ ACA OOOOAOOC

the level of mobility within the national population (41 per cent).For both groups young adults were

s#7{ DAOET ¢ OEA OOOAI T U OAOEAAT O AT A #A1 000 TEGCEO - a
indication of the FIFO or DIDO (driven, drive-out) workforce, although visitors cannot be distinguished from
workers, nor does it allow for a comparison of place of work vs residence.
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the least likely to be living in the same residence as they had five years earlier. Fo@a |, é&se aged
15-24 years had the highest level of mobility, with only 27.5 per cent having lived in the same
residence five years earlier. Those most likely to have lived overseas were aged 15 to 34, with nearly

one in three- a | d@these agehaving lived overseas in 2006.

Figure 6: Usual residence in 2006 by age group, Census2011

Il Same as in 2011 Elsewhere in Australia H Overseas in 2006
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The continuing flow of migrants across the Tasman has clearly driven the high levels of mobility
among those born in New ZealandHowever,as Figuie 7 shows, theimpact has been more marked for
-al OE OEATal AD&EEN thréeiNew ZealandA T O1T - #nd i@ Kustdalia é the time of the

2011 Censushad lived overseasfive years earlier. Fornon-- a | e Zealanders living in Australia

the proportion was about one in five. Interestingly the level of mobility amongt Australian-born

-al OE xAO Al O OAI AGEOGAI U EECEh AAOOAETIT U 1| OAE

young age structure au the higher level of mobilityexperienced bytheir New Zealandborn parents.
Figure 7: Usual residence in 2006 , Census2011
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The significant differences in the distribution of- a7 ®EOT 0O | OOOOAIT B#ténd of OOA O
population mobility are alsolikely to be uneven Of the main states and territories, Western Australia

and the ACThad the lowest proportion of New ZealandA T OT - ail OE 1 EOET ¢ AO OE/
asfive yearsago, although the overallnumber of Maori living in the ACT was very smallThe high level

of churn in the- a | @dgulation in those statescontrasts with the relatively settled profile of - a1 OE
migrants in New South Wales where more than three quarters of those residing in the sain 2011

had lived there at the time of the 2008Census In the four most populous states, migration from New
Zealand accounted for most of the increase in the number of New Zealabdrn - a | @didents. In

both Queensland and Western Australia, migrantsom New Zealand accounted foabout 87 per cent

of the New Zealandborn - a1 @6 moved there between 2006 and 2011. The contribution of
internal migration was more evident in the more sparsely populated states, such as Tasmania and the
Australian Capitd Territory. In Tasmania, for example, nearly half of the New Zealarabrn - a | whi&

moved there between 2006 and 2011 did so from another state. The small numbers involved however
suggestthe figures should be taken as indicativenly. In every state NewZealandborn - a | Wefe
significantly more mobile than their non- a 1 €énterparts, although the extent of the difference

varied by state.

Table 7: Usual residence in 2006 , Census2011

Usual Residence in 2006 (5 years ago)
_ _ .1 ZAT Ol - al OE .2 ZATOT .11 -alo
Resdence in 2011 Total % in %in % Total % in %in %
Stated*| same state another Overseas Stated* same state another Overseas|
state state

New South Wales 17,671 76.4 3.2 20.4 89,435 79.4 4.0 16.5
Victoria 10,938 64.2 5.0 30.8 63,793 70.5 5.0 24.5
Queensland 30,730 56.1 54 38.5| 148,479 73.4 4.0 22.6
Western Australia 15,388 48.8 6.6 44.7 50,223 66.1 5.0 28.9
South Australia 1,627 63.9 10.4 25.6 10,425 76.6 8.1 15.2
Tasmania 463 63.5 16.8 19.7 4,177 69.7 16.9 13.4
Northern Territory 702 54.6 17.5 27.9 3,027 57.1 21.0 22.0
Australian Capital Territory 424 47.4 23.1 29.5 3,766 68.0 15.2 16.8
Total 77,943 60.6 5.5 34.0 373,325 30.0 45.0 25.0

*Not stated/Not applicable are excluded

Finally, Figures 8 and 9 focus only on movement in the one year prior to the 2011Census While the
proportion of - & | IWikg at a different address declined to about 30 per cent, a | iGtéinal mobility

was still much higher than for the national population.7 EOE OAOBDAAWno®Iali-cal O
comparisons, therewas still a significant difference in the proportion who had lived at a different
address a yearearlier (23.9vs17.9 per cent), butthe gap was much smaller than for the entire inter

censal period
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Figure 8: Usual residence one year ago by age group: Total Australia and all - & | Wig in Australia, Census2011

llSame as in 2011 Elsewhere in Australia H Overseas in 2010
T 100% | m— - m— —— —— —— = gy B = e == — gy
5] -
w
E
£ 80% -
@
(&)
=
=)
B 60% -
151
3
<
5
2 40% -
-]
']
1=}
=
D
< 20%
w
-+
1=
=
=
1]
=]

0% -
0-14 |15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 |55-64 | 65+ | Total | 0-14 15-24 25-34 |35-44 |45-54 55-64 65+ | Total

Total Australia All Maori

Figure 9: Usual residence one year ago: NZ-born - a | ,@istralian -born - & 1 &n# NZ-born Non-- a | ,@é&nsus2011
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Section2:- al OE EAAT OEZ£ZERBAD

2.1 Identification by ancestry

Moving from purely demographic aspects, this sectionconsiders patterns of - a1 OE AT AA«¢
identification and home language uselIn New Zealand, a considerable number dftudies have
examined the dynamics of a | iQdhtification in surveys and theCensus(e.qg.,Callister, Didham &

Potter, 2005; Carter, 2009;Howard & Didham, 2005;Kukutai, 2004, 2010. These studies have shown

that identification decisions are not made ina vacuum, but reflect acomplex mix of individual
characteristics (e.qg., feelings of pride, knowledge of heritage, physical appearance); structiestures

(e.g., ethnicinequality, group relations); and instrumental factors (e.g., question wording, avadble
categories, purpose for data collection)At the popular level, there isatendency to think of ethnicity as

a fixed, stable trait of individuals but patterns of identification are much more fluid (Carter, 2009;
Kukutai, 2010 Kukutai & Didham, 2013. How people are identified may change over timer between

data collections;a phenomenon that social scientists and demographers ref@ A O OAOET EA 11 .

When ethnicity data are used to informimportant decisions z for example, the distribution of
resources or the definition of electoralboundaries z the conceptual meaning of ethnicity and the
methodology used to construct ethnic populationsis vital. Given past efforts by the state to
circumscribe the boundaries of indigenous population throughdefinitions such asO EAABOAS h
desirable that indigenous population parameters be founded on inclusive criterian forums such as

the Census.In such circumstances ancestry is a fitting concept because all that is required is an
expressed sense ofhared identity. The relative inclusiveness of ancestry as the basis for belonging is
AGEAAT O ET . Ax : AAT AT Ah xEAOA OEA 1 Oi AAOCehsdl8 PAT
consistently exceeds the number reportingas- a | &y Ethnicity (Kukutai, 2010). One consequence of

this inclusiveness, lowever, is that it makes for a diverse mix of individuals with respect to identity,
socio-economic status, ando forth. This matters because aumber of studies have shown that those

who identify exclusively, or primarily, as - a I @ to have significantly poorer socieeconomic
outcomes than those whose a | i@eftification is part of a more complex designatior(Chapple, 2@0;

Kukutai, 2004; Kukutai,2010).4 ET OA xEOE AT A @Al O OE Galionhklsd tebddbe A O U
iTOA TEEAT U O OPAAE 4A 2AT -ail OEh DPAOOI AO xEOI
concentration. Althoughthese studies have all been undertaken using data on a 1 ©dtdent in New

Zealand, similar associationsnay al exist within the - a T @gulation in Australia.

Given the foregoing points, it is useful to consider some of the internal nuancesidentification within
the Australia-resident - a | gjulation. The first point to note is that, in both 2011 and 2006 gfver
than half of the population recorded an exclusive a | (©@éntification (44.1 and 43.2 per cent

respectively), although this varied significantly by birthplace. In 2011, 54.8 per cent of New Zealand
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born - a | i®the 2011 Censuswere reported solelyAO - al OEh AT | bpeénfof their E OC
Australian-born counterparts. The proportion of single ancestry responses amonthe latter was much

lower than for the total Australia-born population (61.3 per cent). This likely reflects the fact that
-2oriAOA A OAI AGEOAT U OT Ax38 | EngadyAtill @taig &ser@dof ddrinectio® 0 0 O
to - a | @dntity while also seéng themselves (or their children) as Australian. By comparison,
descendants of older migrant groups may eventually lose their sense of connection with their

ancestral heritage and adopt singular Australian ancestry.

While the Censusancestry question does not ask respondents to rank their responsgsTable 8shows
thefivemostd | I T T AT AAOOOU AT I.0EheSOI0 Ne® Zedhndorn - 2l | QEE
reported multiple ancestries in the 2011 Censusnore than half checked the English ticbox, with a
much smaller proportion recording Scottish(13.2 per cent)or Irish (7.8 per cent). Similar proportions
recorded either Samoan or Australian ancestry (about 4 per cent). Vefgw New Zealandborn- a1 OE
gave New Zealander as an ancestry responsemay be that being- a T @& being a New Zealander
are so closely mtertwined that there is no perceived need to separately record New Zealand ancestry.
By comparison, Australian was the most populamultiple ancestry response for Australiarborn- a1 OE
(44 per cend. English wasalso a reasonably widespreadesponseat 24 per cent, followed by much
smaller proportions reporting Scottish, Irish and Samoarancestry (3.5 to 5.3 per cent).The results
suggest that while Australian-born - a | @elde a strong attachment to Australianidentity, New
Zealandborn - a | @émuch moreclosely connected to their English settler heritageThe extent to
which this signals differences in recalled ancestry versus national identity cannot be probed withthe

Census

“We thank Paul Hamer for pointing out that ancestry tickoxes (English, Irish, Italian, German, Chinese,
Scottish, Australian) will always be courh A AA &l OA AIET1O/- QE ODES OAODOA OA8
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Table8d, ! T AAOOOU 1 A& stalia,0densisE00&Eahd201&ET ! O

Census 2006 Census 2011
Population (%)| Population (%)
BETCIA -ai"OE 1T AAOOOU 40,186 (43.2)| 56,665 (44.1)
-0l OEPI A - &1 OE 1 AAOGOOU 52731 (56.8) 71,765 (55.9)
47 OA1 -al OE 1 EOET C EI O PIYA 1 E(A00.0)| 128,430 (100.0)
-ail OE AT O1 ET . Ax : AAT AT A
BETCIA -al OE 'TAAOHOOB2,015 (54.1) 45,288 (54.8)
-O01 OEPT A -al OE ''1T AAOCGDI40 (45.9) 37,290 (45.2)
47 6A1 .. "1 01 -ail OE 59155 (100.0) 82,578 (100.0)
-al OE AT O1 ET 1! OOOOAI EA
BETCIA -al OE 'TAAOOOUS6,839 (22.1) 9,952 (23.2)
- 01 GEPI A -al OE ' 1T AAOCHID6 (77.9) 32,884 (76.8)
47 OA1 | OOOOAT EA "1 O 3095 OK100.0) 42,836 (100.0)
-al OE AT O Al OAxEAOA
BETCIA -al OE 'TAAOOOU1,332 (47.3) 1,425 (47.2)
-O01 OEPIT A -al OE 'TAAOCODASS (52.7) 1,591 (52.8)
47 OA1 - al OE Al O1 A] OA28EA 0 4100.0) 3,016 (100.0)
"T Ol -ai OE xEOE - Oi OEPIi A T AAOOOUG ci1 A Al
English 14,041 (51.7) 19,765 (53.0)
Scottish 3,564 (13.1) 4,914 (13.2)
Irish 2,283 (8.4) 2,894 (7.8)
Samoan 901 (3.3) 1,564 4.2)
Australian 1,390 (5.1) 1,517 (4.2)
Other 4,961 (18.3) 6,636 (17.8)
"T O -ail OE xEOE - O1 OEPpA140 ! 1 (20A@ O 037,290 (137.4)
I OOOOAI EAT "1 01 -ai OE xEOE - 01 6EPI A 11 AAOGOHO
Australian 11,232 (46.6) 14,464 (44.0)
English 5,719 (23.7) 7,904 (24.0)
Scottish 1,334 (5.5) 1,727 (5.3)
Irish 1,178 4.9) 1,601 (4.9)
Samoan 584 (2.4) 1,158 (3.5)
Other 4,059 (16.8) 6,030 (18.3)
47 OA1 1 OOOO0OAT EAT "1 01 | avaads x E(@E0)|- 032882 D1 A100.0f
ipq &EOOO AT A 111U OAODPITOA OiF OEA AT AAOGOGOU RNOAOOEI

icq 4xi OAOPITOAO OI OEA AT AAOOOU NOAOOEI T N OEA FEEC

In terms of spatial differences, Figure 10 shows that, among New ZealaAd OT - ai OEh OE
DOl BT OOETT O T &£ OGEICI A AT AAOOOU OAODPI T OAOG xAOA E
and Western Australia. For AustralianrAT OT - a1l OEh OEA OEAOA OADPI OOQEIT

across the stateshown.
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Figure 10: Proportion with single - a | énEestry by state, Census2011
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22 TerAl - ail OE
Tereo- al OE EO A &£O01 AAI AT OA1 AOPAAO 1T A& -al OE Ail1lA;

support the maintenance of te reo outside of New Zealand, as well as how widely te reo is spoken and
AU xET T h EO Al EIi bl OOAT O AA AéiD @udstraliaAfor hérd detailzd O E
analysis of te reo inAustralia, seeHamer,2007, 2010,2011, 2012). As in 2006 the 2011Censusasked
respondents whether they spokea language other than English in the homeand, if so, what the
language wa. Figure 11 compares the agespecific rates of te reo speakers in 2011 and 2006. Overall,
980 PAO AAT O T &£ -ail OE 1EOEIC EI ! OOO0OAI EA ODPI EA
the 5.7 per cent recorded in 2006 While the proportionate increase wasvery modest, h absolute
terms this translated into an additional 2,788 speakers of te recr an increase 063.2 per cent. These

O1 Ax 3 Onierd likélykdb®arrivals after the 2006 Census(the 2011 Censugecorded 2,794- a1 OE
speakers of te reo that arrivedbetween 2007 and 2011, but may also reflect other factors including

an increased propensity among te reo speakers to identify as a 11© hangingresponses to the
language question, andless likely) an increasen te reo speakers among a | résklent in Australia at

the time of the 2006Census

In terms of variation by age, the proportion of te reo speakersanged from a high of8.1 per centat
ages 3539 years, to a low of4.4 per cent among 59 year olds. As expected, thproportion of te reo
speakers was much higher among the New Zealadll OT - ai OE j y8¢ DHPAO AAT O0Q

5) T AT U GCEOAT #A1 OOOh OEA 101 AAO T &£ -ail OE OPAAEAOO 1 &
than the total number of te reo speakers. In 2011, for example, there were 9,977 speakers of te reo, 80.2 per cent
I £/ xET 1 xAOA -al OEs8
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in Australia (2.4 per cent). In 2006, the respective rate for each group was 7.4 and 2.0 per cent (not

shown on graph).

Comparing the agespecific rates for both years shows that the increase in te reo speakers (i.e., the
ages at which the gap between the bar and line is greatest) was mostly concentrated in the ages
between 25 and 39 years. While differences in the timing of th€ensus as well as the wording of the
language question, precludes direct comparisons between the proportions of te reo speakers in New
Zealand and Australia, it is nevertheless informative to compare differences in the agpecific
patterns. In the case of NewZealand 6ee Appendix tableB.0), conversational ability in te reo tends to

ET AOAAOA xEOE ACA AT A EO EEGCEAOO AO OEA EAOQI aod
distribution is more bi-modal, with peaks at 2534 years and 55+ years. This diéfrent age profile

reflects a number of factors including the agepecific nature of migration (e.g., people in the older

ages tend to be the least mobile), as well as selection bias among migrant (e.g., where te reo speakers

may be underrepresented amongdifferent migrant cohorts).

Figure 11: Proportion of - a | l¥ifg in Australia who speak - a1 & Home, Census2006 and 2011

07 w2011 -==2006
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In terms of spatial distribution, Figure 12 shows that among New ZealandAT OT - al OEh 7
Australia had the highed proportion of te reo speakersand Queensland the lowest. A similar pattern

can be observed among Austtn-AT OT - al OEh surti&in§lf as En@ny Will Be their
children. Although intercendA1 AT I PAOEOTI 1 O AOA 1106 OEI xI EAOAhR (
shift in the state-wide distribution of te reo speakers between 2006 and 2011, with Western Australia

AT A 10AAT OI ATA GCAETETC A COAAOAO OE A@A NewsSokh 1 -
Wales declined. Taken together, the identification and te reo analysis suggests that Western Australia,

of all the states has a mordraditional cultural profile and this has occurred through relatively recent

migration processes.

O Page36 of 87

:f



Beyord te reo, it is important to acknowledge thatthere is a broad range of ways that a | KVikg

overseas create and maintain their connections te a 1 clfure and identity. For some this vill mean

actively fostering or maintaining ties to people and placehrough activities that range from regular
trips to New Zealandand sendingmoney back O1  maK; a0 reading- a | m@#spapers online and
participating in social networking sites (Te Puni+ ¢ E,22Q1E). For others, being a | @dy be
primarily about creating new meanings of what it means to be a | i@Ways that are largely symbolic
This may include playing in sports teams alongside other- a | @nH attending music festivals on
Waitangi Day. Many of these forms of diasporic iaity maintenance are beyond the purview of the

Censusand are bestunderstood through ethnographic and survey approaches.

Figure 12: Proportion of - a1 @vibg in Australia who speak - a | @&Home in each major state by place of birth,
Census2011
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Section 3: Year of arrival and citizenship

3.1 Year of arrival

This section on year of arrival and citizenship commences by examining the timing of migration for

New Zealandborn - a | (@riel non-- a 1)@vihg in Australia at the time of the 2011Census Figure13

shows the number of New Zealandorn - a T @rkving in each five-year period, from 1971 to 2011.
Bearing in mind that we cannot account for the impacts of mortality on earlier cohorts, or the return
migration of - & | 10 New Zealand, Figurel3 shows a very marked increase in the number of a T OE
settling in Australia in the last decadeOf the New ZealandA T OT - al OE xEI OABI OC
arrival in the 2011 Census, just over half (51.7 per cent) had arréd in the preceding decadeThat

being noted, Figure 13 also reflects the long history of a | @dbility across the Tasmanwith about

26 per cent havinglived in Australia for at least 20 yearsAlthough not shown here, the proportion of

non- a | Kelw Zealanders who arrived in Australia from 2001 onwards was substantialljower at

34.2 per centté

Figure 13: Number of NZ-born - a | lwifg in Australia by period of arrival, ~ Census2011
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The high proportion of recent migrants among- a | © Extremely important because ofchanges
imposed by Australiaon 26 February2001, which severely limited. A x : A A Isdbsedudriacrdss

to a wide range of entitlements. These changes have been widdigcussed in prior research (see, for
example, Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 2003; Birrell & Rapson, 2001; Hamer, 2007, 2008a, 2012) and will not

be restatedin-depth here. It is sufficient to note that prior to 2001 New Zealand citizens resident in

16 If we take from the period from 1 January 2001 to 9 August 2011, the respective proportions are 54.1 and 36.4
per cent.
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Australia were able to access social security after a twgear standdown; between 1986 and 2000 it
was only a sixmonth stand-down. Since 2001, New Zealand citizens arriving in Australia are still able
to work freely through a non-protected Special Category Vis" but cannot access social security and
some employment opportunities unless they obtain permanent residence statusn the same basis as
other migrant groups. With some minor exceptions, New Zealand citizens who arrived in Australia on
or before 26 February 2001hold a protected special category visa which effectively means they are
classed as permanent residentsMost of them will be able to accessncome support and student
allowances although student loans are generally onlyavailable to Australian citizens!® The right to

vote has, for many yearsalsobeen limited to Australian citizens.

The pathway to permanent residence, and thus to citizenship, is an expensive process that can only be
pursued after two years of residence and, in mostases, can only be dhined vis-a-vis a pointsbased
skilled migrants visa which has a range of strict eligibility criteria relating to age and sectoral skills
demand. For many of the a | Wh& migrated to Australia after February 2001, permanent residence
will never be a vialle option under existing arrangements They will be able to contribute to the
Australian tax base but will not be able to access state support in times of need; access support to
undertake higher education (a key issue for the 1.5 generation); or vote. These changes also have
complex implications for the children of migrants, even some of those wim are Australian-born
(Hamer, 2012).

The high proportion of recent post2001 migrants among- a | Ne# Zealanders meanshat - a | abeE
disproportionately exposed to the disadvantages attendant with theestricted access tentitlements.

This relative exposure to vulnerability is not evenly distributed across Australia. As Figur&4 shows

the proportion of Maori migrants that arrived after 2001 is most pronounced in Weatern Australia

(62.0) per cent followed closely by Queensland (59.8 per cent)Any future shocks in Western
AEODPOI BT OOCET T AOAT U 1T ACAOQE OA(se&dediich A (D this feport)alh déty | E C
state, - a | BaH a higherproportion of recent migrants than non-- a | Re# Zealanders, but the

difference was most marked in Western Australia and Queensland.

17 The nonprotected SCV can only be denied on the health and character grounds see:
http://www.immi.gov.au/media/factsheets/17nz.htm

18New Zealand citizens can access the student loan scheme (HELP) if they are obtain one of the limited number
T £ O#1 1111 xAAT OE OO0 peatpibicAdversitiesad ied & a AntalritberroAprivate higher
education providers. In June 2013 it was announced that New Zealanders who had spent most of their childhood
in Australia would be able to access Australian government loans to cover university or vocational training fees
from 2015.
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Figure 14: Proportion of NZ-born migrants who arrived 2001 onwards
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3.2 Citizenship

Although it is not possible toidentify individuals who have obtained permanent residence in the
Census the inclusion of a citizenship question does allow for an analysis of citizenship uptake.
Previous studies using 2001 and 200€ensusdata have shown that & | @ddent in Australia have
among the lowest levels of Australian citizenship (Khoo & Lucas0@4; Hamer, 2008). In the 2001
Census for example, the only ancestry groups with lower citizenship rates than a | \@eEe Japanese
AT A . EOAAT O j+EIT O , O0AAOh ¢nmmtqg8 4EA 1 AOOAO
association status with New Zaland. The low uptake of Australian citizenship amongst oversealsorn
Japanese can be attributed to the fact that is extremely difficult to hold dual Japanese citizenship
under Japanese law.Prior to the law changes in 2001; a T KVifg in Australia had no compelling
incentive to gain citizenship because theyostensibly enjoyed the same rights and privileges as
Australian citizens, with the exception that they were unable to vote. While the situation has clearly
changed, the challenges associated withbtaining citizenship means the rate of uptake for a | i® E
unlikely to improve in the future; in the absence of any changes to the current legal arrangement, it

may well decline.

Using 2011 and 2006Censusdata, Figure 15 compares the rate of Australian tizenship among
overseasborn - a | dbd other select ancestry groupsThe analysisis restricted to thosewho arrived
in Australia at least five years prior to theCensus(e.g prior to 2006 for those resident in 2011, prior

to 2001 for those resident in2006), so as to include those who have been in Australia long enough to
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be eligible for Australian citizenshipl® In both years the proportion of - a i @ith Australian
citizenship (23.3 per cent) was much lowerthan for other ancestry groups,with the exception of the
Japanese (for reasons alreadgoted above).For - a |, @¥well as for Cook Island and New Zealander

ancestry groups, citizenship rates slightly declined over time

Figure 15: Proportion with Australian citizenship by  ancestry, Census2006 and 2011
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If we focus only on the New Zealandborn, and distinguish between- a | addEnon- a | &y Beriod of
arrival we can see that this difference is not solely due to nativity or differences in the time of arrival.
As Figire 16 shows,of all- a T midtants living in Australia in 2011, only 16.6 per cent had Australian
citizenship, significantly lower than the 38 percent observed for non- a 1. 8uen when we restrict the
comparisons to those who arrived in the same fivgear period, - a | €ilEhad substantially lower
rates of citizenship uptake thannon-- a | Ndw Zealanders. What is strikingis the drop-off in
citizenship rates for both groups after 2000 Of the New Zealandborn - a | @ddent in Australia in
2011 who had arrived between five and ten years earliegnly 4.1 per cent had obtainedAustralian
citizenship. For non- a | Kely Zealanders, the share was also relatively lowat 5.2 per cent. These
figures do not augur at all wél for the future security of New Zealandborn - a 1 i@ Kustralia nor, by
association, their Australianborn children. These findings ought to be viewed in the context of
ongoingconcerns expressed by a | d€mmunity advocates in Australia regarding the iorease in the

number of - a1 @igrants seeking assistance, and the apparent lack of knowledge that many

19 The calculations exclude those who did not state a year of arrival. For this reason the proportions are different
to those in Hamer (2012) who included the not stated in order to align with the way Khoo and Lucas had
calculated their figures, for comparaive purposes.
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- a | (an& New Zealand migrants have of thepermanent residence requirementsbefore they make

the decisionto migratej 6 A8 Ah DAOOT T Al 2§ i1 61 EAAOET T h ¢mp

Figure 16: Proportion of NZ-born - a | &nB Non-- a | With Australian citizenship by period of arrival, = Census2011
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Finally, in terms of spatial differences, Figurd7 shows some statewide variation in the proportion of
New Zealandborn - a | @ith citizenship, from about one in four in Queensland and Western
Australia, to one in five in New South Wales and Victoria. In all four states, the proportion of
Australian citizens among- a | @igrants decreased, most notablyin Queensland and Western

Australia.

Figure 17: Proportion with NZ-born - a T @ith Australian citizenship in major states , Census2006 and 2011
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206 EAEU 6 A GoidindfoDof theENkrany INeighbourhood Centre on the Gold Coast. Her interview with Paul
(AT OU AAT OO OEA OPEOAEAI 1 OB £l O +ExEO Ai ECOAOQE
http://www.radiolive.co.nz/Pitfalls -for-Kiwis-emmigrating-to-
Australia/tabid/506/articlelD/22454/Default.aspx
Also see, http://lwww.nzherald.co.nz/nz/news/article.cfm?c_id=1&objectid=10745190

O Page42 of 87

:f



Section 4: Education and w ork

Having examined key socialemographic features of- a I Wifg in Australia, this sectionlooks at
their education profile and key labour market featuresincluding income. There is a general consensus
that education provides an integral pathway into employent, and reduces exposure to
unemployment. Higher education, in particular, is seen as waluable investment in human capita|
helping individuals develop important transferable skills, such as numeracyand communication,
which are valuable assets in glofilised labour markets. To date, little research has been undertaken
into the educational profile of- a 1 r@sitlent in Australia. Moreover, while there has been a great deal
of recent interest in transTasman labour markets (e.g., Haig, 2010; Poot, 2009w studies have

focused on- a | €pEcifically. One notable exception is a 2009 study biewell and Pool which

Al i DAOAA OEA 1 AAOPAOGEIT Al AEOOOEAOOEITT 1 &£ -al OE
AEA 171 6 AEOOEI COEOE AAOxAANI Ofai-GH OBERCHATAO A EAN AE O
in earnings.

The following descriptive analysk is intended to providea platform for engaging more detailed work

(] OEA AATTTTEA AEOAOI OOAT AAOG AT A Uidrtin@eyEtReD OE 1
postponement of the 2011 New Zealand Census precludes comparisons witha T Wiig in New
Zealand.Such a comparison would be useful for clarifying the role of puspull factors underlying

-al OE T ECOAOGEITT O 1 OOOOAI EiAAustialiax ABA OB A &andiEd O1 A,
counterparts in similar jobs in New Zealand. The inability tanake robust TransTasman comparisons

will be a longerterm issue if the New Zealand Census is not brought back into line with the Australia

Census by 2021.

Unless otherwise stated, all figurein this sectionpertain to those inthe prime working ages of &z 54

years. This controls for awell-known age bias in New Zealand migtaon to Australia (e.g., workers

tend to be clustered inparticular ages) andreduces theeffect of migration related to noneconomic

and employment reasongHaig, 2010). We also not a strong caveat with respect to the education and
work outcomes of AustralianAT OT - ail OE8 4EA OAlI AGEOGAIT U Of Al
(n=6,587), a function of the youthful age structure shown earlier, means that the analysis undertaken

in this secton cannot be taken as representative of Australiad T OT - al OE AO A xET I
not possible to generalise the findings to overall differences in outcomes between first and second

CAT AOAOET I

-al OE ET ! OOBOOAI EASB
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4.1 Education

To beginwe look at the highest level of school completed for a | r@l&ive to key comparator groups.

Figure 18 reveals significant differences in the proportion of adults with a school leaving qualification

of year 12 or equivalent! Less than half of adultNZ-born - & | @dident in Australia in 2011 left

school with a Year 12 qualification (45.2 per cent), compared t87 per cent of non- a1 OE . A x
Zealanders, and58.9 per cent of the nationalAustralia population. The marked difference between

- al and non- a1 @ifrants is unsurprising given the welkknown differences in educational
attainment observed in New Zealand, particularly among older cohorts. For all groups the proportion
leaving school with a Year 12 or equivalent qualification increased between 200&é 2011, although

the increase was lower forNZ-born - & 1. Gigure 19 shows a strong gender dimension, with- a1 OE
women significantly more likely than men to have left school with a qualification. This gender
AEEZEAOAT OEAT OAZE AAOO OEA OCAT AAO OOAT OEOCEI T8 O
other developed countries, in which girls and women in edeation now participate and achieve at

higher rates than their male counterparts (Callister et al., 2006).

Figure 18: Proportion with school leaving qualification of Year 12 or equivalent, 20-64 years, Census2006 and 2011
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of 20-64 years is used to maximise the diversity in education outcomes between the different groups.
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Figure 19: Proportion with school leaving qualification of Year 12 or equivalent by sex, 20-64 years, Census2011
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Turning to post-school qualifications Figure 21 showsthat 40 per cent of- a 1 @dtall had some kind

of tertiary qualification in 2011 compared to 63 per cent of thetotal Australia population. NZ-born

- a | radEthe lowest share with apost-secondaryqualification (40 per cent) which was markedly less

than the proportion of Australian-AT OT - al OE | v NZ-b&hron--A3AIT @Xper deh)AOf

the 17,675- a | midfants who had a completed tertiary qualification relatively few had a* AAEAT T O¢
degree orhigher (8 per cent). Comparisons with the 2006 Census(Figure 20) show that all groups,
including - a T, &daerienced an improvement in their educational profile. The improvement was most
noticeable for Australian-born - a |, Wih the proportion with no tertiary qualification decreasing

from 52 per cent in 2006 to 47per cent in 2011.

Figure 20: Level of education, 25-54 years, Census2006
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Figure 21: Level of education, 25-54 years, Census2011
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Gendered differences in qualifications were apparent for most groups in 2011 (Figure 22). While a
OEi EIl AO POT PT OOEIT 1T &£ -ai o AT ATA xi 1 AT 1AAEA,
EEAT U Ol EAOA T AOAET AA A @rgéndefed fattetn exdsted farAll groos O A
although the magnitude of the difference varied.NZ-born - a1 OE [ AT xAOA éddk 1 AA
degree of some kind (6per cent) with a proportion far below the male share for Australia nationally

(26 per cent).

Figure 22: Level of education by sex, 25-54 years, Census2011
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To capture the most recent dynamics irpost-school participation, the rest of the educationanalysisis
limited to 20-29 year olds Figure 23 showsthe proportion engaged in education in 201Xfull time and
part time). For AT 1 -ivand @ FAustralia, the proportion engaged in some form of education
(secondary, technical or university) was much lower than for thenation as a whole andwas lowest
among NZborn - a T O E22 Thé lbwir levels of participationin higher educationby New Zealanders
generally partly reflects migrant selection factors in that many of those who migrated would have
moved for employmentrather than for education. It is interesting to note that engagementwas also
low among Australian-born - a | &@tkough, as noted earlier, their small number precludes robust
inference.

Figure 23: Proportion engaged in education, 20-29 years, Census2011
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Focusing only on migrantsFigure 24 distinguishesbetween- a | addnon- a | Whg& arrived prior to
2001 andthose who arrived from 2001 onwards This is necessary because most New Zealanders who
arrived in Australia before February 2001are classed as permanent residents and are thugkely to
have access to some form of student suppofé.g., student allowances, not necessarily loan$jor both

- a1l @anénon- a i el Zealanders, those who arrived prior to 2001 were nearly twice as likglas
later arrivals to be engaged in educationBetter access tostudent financial support may be a factor,
along with other differences related to migrationsuch ashigher labour market atachment among
recent migrants. It is also worth noting that most- a 1 @&d 2029 in 2011 who arrived in Australia
prior to 2001 would have migrated with their parents andthus been schooledand socialisedin the
Australian education system.lt might be that their attitudes towards higher education, and their
abilityto AAAAOO 1 BT OO0T EOEAOh AEAZAZAO AOT T UTOIC -aic

?2 students attending secondary school or other institutions (not TAFE, University or other similar tertiary

educational institutions) comprised a small share of thé OAOAT 1T 1 01 AAO T &£ -ail OE | ECOA
(14.7 per cent).
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Figure 24: Proportion engaged in education by year of arrival, 20 z 29 years, Census2011
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Figures 25 and 26 show that, bthose engaged in educatiora significantly smaller proportion of- a1 OE
was enrolled at a university or other tertiary institution. In 2011, this amounted tojust over a third
(34.8) of New Zealandborn - a | stuBlents in Australia,albeit that this was an improvement on 2006
(31.9 per cent). With respect to gender differencesFigure 27 shows that - a | r@dfe studentshad the
lowest proportion enrolled at universities (28.3 per centof students), and that the gender difference
was larger for Maori than for non-Maori New Zealanders The rates for Australianborn - a 1 1@dh
was also surprisingly low (45.5 per cent) when compared to national figures although their small

number means thatthe comparison should be treated with caution

Figure 25: Type of educational institute attending, 20 -29 years, Census2006
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Figure 26: Type of educational institute attending, 20 -29 years, Census2011

m Secondary/Other
Technical or Further Educational Institutions (incl. TAFE Colleges)
Il University or other Tertiary Institution

b 100% -+

=

£

2 so% 23.1

< 29.7

g 375

= 43.7

22 60% - 50.5

=

[ ]

=l

=z

S 2 40% -

c Y

=9 09.3 60.9

g " 52.7

= il .

5 20% 34.8

=

L

=]

Q

& 0% T T T

&= Total Australia All Maori NZ Born Australian Born NZ Born
Maori Maori Non-Maori

Figure 27: Type of educational institute attending by sex, 20 -29 years, Census2011
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Overall theforegoing analysis shows thatvUbri migrants in Australia fare poorly with respect toboth
participation in higher education in Australia andoverall education levels. In 201t a | r@igtants
were significantly less educated tharAustralian-born MUbri, non-- a | r@igtants, andthe general
Australian population at the same ages. While other studies of New Zealanders in Australia have
emphasised he lower education and skills level relative to the Australian population or workforce
(Haig, 2010), this study has shown that a T r@igfants are even less qualifiedThe possible
implications of this for relative employment and earnings capacityre explored in more depth in the

following sections.
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4.2 Labour force participation and unemployment

Moving from education to work, this section examinespatterns of - a | l@déur force participation
relative to key comparator groups The Labour Force Participation Rate (LFPR) measures the
proportion of the working age population (typically 15 z 64 years)that is either actively employedin
full- or part-time work, or seeking employment.Those not in the labour force includes students,
unpaid givers, early retirees, and so-called @iscouraged workerdwho are neither employed nor
actively looking for work. In this report we focus only on those in the prime working ages (2% 54
years). The analysis is agestandardised23 to control for differences in the distributions within the
prime working ages and excludeghose for whom labour force status was not reportedless than one

percentof- a 1)OE

Figure 28 shows that at the time of the 2011Census the proportion of all prime working age- a1 OE E|
the labour force (84per cent) was comparable with thenation-wide figure (83 per cent). However this

figure masks substantial variation between New Zealand and Australiaoorn - a 1, @dpecially for

men. Among New Zealandorn - a | dfes,the labour force participation rate wasvery high at 92.6

per cent (vs 89.8 per cent nationally) and wasomparable with that for non- a | el Zealand men

(94.2 per cent).For Australian-born - a | dfes the rates were much lower at 87.5 pecent, which

can only be patrtially explained by the higher proportion engaged in educatici As expected, women

had much lower rates of participation than men, with the lowest rate observed for Australiaborn

- a | vaoEen (72.4 per cent).

Figure 28: Age standardised labour force participation rates , 25-54 years, Census2011

23 Direct age standardisation using the 2011 Total Austta population as the standard.

24 The small number of AustralianAT OT - al OE | AAT O EZECOOAO A Gautbh e COI O
2011 Census, there were 2,996 Australiad | O1T - a1l OE [ Al A0 Al Miyelrs yw £AT Al AO
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