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Executive Summary  

 

Introduction  

 
This report provides a comprehensive demographic and socio-ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ ÐÒÏÆÉÌÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ 

population in Australia using data from the 2011 Australia Census of Population and Housing. The 

purpose is to provide an evidence base with which to inform future policy approaches with respect to 

-àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȢ )Ô ÆÏÃÕÓÅÓ ÏÎ ÆÉÖÅ ËÅÙ ÁÒÅÁÓȡ 

 Population size and composition; 

 Identity and culture; 

 Year of arrival and citizenship; 

 Education and work;  

 Lone parenting and unpaid childcare. 

Comparisons are undertaken with -àÏÒÉ in the 2006 Australia Census, as well as with two reference 

groups: the total Australia population and migrant non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders. Where appropriate, we 

ÁÌÓÏ ÄÉÓÔÉÎÇÕÉÓÈ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÂÏÒÎ ÉÎ New Zealand and -àÏÒÉ born in Australia. This captures 

ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÔÈÁÔ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ ÕÎÄÅÒ-examined in 

previous studies. 

 

Populat ion size and composition  

 
 In 2011 there were 128,430 individuals living in Australia ×ÈÏ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ÁÓ -àÏÒÉ ÂÙ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙȟ 

either alone or in combination, representing about 16 per cent of the broader Australasian -àÏÒÉ 

population. 

 "ÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ςππρ ÁÎÄ ςπρρ -àÏri increased their share of the New Zealand-born population 

resident in Australia from 13.8 per cent to 17.1 per cent. This exceeded the 2011 ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ -àÏÒÉ 

proportion of the total New Zealand-resident population (15.3 per cent).  

 One in three -àÏÒÉ in Australia was born in Australia. The Australian-born -àÏÒÉ population has 

experienced higher growth than the population of New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, 

more than doubling in size between 2001 and 2011.  

 In 2011 first generation -àÏÒÉ migrants comprised nearly two thirds of -àÏÒÉ resident in 

Australia although a large proportion (29 per cent) migrated as children. Second generation -àÏÒÉ 

migrants comprised 30 per cent of all -àÏÒÉ in Australia while the third plus generation made up 

less than five per cent. 

 The -àÏÒÉ population in Australia was significantly younger than the total Australia population, 

with higher proportions at the younger ages and lower proportions at the older ages. More than 
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80 per cent of the Australian-born -àÏÒÉ population was less than 25 years old in 2011. Their 

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 

first generatÉÏÎ -àÏÒÉȢ 

 The number of -àÏÒÉ living in Queensland (n=48,821) was about the same as the number 

estimated to be living in Northland in 2011 (n=50,800, medium series). It also exceeded the 

estimated -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ρπ ÏÆ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȭÓ ρφ ÒÅÇÉÏÎÓȢ 

 There was a spatial reorganisation of -àÏÒÉ in Australia between 2001 and 2011, with the most 

rapid growth occurring in Western Australia and Queensland; both states with sizeable extractive 

sectors. Between 2006 and 2011 alone the -àÏÒÉ population in Western Australia increased by 87 

per cent. It is highly possible that Western Australia will supersede New South Wales in 2016 to 

become the second most populous state for -àÏÒÉ behind Queensland. 

 )Î ςπρρ ÍÏÒÅ ÔÈÁÎ Ô×Ï ÔÈÉÒÄÓ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÈÁÄ ÍÏÖÅÄ ÒÅÓidence at least once since the 

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

share (42.8 per cent) had also moved residence within Australia. Mobility was significantly higher 

for -àÏÒÉ migrants than for non--àÏÒÉ migrants, partly reflecting differences in age structure. 

 In the 12 months preceding the 2011 Census, the proportion of -àÏÒÉ who had moved address 

was still higher than the non--àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ (23.9 vs 17.5 per cent), but the gap was 

much smaller than for the entire inter-censal period. 

 

 

-àÏÒÉ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ -àÏÒÉ 

 
 Less than half of all -àÏÒÉ in Australia identified exclusively as -àÏÒÉ by ancestry (44 per cent) 

although this varied significantly by birthplace. The proportion of single ancestry responses was 

υτȢψ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÁÎÄ ςσȢς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÆÏÒ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȢ The proportion of 

single ancestry responses for the total Australia-born population was much higher at 61.3 per 

cent.  

 Of the 37,290 New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÍÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÉÅÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ςπρρ #ÅÎÓÕÓȟ 

more than half checked the English tick-box. Very few New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÇÁÖÅ .Å× 

Zealander as an ancestry response. By comparison, Australian was the most popular multiple 

ancestry response for Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉττ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊȢ While Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÈÁÖÅ Á 

strong attachment to Australian identity, New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ appear to be more closely 

connected to their English heritage.  

 In 2011, 6.3 per cent ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÓÐÏËÅ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ ÁÔ ÈÏÍÅȟ ÓÌÉÇÈÔÌÙ ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÅ υȢχ 

per cent recorded in 2006. While the proportionate increase was very modest, in absolute terms 

this translated into an additional 2,788 speakers of te reo or an increase of 53.2 per cent. The 
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proportion of te reo speakers was much higher among the New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉψȢς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊ 

ÔÈÁÎ ÁÍÏÎÇ -àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ɉςȢτ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊȢ 

 Comparing the age-specific 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 lowest.  The 

identification and te reo analysis suggests that Western Australia, of all the states, has a more 

traditional cultural profile and this has occurred through relatively recent migration processes.   

 Finally, there is a broad range of ways that -àÏÒÉ living in Australia create and maintain their 

connections to -àÏÒÉ culture and identity. Many of these forms of diasporic identity maintenance 

are beyond the purview of the Census and are best understood through ethnographic and survey 

approaches.  

 

 

Year of arrival and citizenship  

 
 Of the New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÙÅÁÒ ÏÆ ÁÒÒÉÖÁÌ Én the 2011 Census just over 

half (51.7 per cent) had arrived in the preceding decade which was substantially higher than the 

proportion for non --àÏÒÉ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓ ɉστȢς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊȢ 4ÈÅÓÅ ÆÉÇÕÒÅÓ ÄÏ ÎÏÔ ÔÁËÅ ÁÃÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ 

the differential impacts of mortality  on earlier cohorts or return migration to New Zealand. 

 4ÈÅ ÈÉÇÈ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÒÅÃÅÎÔ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÁÍÏÎÇ -àÏÒÉ ÉÓ ÅØÔÒÅÍÅÌÙ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÏÆ ÃÈÁÎÇÅÓ 

ÉÍÐÏÓÅÄ ÂÙ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÏÎ ςφ &ÅÂÒÕÁÒÙ ςππρȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÓÅÖÅÒÅÌÙ ÌÉÍÉÔÅÄ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȭ ÓÕÂÓÅÑÕÅÎÔ 

access to a wide range of social security entitlements. Since 2001, New Zealand citizens arriving in 

Australia are still able to work freely through a non-protected Special Category Visa, but cannot 

access social security and some employment opportunities unless they obtain permanent 

residence status on the same basis as other migrant groups. &ÏÒ ÍÁÎÙ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÅÄ 

to Australia after February 2001, permanent residence will never be a viable option under 

existing arrangements. 

 The high proportion of post-200ρ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÍÅÁÎÓ -àÏÒÉ ÁÒÅ ÄÉÓÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎÁÔÅÌÙ ÅØÐÏÓÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 

disadvantages attendant with the restricted access to entitlements.  This relative exposure to 

vulnerability is not evenly distributed across Australia. The proportion of Màori migrants that 

arri ved after 2001 is most pronounced in Western Australia (62.0) per cent followed closely by 

Queensland (59.8 per cent). !ÎÙ ÓÈÏÃËÓ ÉÎ 7ÅÓÔÅÒÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÅØÔÒÁÃÔÉÖÅ ÒÅÓÏÕÒÃÅÓ ÓÅÃÔÏÒ ÁÎÄ 

ancillary industries will likely have a disproportionately negative impÁÃÔ ÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÔÈÅÒÅȢ 

 )Î ςπρρȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÈÁÄ ÌÉÖÅÄ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÆÏÒ ÁÔ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÆÉÖÅ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÁÎÄ ÈÁÄ 

Australian citizenship (23.3 per cent) was much lower than for other migrant ancestry groups, 

with the exception of Japanese (20.6 per cent). Under Japanese law it is extremely difficult to hold 

dual Japanese citizenship.   
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 /Æ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÉÎ ςπρρȟ ÏÎÌÙ ρφȢφ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÈÁÄ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ ÃÉÔÉÚÅÎÓÈÉÐȟ 

significantly lower than the 38 per cent observed for non--àÏÒÉȢ %ÖÅÎ when comparisons are 

limited to those who arrived in the same five-ÙÅÁÒ ÐÅÒÉÏÄȟ -àÏÒÉ ÓÔÉÌÌ ÈÁÄ ÓÕÂÓÔÁÎÔÉÁÌÌÙ ÌÏ×ÅÒ ÒÁÔÅÓ 

of citizenship uptake than non--àÏÒÉ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȢ 4ÈÅÒÅ ×ÁÓ Á ÓÔÒÉËÉÎÇ ÄÒÏÐ-off in citizenship 

rates after 2000 for both groups. These figures do not augur well for the future security of New 

Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ, nor by association their Australian-born children. 

 

Education and work  

 
Education  

 Less than half of all NZ-born -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÏÆ ÐÒÉÍÅ ×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÁÇÅ ɉςυ ɀ 54 years) living in 

Australia in 2011 had left school with a Year 12 qualification (45.2 per cent). This was much lower 

than for either the migrant NZ-born non--àÏÒÉ ÏÒ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎȢ 

 NZ-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ had the lowest share with a post-secondary qualification (40 per cent), which was 

markedly less than the proportion of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉυς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊ ÁÎÄ .:-born non--àÏÒÉ 

(59 per cent). 

 NZ-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎ ×ÅÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ ÈÏÌÄ at least a Bachelor degree (6 per cent) with a 

proportion far below the national Australia share for men (26 per cent).  

 Among 20 ɀ 29 year olds, mÉÇÒÁÎÔ -àÏÒÉ men were also the least likely to be engaged in education. 

Of all -àÏÒÉ who were engaged in education, a relatively small proportion was enrolled at a 

university.  

 &ÏÒ ÂÏÔÈ -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÎ--àÏÒÉ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȟ ÔÈÏÓÅ ×ÈÏ ÁÒÒÉÖÅÄ ÐÒÉÏÒ ÔÏ ςππρ ×ÅÒÅ ÎÅÁÒÌÙ 

twice as likely as later arrivals to be engaged in education. Better access to student financial 

support may be a factor, along with other differences related to migration such as higher labour 

market attachment among recent migrants. 

 -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÓÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔÌÙ ÌÅÓÓ ÅÄÕÃÁÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ-born Màori, non--àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓȟ 

and the general Australian population at the same ages. While other studies of New Zealanders in 

Australia have emphasised the lower education and skills level relative to the Australian 

population or workforceȟ ÔÈÉÓ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÈÁÓ ÓÈÏ×Î ÔÈÁÔ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÁÒÅ ÅÖÅÎ ÌÅÓÓ ÑÕÁÌÉÆÉÅÄȢ 

 
Employment  

 Among New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÁÌÅÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÂÏÕÒ ÆÏÒÃÅ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÒÁÔÅ ×ÁÓ ÖÅÒÙ ÈÉÇÈ ÁÔ ωςȢφ 

per cent (vs 89.8 per cent nationally) and was comparable with that for non--àÏÒÉ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ 

men (94.2 per cent). For Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÁÌÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÒÁÔÅÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÍÕÃÈ Ìower at 87.5 per cent, 

which can only be partially explained by the higher proportion engaged in education. 
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 4ÈÅ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÍÅÎÔ ÒÁÔÅ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÃÌÏÓÅÌÙ ÆÉÔÔÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÒÁÔÅȟ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÃÏÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ 

ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÔÈÁÔ -àÏÒÉ ÍÁËÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ ÅÃÏnomy. For New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎȟ ÔÈÅ 

employment rate was nearly three percentage points higher than the national Australian rate and 

peaked at 30-στ ÙÅÁÒÓȢ 4ÈÅ ÒÁÔÅ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔ ×ÏÍÅÎ ×ÁÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÒÅÅ ÐÅÒÃÅÎÔÁÇÅ ÐÏÉÎÔÓ 

lower, with the difference especially marked at ages 25-29 years. This may reflect a combination 

of factors including different age-specific fertility rates (i.e., a higher probability of having children 

at younger ages); and the influence of non-labour market factors, such as having a partner who is 

the prime income earner. 

 For both Màori and non-Màori New Zealanders, employment rates were higher for those who 

arrived after 2001. 

 
Occupation  

 -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ lived and worked in Australia in 2011 were disproportionately concentrated in lower 

skilled jobs by comparison with the national Australian workforce. 

 Nearly ÆÏÕÒ ÏÕÔ ÏÆ ÅÖÅÒÙ ρπ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ×ÏÒËÅÄ ÁÓ Á ÌÁÂÏÕÒÅÒȟ 

machinery operator or driver. This proportion far exceeded the share for non--àÏÒÉ .Å× 

Zealanders (19 per cent), or Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉςς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊȢ 

 The over-repÒÅÓÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ ȬÂÌÕÅ ÃÏÌÌÁÒȭ occupations was especially apparent for men. 

More than half of all ÅÍÐÌÏÙÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔ Íen living in Australia worked as a labourer or 

machinery operator or driver in 2011. The share was much higher for New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ 

arriving in Australia after 2001. 

 )Î ÔÅÒÍÓ ÏÆ ÓËÉÌÌÓ ÌÅÖÅÌÓȟ -àÏÒÉ ×ÅÒÅ Íarkedly over-represented in lower-skilled jobs and under-

represented in higher-skilled jobs by comparison with the total employed Australia population. 

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

Á ÍÏÒÅ ÆÁÖÏÕÒÁÂÌÅ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÓËÉÌÌÓ ÌÅÖÅÌÓ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÅÄ ÔÏ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄ ÁÎÄ 7ÅÓÔÅÒÎ 

Australia. 

 
 
Industry  

 In 2011, 28.5 per cent of New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÏÒËÅÄ ÉÎ ÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÍÁÎÕÆÁÃÔÕÒÉÎÇ 

compared to 18.3 per cent of all Australian workers and 21.2 per cent of non--àÏÒÉ .Å× 

:ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȢ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÏÎÌÙ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÆÏÒ ×ÈÏÍ ÍÉÎÉÎÇ ÆÅÁÔÕÒÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ Ôop ten 

industries of employment (4.5 per cent). 

 4ÈÅÒÅ ×ÅÒÅ ÍÁÊÏÒ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ ÂÙ ÇÅÎÄÅÒȢ &ÏÕÒ ÏÕÔ ÏÆ ÅÖÅÒÙ ρπ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÍÁÌÅÓ was 

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

sector. Clearly a downturn in the resources boom or industry restructuring will 
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ÄÉÓÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎÁÔÅÌÙ ÉÍÐÁÃÔ ÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÍÅÎ ÅÓÐÅÃÉÁÌÌÙȟ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÁÖÅÒÁÇÅ 

Australian worker.  

 4ÈÅ ÉÎÄÕÓÔÒÉÁÌ ÐÒÏÆÉÌÅ ÏÆ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ×ÏÍÅÎ ÌÏÏËÅÄ ÍÏÒÅ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ 

distribution, albeit with lower proportions in white collar jobs such as education and training and 

pubic administration. 

 In three out of the four most populous states, construction and manufacturing figured as the top 

Ô×Ï ÉÎÄÕÓÔÒÉÅÓ ÏÆ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÍÅÎÔ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ Australia, ranging from 25.3 per cent in New South 

Wales to 29.7 per cent in Queensland. Western Australia was distinctive in that mining ranked as 

ÔÈÅ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÍÏÓÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÒ ÓÅÃÔÏÒȟ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÉÎÇ ρσȢχ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅȢ 

 
 
Self-employment  

 )Î ςπρρ ÏÎÌÙ Á ÓÍÁÌÌ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ×ÁÓ ÓÅÌÆ-employed (7.9 per cent) relative to the 

national workforce (15.3 per cent). By contrast, the rate of business ownership among non--àÏÒÉ 

New Zealanders (14.3 per cent) closely fitted the national share. Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÁÐÐÅÁÒed 

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 self-employed. 

 
 
Income 

 The median income for NZ-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎ ÏÆ Αυτȟωφτ ×ÁÓ ÏÎÌÙ ÓÌÉÇÈÔÌÙ ÌÏ×ÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÔÁÌ 

Australia male population ($57,301) but significantly below the median income for NZ-born non-

-àÏÒÉ ɉΑφσȟρτψɊȢ  4ÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ ÉÓ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ Á ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ ÆÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÉÎÇ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ ÉÎ 

ÑÕÁÌÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÓËÉÌÌÓ ÌÅÖÅÌ ÁÎÄ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȢ &ÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ×ÏÍÅÎȟ ÉÎÃÏÍÅ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ 

were much smaller compared to the comparator groups. 

 In thÒÅÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÐ ÆÉÖÅ -àÏÒÉ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÅÁÒÎÅÄ ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÉÎÃÏÍÅÓ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÅ 

average Australian worker and similar incomes to NZ-born non--àÏÒÉȢ (Ï×ÅÖÅÒȟ ÉÎ the higher-

skilled ÊÏÂÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÄÏÍÉÎÁÔÅ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȟ -àÏÒÉ ɉÂÏÔÈ ÍÉÇÒÁnts and 

Australian-born) earned less than the average Australian worker and New Zealand-born non-

-àÏÒÉȢ 
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Lone parents and unpaid childcare  

 
 #ÏÍÐÁÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȟ -àÏÒÉ ÈÁÄ Á ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÓÈÁÒÅ ÏÆ ÌÏÎÅ ÐÁÒÅÎÔÓȟ ÒÁÎÇÉÎÇ 

from a low of 3.4 per cent at 15-24 years to a high of 13.2 per cent at 40-44 years. In general, the 

ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÌÏÎÅ ÐÁÒÅÎÔÓ ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÇÅ ÕÎÔÉÌ ÔÈÅ ÐÅÁË ÁÔ τπ-44 years, after which it 

declined. 

 Overall τπ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ in Australia provided unpaid childcare, significantly higher than 

the 30 per cent observed for the national population. The rates for were particularly high among 

-àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÉÎÇ ÁÎ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ×ÉÄÅÒ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÙ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÐÁÉÄ 

but vital role of caring for children. 

 

Conclusion  

 
 With at least one in six ɀ and, more ÌÉËÅÌÙȟ ÏÎÅ ÉÎ ÆÉÖÅ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÏÕÔÓÉÄÅ ÏÆ !ÏÔÅÁÒÏÁ ɀ it is no 

ÌÏÎÇÅÒ ÔÅÎÁÂÌÅ ÔÏ ÉÇÎÏÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÉÍÐÌÉÃÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ Á ÇÒÏ×ÉÎÇ ÇÌÏÂÁÌ -àÏÒÉ ÄÉÁÓÐÏÒÁȢ 

 There are significant differences between New Zealand and Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ Á ÒÁÎÇÅ 

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

differing circumstances and needs.   

 The initial analysis in this report suggest that Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÈÁÖÅ ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÅÄÕÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÌÅÖÅÌÓ 

than their New Zealand-born counterparts living in Australia and are more engaged in higher 

education in Australia. However, the youthful age structure of the second generation precludes a 

comprehensive comparison with respect to labour market characteristics and outcomes. 

 7ÈÉÌÅ ÍÁÎÙ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÁÐÐÅÁÒ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ Á ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ȬÇÏÏÄ ÌÉÆÅȭȟ ÅÁÒÎÉÎÇ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ÈÉÇÈ 

incomes in lower-skilled jobs, theirs is an inherently vulnerable situation given their low levels of 

education and limited access to social security. These features give serious pause for the New 

:ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÃÈÁÒÇÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÅÎÈÁÎÃÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ×ÅÌÌÂÅÉÎÇ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉȟ ×ÈÅÒÅÖÅÒ ÔÈÅÙ 

may be.  
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Introduction  
 
Among OECD nations, New Zealand has one of the proportionately highest rates of emigration (Bryant 

& Law, 2004; Dumont & Lemaître, 2005), with the vast majority of its diaspora living in Australia 

(Haig, 2010; Poot, 2009). While Trans-Tasman migration has long been a part of the Màori migration 

ÅØÐÅÒÉÅÎÃÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÒÇÅ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÍÏÖÉÎÇ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÓÔ ÄÅÃÁÄÅ ÈÁÓ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÅÄ Á ÇÒÅÁÔ 

deal of interest among academics, policy-makers, 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 Centre, 2012; McCann, 2009; 

NZIER, 2006; Poot, 2009; Poot & Sanderson, 2007), and the New Zealand diaspora (Bryant & Law, 

ςππυȠ 'ÁÍÌÅÎȟ ςππχȟ ςππψȟ ςπρρɊȟ ÒÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÌÉÍÉÔÅÄȢ  (ÉÓÔÏÒÉÁÎ 0ÁÕÌ 

Hamer has produced much of the recent scholarship (2007, 2008a, 2008b, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012), 

his work drawing attention to issues associated with voting and citizenship rights in Australia, and the 

retention of te reo -àÏÒÉ. Other studies have examined aspects of -àÏÒÉ residential 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 socio-economic profile of the -àÏÒÉ 

population in Australia, using data from the 2011 Australia Census of Population and Housing.1. It is 

the first such ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ÓÉÎÃÅ ,Ï×ÅȭÓ ρωωπ ÄÅÍÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃ ÐÒÏÆÉÌÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÕÓÅÄ data from the 1986 Australia 

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 in ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÔÅØÔ ÏÆ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȭÓ 

ageing population (Jackson, 2011) and the well-documented Trans-Tasman income gap (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 -àori trans-Tasman 

migration flows, PLT data for New Zealand ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÓ ÔÈÁÔ -àori continue to emigrate across the 

ditch in substantial numbers. In every year since 1979 the outflow of PLT departures from New 

Zealand to Australia has exceeded the inflow of migrants from Australia, with the notable exceptions of 

1983 and 1991. 2 Outflows to Australia have tended to be strongly cyclical, reflecting 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 multivariate modelling. Hamer (2012) also used 2011 Census data to examine 

ÓÏÍÅ ÄÅÍÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃ ÁÓÐÅÃÔÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ ÁÌÏÎÇ ×ÉÔÈ ÃÉÔÉÚÅÎÓÈÉÐȟ ÖÏÔÉÎÇȟ ÁÎÄ ÔÅ ÒÅÏȢ )Ô 

excluded information on mobility, education, work, and families which had not been released by ABS at 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 migration and historical trends, see Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 

2003; Haig, 2010; Labour and Immigration Research Centre, 2012. According to the Australian Department of 
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of factors including fluctuations in GDP growth rates, earnings relativity, employment and 

unemployment growth (Haig, 2010, p. 11). 3  In the year to December 2012 the total number of PLT 

departures to Australia was 53,700, which was only partially offset by 14,900 arrivals from Australia. 

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

In addition to concerns over the steady flow of New Zealand migrants to Australia, there has been an 

increased focus on the vulnerable circumstances of 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 by many New Zealanders living in Australia, and  

-àÏÒÉ in particular. Some have described the large share of New Zealanders living in Australia without 

access to social security as a broader human rights issue, ×ÈÉÌÅ ÔÈÅ ÔÅÒÍ Ȭ.Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ȬÕÎÄÅÒÃÌÁÓÓȭ ÈÁÓ 

appeared in more than a few media stories.4 Since 2010 Prime Minister John Key and others ministers 

have met with their Australian colleagues several times to discuss increasing NÅ× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȭ ÁÃÃÅÓÓ 

to social support payments and services, but this has not yet resulted in significant change (social 

security is discussed more in section 3 of this report).5   

For -àÏÒÉ, as for other New Zealanders, the lure of higher wages combined with the lack of entry 

ÂÁÒÒÉÅÒÓ ÁÎÄ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÌÏÎÇ-term relative economic advantage means there will continue to be 

significant flows across the Tasman for the foreseeable future. The purpose of this report is thus to 

provide ÁÎ ÅÖÉÄÅÎÃÅ ÂÁÓÅ ×ÉÔÈ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÔÏ ÉÎÆÏÒÍ ÆÕÔÕÒÅ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ ÁÐÐÒÏÁÃÈÅÓ ×ÉÔÈ ÒÅÓÐÅÃÔ ÔÏ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ 

Australia. It focuses on five key areas: 

 Population size and composition; 

 Identity and culture; 

 Year of arrival and citizenship; 

 Education and work;  

 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 Immigration 

2ÅÓÅÁÒÃÈ #ÅÎÔÒÅȟ ςπρςȠ 3ÔÁÔÉÓÔÉÃÓ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȟ ςππψɊȢ ,Ï×Å ɉρωωπɊ ÎÏÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ -àÏÒÉ 0,4 ÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ 

ÐÅÁËÅÄ ÉÎ ρωψρ ÁÌÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ ÄÁÔÁ ÏÎÌÙ ÐÅÒÔÁÉÎÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÄÅÓÉÇÎÁÔÅÄ ÁÓ ȬÈÁÌÆ ÏÒ ÍÏÒÅȭ -àÏÒÉȟ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÎÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ 

ÓÔÁÔÉÓÔÉÃÁÌ ÄÅÆÉÎÉÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ that prevailed at that time.  
4 See, for example, the Underam Bowling website: http://www.underarmbowling.com/ . For examples of media 

reports relating to Trans-Tasman migration, see: 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; 

http://www.3news.co.nz/The -Kiwi -Underclass/tabid/309/article ID/230783/Default.aspx 
5 It is also worth noting that a small number of anti-discrimination 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-says-john-key/story -fn59niix -1226078119909 

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
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Throughout the report, comparisons are undertaken with -àÏÒÉ in the 2006 Australia Census, as well 

as with two reference groups - the total Australian population and non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders.6 Where 

appropriate, we also distinguish between -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÂÏÒÎ ÉÎ New Zealand and -àÏÒÉ born in 

Australia 4ÈÉÓ ÃÁÐÔÕÒÅÓ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÔÈÁÔ ÈÁÖÅ ÂÅÅÎ 

under-examined in previous studies. 

Unfortunately the postponement of the 2011 New Zealand Census to March 2013 due to the 

Christchurch earthquakes precludes comparisons with New Zealand-resident -àÏÒÉ. The inability to 

make comparisons across Censuses will be a longer-term issue unless the timing of the New Zealand 

Census is recalibrated to align with the Australia Census by 2021. At the time of writing such a 

decision had not yet been made (Bycroft, 2013).  

  

                                                           
6 4ÈÅ ÔÅÒÍ Ȭ.Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒȭ ÉÓ ÕÓÅÄ ÉÎÔÅÒÃÈÁÎÇÅÁÂÌÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ×ÉÔÈ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ-born. It excludes New 
Zealand citizens resident in Australia who were not born in New Zealand and who cannot be identified in the 
Australia Census. The NZ-born non--àÏÒÉ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÉÓ Á ÒÅÓÉÄÕÁÌ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÉÎÇ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ-born migrants who 
×ÅÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ÁÓ -àÏÒÉȢ )Ô ÔÈÕÓ ÅØÃÌÕÄÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ×ÈÏ ÁÌÓÏ 
identified with a non--àÏÒÉ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ςπρ1 Census.  
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Total Australian Population

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ49,241           (67.5) 59,157           (63.7) 82,579           (64.3)

          !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎȤ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ20,596           (28.2) 30,939           (33.3) 42,837           (33.4)

          -àÏÒÉ "ÏÒÎ %ÌÓÅ×ÈÅÒÅ 1,041              (1.1) 1,316              (1.0)

          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)

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ49,241           (13.8) 59,157           (15.2) 82,579           (17.1)

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ .ÏÎȤ-àÏÒÉ 317,110         (81.4) 387,693         (80.2)

          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)

NZ-Born Population in Australia

306,524         (86.2)

2001 2006 2011

19,413,240                                  19,855,287                                  21,507,719                                  

3,133              

0ÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ

(4.3)

Section 1: Population size and composition  
 

1.1 Population s ize  

 
This section begins by looking at changes in the size of the Australian-resident -àÏÒÉ population and 

comparing them with shifts observed for other reference groups. In 2011 there were 128,430 

individuals who identified as -àÏÒÉ by ancestry, either alone or in combination. For reasons amply 

covered by Hamer (2007, 2008a, 2012), this number is likely to under-represent the number of -àÏÒÉ 

in Australia, and should thus be taken as a minimum. The actual number of ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌÓ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ 

descent is difficult to estimate with any degree of precision, but we could expect it to be in the range of 

140,000 to 160,000.   

 

Table 1: Population size , -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ 2001 -2011  

 

Since 2001, the Australian -àÏÒÉ population has increased its share, both of the New Zealand-born 

population resident in Australia, and of the broader Trans-4ÁÓÍÁÎ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȢ 4ÁÂÌÅ ρ ÓÈÏ×Ó 

ÔÈÁÔ -àÏÒÉ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅÄ 13.8 per cent of the New Zealand-born in Australia in 2001, and within a decade 

this had increased to 17.1 per cent. This share exceeded ÔÈÅ ςπρρ ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ 

proportion in New Zealand of 15.3 per cent.7 If the estimate of 673,400 -àÏÒÉ in New Zealand in 2011 

                                                           
7 4ÈÅ ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ ÅÔÈÎÉÃ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ÉÎ ςπρρ ɉ$ÅÃȢɊ ×ÁÓ φχσȟτππ ÁÎÄ τȟτςςȟχππ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÔÁÌ 

.: ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȢ )Ô ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÎÏÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÅÎÕÍÅÒÁÔÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÄÅÓÃÅÎÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÓÕÂÓÔÁÎÔÉÁÌÌÙ ÌÁÒÇÅÒ 

ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÅ ÅÔÈÎÉÃ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÓÉÎÃÅ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÔÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÄÅÓÃÅÎÔ ÑÕÅÓÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ρωωρ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ 

Census of Population and Dwellings. It might be argued that a more appropriate comparison would be with the 
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2001 - 2006 2006 - 2011 2001 - 2011

Total Australian Population + 2.3 + 8.3 + 10.8 

0ÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ + 20.1 + 39.6 + 67.7 

          !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎȤ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ+ 50.2 + 38.5 + 108.0 

          -àÏÒÉ "ÏÒÎ %ÌÓÅ×ÈÅÒÅ n/a + 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

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ + 20.1 + 39.6 + 67.7 

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ .ÏÎȤ-àÏÒÉ n/a + 22.3 n/a

          Ancestry Not Stated n/a -0.5 n/a

Total NZ Born Population + 9.5 + 24.1 + 35.9 

% Change

is combined with the enumerated -àÏÒÉ ancestry population in Australia, we find that the latter 

comprises about 16 per cent of the broader Australasian -àÏÒÉ population.8 This is slightly below the 

18 per cent share estimated in other studies (Hamer, 2008b, 2012; Kukutai & Cooper, 2011), although 

the latter included all -àÏÒÉ living overseas and adjusted for the likely effect of -àÏÒÉ under-

enumeration in the Australia Census. 

Table 2: Percentage change in population ȟ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ ςππρ-2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While much of the recent policy and political focus has been on the flow of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ 

migrants to Australia, it is important to note that one in three -àÏÒÉ in Australia was born in Australia, 

and this has been the case since 2006. Indeed, it is the Australian-born -àÏÒÉ population that has 

experienced the most rapid growth over the last decade, more than doubling in size between 2001 and 

2011. It is worthwhile considering these two trajectories because the drivers emanate from quite 

different sources. In the case of Australian-born -àÏÒÉ, the growth between 2006 and 2011 was due 

almost entirely due to natural increase, the excess of births over deaths. This is illustrated in Table 3, 

which shows the percentage change in the size of each five-year birth cohort between 2006 and 2011 

                                                                                                                                                                                                 
ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÄÅÓÃÅÎÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȢ Unfortunately no such daÔÁ ÅØÉÓÔ ÂÕÔ ÉÆ ×Å ÁÃÃÅÐÔ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÂÒÏÁÄÅÒ -àÏÒÉ 

ÄÅÓÃÅÎÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ςπρρ ×ÁÓ ÁÂÏÕÔ ρτ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÌÁÒÇÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÅ ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ ÅÔÈÎÉÃ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ɀ a 

reasonable assumption given the differences documented in the 2001 and 2006 Censuses ɀ then the estimated 

χφχȟφχφ -àÏÒÉ ÄÅÓÃÅÎÄÁÎÔÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅ ρχȢτ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÔÁÌ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 

-àÏÒÉ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÁÍÏÎÇ ÔÈÅ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ-born in Australia.  
8 In 2001 and 2006 the relative shares were 12.2 and 14.1 per cent respectively. If we instead use the (unofficial) 

ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅÄ -àÏÒÉ ÄÅÓÃÅÎÔ ÅÓÔÉÍÁÔÅ ÏÆ χφχȟφχφȟ ÔÈÅÎ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÒÅÐÒÅÓÅÎÔ Á ÓÍÁÌÌÅÒ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ɀ about 

14.3 per cent ɀ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÁÓÉÁÎ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȢ )Ô ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÎÏÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔȟ ÒÅÇÁÒÄÌÅÓÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÍÅÁÓÕÒÅ 

used, the absolute and relative demographic significance of Australian-ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ -àÏÒÉ ÈÁÓ ÂÅÅÎ ÓÔÅÁÄÉÌÙ 

increasing over time.  
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Birth Year Age in 2006
Numbers in 

2006

Numbers in 

2011

% Change

2006-2011

Numbers in 

2006

Numbers in 

2011

% Change

2006-2011

2007-2011 ȣȢ 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

          .:Ȥ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ          !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎȤ"ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉBirth Cohort (synthetic)

(requisite age data were not readily available for 2001). For Australian-born -àÏÒÉ, most cohorts born 

between 1977 and 2006, with the exception of 1992 to 1996, experienced a small increase of between 

1.3 and 2.9 per cent. Much of this can be attributed to changes in identification whereby individuals 

who were not recorded as -àÏÒÉ in 2006 were ÓÕÂÓÅÑÕÅÎÔÌÙ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ÁÓ -àÏÒÉ in 2011. However, 

these gains were offset by cohort attrition for most cohorts born before 1977 through mortality, 

migration and/or changing identification. We can thus surmise that the 38.5 per cent increase in the 

Australian-born was almost entirely due to babies born between the 2006 and 2011 Censuses.9 This is 

unsurprising given the large increase in the size of the New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ population, some of 

whom were the parents of the most recent cohort of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÂÁÂÉÅÓȟ ÁÓ ×ÅÌÌ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ high 

rate ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎÔÅÒmarriage compared to other ancestry groups in Australia (Khoo, Birrell & Heard, 

2009). Whereas the growth of the Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÁÓ ÄÒÉÖÅÎ ÂÙ ÂÉÒÔÈÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÇÒÏ×ÔÈ 

of the New Zealand-born population was obviously driven by migration, which resulted in significant 

gains for all birth cohorts. Between 2006 and 2011 the gains were most apparent at the younger ages 

(cohorts born between 1997 and 2006) and those aged between 20 and 29 years in 2011.  

 

Table 3: Percentage change in the size of each five-year birth cohort between 2006 and 2011 , -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ 

 

                                                           
9 4ÈÅÓÅ ×ÉÌÌ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅ ÂÁÂÉÅÓ ÂÏÒÎ ÔÏ -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÎ--àÏÒÉ ÍÏÔÈÅÒÓȢ 4ÈÅ ÌÁÃË ÏÆ ÁÎ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÏÒ ÅÔÈÎÉÃÉÔÙ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÏÒ 

(beyond Aboriginal/IndiÇÅÎÏÕÓ ÓÔÁÔÕÓɊ ÉÎ ÖÉÔÁÌÓ ÄÁÔÁ ÐÒÅÃÌÕÄÅÓ ÁÎ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÆÅÒÔÉÌÉÔÙ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ×ÏÍÅÎ ÉÎ 

Australia, or the contribution of non--àÏÒÉ ÍÏÔÈÅÒÓ ÔÏ -àÏÒÉ ÂÉÒÔÈÓȢ 
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          NZ-Born 

-àÏÒÉ

          Australian-Born 

-àÏÒÉ

          NZ-Born 

.ÏÎȤ-àÏÒÉ

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 1.11 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

Finally, Table 4 shows significant age-specific differences in sex ratios (the ratio of males to females), 

by birthplace.  For New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ, the overall sex ratio was balanced in 2011, but varied by 

age, with an excess of males at all ages up to 19 years, and again at 55-74 years. This is somewhat 

surprising as one might expect higher sex ratios at key working ages, reflecting the shift of New 

Zealanders into male-dominated sectors such as construction and mining (see, section four of this 

report) .10 The disaggregation of sex ratios by state may well pick up some of this variation, but is 

beyond the scope of this report . For non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders, there were more males than females 

in nearly all ages, except for 20-24 years, and the oldest ages. By contrast, the sex ratios for Australian-

born -àÏÒÉ were quite low, particularly at all ages above 20 years. This may reflect gendered patterns 

of ethnic self-identification, where women are more likely than men to identify as -àÏÒÉ by ancestry, 

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

 

Table 4: Age specific sex ratios, -àÏÒÉ in Australia, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
10 We note that sex ratios solely for NZ-born Maori workers does show relatively more men than women and this 
is most marked in the 25-29 ages.  
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1.2 Migrant generation  

 
Extending on the birthplace distinction, Table 5 shows the distribution of -àÏÒÉ in Australia by 

migrant generation. The concept of generational distance from the country of origin is an important 

one in the literature on immigration and diaspora,11 and widens the focus to incorporate not only the 

experiences and outcomes of migrants, but also of their children and grandchildren. In 2011 and in 

2006, first generation migrants (individuals and both parents born overseas) comprised nearly two 

ÔÈÉÒÄÓ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȢ /Æ ÔÈÅÓÅȟ ÁÂÏÕÔ 29 ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÂÅÌÏÎÇÅÄ ÔÏ ×ÈÁÔ ÉÓ ÔÅÒÍÅÄ ÔÈÅ ȬρȢυ 

ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎȭȢ )Î ÔÈÉÓ ÃÁÓÅȟ ÔÈÅ ρȢυ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÒÅÆÅÒÓ ÔÏ NZ born -àÏÒÉ with both parents born overseas 

who migrated to Australia as children (0 ɀ 14 years). Child migrants are often treated as a distinct 

ÇÒÏÕÐ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÉÔÅÒÁÔÕÒÅ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÅØÐÅÒÉÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ ÇÒÏ×ÉÎÇ ÕÐ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ȬÈÏÓÔȭ ÓÏÃÉÅÔÙ ÉÓ ÑÕÁÌÉÔÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ 

different from the process of incorporation experienced by their parents (Rumbaut, 2004).  

)Î ÂÏÔÈ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉAustralian-born -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ at least one overseas-born parent) 

ÍÁÄÅ ÕÐ σπ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȢ /Æ the 35,801 second generation -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÉÎ 

Australia in 2011, nearly half had two parents born overseas.  It  is not possible to distinguish between 

ÔÈÏÓÅ ×ÉÔÈ Ô×Ï -àÏÒÉ ÐÁÒÅÎÔÓ and ÔÈÏÓÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÎÅȢ &ÏÒ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÎÅ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ-

born parent, a higher proportion had a father (vs a mother) who was born overseas.  Australian-born 

-àori with Australian -born parents, defined here as the third plus generation, were a relatively small 

share at just five per cent. It is probable that many of the third plus generation were the grandchildren 

ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÔÅ ρωχπÓ ÁÓ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȭÓ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ ÆÏÒÔÕÎÅÓ ÄÅÃÌÉÎÅÄȟ 

fuelled ÂÙ "ÒÉÔÁÉÎȭÓ ÅÎÔÒÙ ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ %ÕÒÏÐÅÁÎ %ÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙȢ  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
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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Population Proportion (%) Population Proportion (%)

First generation (1) 56,316                     (65.5) 79,320                     (65.6)

1.5 generation(2) 22,950                    (28.9)

Second generation (3) 25,052                     (29.1) 35,801                     (29.6)

Third Plus generation (4) 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                        

4ÏÔÁÌ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ92,917                     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 generation (2) 25,052                    (100.0) 35,801                     (100.0)

Not available

Census 2006 Census 2011

(1) Respondent and both parents born overseas

ɉςɊ .:ȤÂÏÒÎ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÄÅÎÔÓ  ×ÉÔÈ ÂÏÔÈ ÐÁÒÅÎÔÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÂÏÒÎ ÏÖÅÒÓÅÁÓȟ ×ÈÏ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÁÓ ÃÈÉÌÄÒÅÎ ɉπɀρτ ÙÅÁÒÓɊ

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

(4) Respondent and both parents born in Australia

Table 5: Generational status of -àÏÒÉ living in Australia; Census 2006 and 2011   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While the scope of this report precludes a detailed analysis of second and third plus ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ -àÏÒÉ 

in Australia, it is important to acknowledge their social and cultural significance. In the broader 

migration literature, the second generation is often a focal point because they represent a potential 

bridge between their country of birth ɉÉȢÅȢȟ ÔÈÅ ȬÈÏÓÔȭ ÓÏÃÉÅÔÙɊ and the cultures and origins of their 

parents. As Khoo and others ÎÏÔÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÏÆ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ Ȱ)Ô És 

among the second generation that issues such as the maintenance of language, cultural traditions and 

ÅÔÈÎÉÃ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÔÙ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÄÅÃÉÄÅÄȱ ɉ2002, p. 1).  While there is a large empirical literature documenting 

the outcomes of second and third generation immigrants, 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, colonialism rendered 

indigenous peoples involuntary minorities  in their own homelands, with a range of devastating 

consequences. Given the unique experience of colonialism, whether indigenous migrants experience 

processes of identity maintenance and socio-economic integration differently to other migrant groups 

is a substantively important one. With respect to Màori, Hamer (2007, 2010, 2011) has shown that 

-àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÆÁÃÅ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÕÌÁÒ ÂÁÒÒÉÅÒÓ ÔÏ ÌÁÎÇÕÁÇÅ ÍÁÉÎÔÅÎÁÎÃÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÉÒÄ plus 

generations because of the relatively low proportions of te reo speakers in New Zealand. Native 

language loss is an issue for all indigenous peoples in the settler states and is a direct consequence of 

the legacy of sustained state policies of cultural assimilation (see, for example, Waitangi Tribunal, 

2011)Ȣ /Î ÔÈÅ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÈÁÎÄȟ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÉÑÕÅ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÍÏÒÁÌ ÓÔÁÔÕÓ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÁÓ ÔÁÎÇÁÔÁ ×ÈÅÎÕÁȟ ÃÏÍÂÉÎÅÄ 

with the growing strength of iwi  (tribe) and hapȊ (sub-tribe) institutions has the potential to support 
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the maintenance of -àÏÒÉ identity among migrants in ways that has few parallels among non-

ÉÎÄÉÇÅÎÏÕÓ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓȢ &ÏÒ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ ÔÈÅ ÇÅÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃÁÌ ÐÒÏØÉÍÉÔÙ ÔÏ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ÁÌÓÏ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÓ 

opportunities to retain connections, both through a continuing supply of new migrants and ease of 

access to Ȭhomeȭ communities.  

In terms of socio-economic trajectories, the irrefutable disadvantage ÔÈÁÔ -àÏÒÉȟ ÏÎ ÁÖÅÒÁÇÅȟ 

experience in relation to European majority  in New Zealand begs the obvious question as to whether 

the children of -àÏÒÉ migrants will experience greater socio-economic success than their parents and 

ÇÒÁÎÄÐÁÒÅÎÔÓȢ )Æ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÉÓ ÄÒÉÖÅÎ ÐÒÉÍÁÒÉÌÙ ÂÙ Á ÄÅÓÉÒÅ ÔÏ ÉÍÐÒÏÖÅ ÔÈÅ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ 

circumstances of individuals aÎÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ×ÈàÎÁÕ ɉÓÅÅ (ÁÍÅÒȟ ςππχ; Te Punki Kękiri , 2012), then it is 

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 for future research. 

 

 

1.3 Age structure  

 
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 of -àÏÒÉ in Australia 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 age-specific migration 

patterns among -àÏÒÉ and the well -documented structural ageing of the Australian population 

(Commonwealth of Australia, 2010). The -àÏÒÉ age structure in 2011 was similar to 2006, but with 

slightly higher proportions of pre-schoolers and older people (50 ɀ 69 years).  
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Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics

aņƻǊƛ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ 
Australia, Census 2006

Total Australian 
Population, Census 2011

Figure 1: Age-sex structure of -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, Census 2006 and 2011; compared with Total Australian 
population, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Because policy is rarely age invariant with respect to impacts, the youthful -àÏÒÉ age profile presents 

a number of opportunities and challenges. As Jackson (2002) has demonstrated in her work in relation 

to indigenous populations in New Zealand and Australia, policies can have a disproportionate 

ȬÄÉÓÐÁÒÁÔÅ ÉÍÐÁÃÔȭ ÏÎ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÕÌÁÒ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ groups as a consequence of their different (in this case, 

ÙÏÕÔÈÆÕÌɊ ÁÇÅ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȢ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÁÒÅ ÍÏÒÅ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÁÆÆÅÃÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÐÏÌÉÃÉÅÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÉÍÐÁÃÔ ÕÐÏÎ 

young people, such as those relating to employment and education. These are likely to be compounded 

by the very limited access to social support that New Zealand citizens without permanent residency 

face in Australia (Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 2004; Hamer, 2008a, 2012). The massively different age 

structures shown in Figure 2 illustrate the importance of distinguishing between New Zealand and 

Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȢ &ÏÒ the latter, the classic pyramid shape, with more than 80 per cent aged 

under 25 years, is typical of the age structure second-ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ȬÎÅ×ȭ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔ ÇÒÏÕÐÓ (Khoo et al., 

2002). The 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 first generation 

-àÏÒÉ. 
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Figure 2: Age-sex structure of  NZ-born  -àÏÒÉ compared with Australian -born -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

1.4 Spatial distribution  

 
The distribution of -àÏÒÉ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÓÔÁÔÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÔÅÒÒÉÔÏÒÉÅÓ ÉÓ ÁÎ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÄÅÍÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃ ÆÅÁÔÕÒÅȟ 

both because of its unevenness and because of the major changes which have occurred in the last 

decade. Table 6 ÓÈÏ×Ó ÔÈÅ ÓÐÁÔÉÁÌ ÒÅÏÒÇÁÎÉÓÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÏÏË ÐÌÁÃÅ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅn 2001 and 2011. In 

ςππρȟ ÔÈÅ ÌÁÒÇÅÓÔ ÃÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ×ÁÓ ÉÎ .Å× 3ÏÕÔÈ 7ÁÌÅÓ ɉσυȢυ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊȟ ÆÏÌÌÏ×ÅÄ ÂÙ 

Queensland (29.7 per cent) and Victoria (14.9 per cent). By 2006, Queensland had superseded New 

3ÏÕÔÈ 7ÁÌÅÓ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÏÕÓ ÓÔÁÔÅ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒi, and this shift was cemented in 2011.12 To put this 

into perspective, the number of -àÏÒÉ living 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 estimated -àÏÒÉ 

ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ρπ ÏÆ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȭÓ ρφ ÒÅÇÉÏÎÓ (Statistics New Zealand, 2010). 

Returning to Table 5 we see that the most rapid growth between 2001 and 2011 occurred in Western 

Australia and Queensland; states which have had very strong economic growth due to their sizeable 

extractive sectors. Western Australia, in particular, has become a beacon for -àÏÒÉ in recent years, 

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

                                                           
12

 A dedicated state profile oÆ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÃÕÓ ÏÆ Á ÆÏÒÔÈÃÏÍÉÎÇ .)$%! ×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÐÁÐÅÒȢ 
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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 

Territory
570                (0.8) 710                (0.8) 916                (0.7) + 24.6 + 29.0 + 60.7

Other Territories 10                   (0.0) 5                     (0.0) 15                   (0.0) n/a n/a n/a

4ÏÔÁÌ -àÏÒÉ 

Ancestry Population 
72,964          (100.0) 92,917          (100.0) 128,430       (100.0) + 27.3 + 38.2 + 76.0

% Change
2001 2006 2011

The demographic growth of -àÏÒÉ in both 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 decade (see Appendix Table 4.0). In 2011 New South 

Wales still had the second largest concentration of -àÏÒÉ in Australia 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 inter-censal growth rate of 8 per cent and the 

number of -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ 7ÅÓÔÅÒÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ increases by a relatively modest 50 per cent, the number of 

-àÏÒÉ in both states will be roughly equivalent by the 2016 Census (about 35,000). 

 
Table 6: Spatial distribution of the Australian -àÏÒÉ population by state, 2001 - 2011  

 
 
As migration is such an important driver in the growth of -àÏÒÉ in Australia, Figure 4 shows changes 

in the spatial distribution by birthplace. The distribution of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ 

four most populous states clearly diverged from both the national pattern, and from Australian-born 

-àÏÒÉ.  Compared to the national distribution, New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ were significantly over-

represented in Queensland and Western Australia; and under-represented in NSW and Victoria. In 

2011, for example, one in five Australians lived in Queensland, but for the New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ, 

the share was much closer to two in five. Comparing Figures 3 and 4 show that over time the 

ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÎ--àÏÒÉ .Å× :ÅÁÌanders has become more similar. By comparison, the 

distribution of Australian -ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÕÒ ÍÁÊÏÒ ÓÔÁÔÅÓ ÃÈÁÎÇÅÄ ÌÉÔÔÌÅ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ςππφ ÁÎÄ 

2011. Of the four major states, Victoria was the only state in which the distribution of New Zealand-

born and Australian-born -àÏÒÉ was comparable. 
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Figure 3: Spatial distribution across major states, Census 2006  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Spatial distribution across major states, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

By disaggregating the state-level data to focus on cities, we see that between 2006 and 2011 the 

number of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ residing in Perth doubled; somewhat higher than their increase 

across Western Australia as a whole. The growth of the Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ 0ÅÒÔÈ 

(75.4 per cent) also exceeded their state-wide increase (61.2 per cent). While a significant number of 

-àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÉÎ 0ÅÒÔÈ ÍÁÙ ÃÏÍÍÕÔÅ ÔÏ ÍÏÒÅ ÒÅÍÏÔÅ ÐÁÒts of the state as part of the fly-in, fly-out 

(FIFO) workforce (House of Representatives Standing Committee on Regional Australia, 2013), the 

absence of an ancestry indicator in the place of work dataset in Table Builder precludes more detailed 
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analyses.13 In Brisbane the increase in New Zealand and Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÁÓ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÁÔ 70.3 and 

66.1 per cent respectively, while the number of New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÉÄÉÎÇ ÉÎ 3ÙÄney actually 

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 (2009), for example, has shown that 

one-third of New Zealanders living 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  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.5 Population mobility  

 
Having considered changes in the spatial distribution of -àÏÒÉ in Australia, this section uses data on 

usual residence one and five years ago to assess -àÏÒÉ mobility relati ve to other population groups. It 

must be emphasised that we are unable to account for the impact ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÔÕÒÎ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ .Å× 

Zealand in the intervening years. Figure 6 shows the share of movers and stayers, by key age groups, 

ÆÏÒ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÔÁÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎȢ )Î ςπρρ ÍÏÒÅ ÔÈÁÎ Ô×Ï ÔÈÉÒÄÓ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ 

had moved residence at least once since the previous Census in 2006. While the majority of movers 

had migrated from New Zealand, a significant share (42.8 per cent) had also moved residence within 

Australia. Not surprisingly, given both the high proportion oÆ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ 

ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ÙÏÕÎÇ ÁÇÅ ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÔÏÔÁÌ ÌÅÖÅÌ ÏÆ ÍÏÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÁÍÏÎÇ -àÏÒÉ ÆÁÒ ÅØÃÅÅÄÅÄ 

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

                                                           
13 #ÏÍÐÁÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÕÓÕÁÌÌÙ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ #ÅÎÓÕÓ ÎÉÇÈÔ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÎ ÍÉÎÉÎÇ ÃÅÎÔÒÅÓ ÍÁÙ ÇÉÖÅ Á ÃÒÕÄÅ 

indication of the FIFO or DIDO (drive-in, 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.  For -àÏÒÉ, those 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 -àÏÒÉ at these ages having lived overseas in 2006.  

 
Figure 6: Usual residence in 2006 by age group, Census 2011  

 

The continuing flow of migrants across the Tasman has clearly driven the high levels of mobility 

among those born in New Zealand. However, as Figure 7 shows, the impact has been more marked for 

-àÏÒÉ ÔÈÁÎ ÆÏÒ ÎÏÎ--àÏÒÉȢ  One in three New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖing in Australia at the time of the 

2011 Census had lived overseas five years earlier. For non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders living in Australia 

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

-àÏÒÉ ×ÁÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ÈÉÇÈȟ ÃÅÒÔÁÉÎÌÙ ÍÕÃÈ ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÅ ÎÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÆÉÇÕÒÅȟ ÒÅÆÌÅÃÔÉÎÇ ÂÏÔÈ ÔÈÅ 

young age structure and the higher level of mobility experienced by their New Zealand-born parents.  

 
Figure 7: Usual residence in 2006 , Census 2011  
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Total 

Stated*

% in 

same state

% in 

another 

state

% 

Overseas

Total 

Stated*

% in 

same state

% in 

another 

state

% 

Overseas

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 5.4 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

.:ȤÂÏÒÎ .ÏÎ -àÏÒÉ

Usual Residence in 2006 (5 years ago)

Residence in 2011
.:ȤÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ

The significant differences in the distribution of -àÏÒÉ ÁÃÒÏÓÓ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÓÔÁÔÅÓ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔ patterns of 

population mobility are also likely to be uneven. Of the main states and territories, Western Australia 

and the ACT had the lowest proportion of New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÓÁÍÅ ÕÓÕÁÌ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÃÅ 

as five years ago, although the overall number of Màori living in the ACT was very small. The high level 

of churn in the -àÏÒÉ population in those states contrasts with the relatively settled profile of -àÏÒÉ 

migrants in New South Wales where more than three quarters of those residing in the state in 2011 

had lived there at the time of the 2006 Census. In the four most populous states, migration from New 

Zealand accounted for most of the increase in the number of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ residents. In 

both Queensland and Western Australia, migrants from New Zealand accounted for about 87 per cent 

of the New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ who 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 Capital Territory. In Tasmania, for example, nearly half of the New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ who 

moved there between 2006 and 2011 did so from another state. The small numbers involved however 

suggest the figures should be taken as indicative only.  In every state New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ were 

significantly more mobile than their non--àÏÒÉ counterparts, although the extent of the difference 

varied by state. 

 
Table 7: Usual residence  in 2006 , Census 2011  

 
Finally, Figures 8 and 9 focus only on movement in the one year prior to the 2011 Census. While the 

proportion of -àÏÒÉ living at a different address declined to about 30 per cent, -àÏÒÉ internal mobility 

was still much higher than for the national population. 7ÉÔÈ ÒÅÓÐÅÃÔ ÔÏ -àÏÒÉ vs non--àÏÒi 

comparisons, there was still a significant difference in the proportion who had lived at a different 

address a year earlier (23.9 vs 17.9 per cent), but the 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 -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9: Usual residence one year ago: NZ-born  -àÏÒÉ, Australian -born  -àÏÒÉ and NZ-born  Non--àÏÒÉ, Census 2011  
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Section 2: -àÏÒÉ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ -àÏÒÉ 
 

2.1 Identification by ancestry  

 
Moving from purely demographic aspects, this section considers patterns of -àÏÒÉ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ 

identification and home language use. In New Zealand, a considerable number of studies have 

examined the dynamics of -àÏÒÉ identification  in surveys and the Census (e.g., Callister, Didham & 

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

that identification decisions are not made in a vacuum, but reflect a complex mix of individual 

characteristics (e.g., feelings of pride, knowledge of heritage, physical appearance); structural features 

(e.g., ethnic inequality, group relations); and instrumental factors (e.g., question wording, available 

categories, purpose for data collection). At the popular level, there is a tendency 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, 2012). How people are identified may change over time or between 

data collections; a phenomenon that social scientists and demographers refer to ÁÓ ȬÅÔÈÎÉÃ ÍÏÂÉÌÉÔÙȭȢ  

When ethnicity data are used to inform important decisions ɀ for example, the distribution of 

resources or the definition of electoral boundaries ɀ the conceptual meaning of ethnicity and the 

methodology used to construct ethnic populations is vital. Given past efforts by the state to 

circumscribe the boundaries of indigenous population through definitions such as ȬÈÁÌÆ-ÃÁÓÔÅȭȟ ÉÔ ÉÓ 

desirable that indigenous population parameters be founded on inclusive criteria in forums such as 

the Census. In such circumstances ancestry is a fitting concept because all that is required is an 

expressed sense of shared identity.  The relative inclusiveness of ancestry as the basis for belonging is 

ÅÖÉÄÅÎÔ ÉÎ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȟ ×ÈÅÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÁÓ -àÏÒÉ ÂÙ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ Census 

consistently exceeds the number reporting as -àÏÒÉ by ethnicity  (Kukutai, 2010). One consequence of 

this inclusiveness, however, is that it makes for a diverse mix of individuals with respect to identity, 

socio-economic status, and so forth.  This matters because a number of studies have shown that those 

who identify exclusively, or primarily, as -àÏÒÉ tend to have significantly poorer socio-economic 

outcomes than those whose -àÏÒÉ identification is part of a more complex designation (Chapple, 2000; 

Kukutai, 2004; Kukutai, 2010). 4ÈÏÓÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÎ ÅØÃÌÕÓÉÖÅ ÏÒ ÐÒÉÍÁÒÙ -àÏÒÉ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉcation also tend to be 

ÍÏÒÅ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ ÓÐÅÁË 4Å 2ÅÏ -àÏÒÉȟ ÐÁÒÔÎÅÒ ×ÉÔÈ ÏÔÈÅÒ -àÏÒÉȟ ÁÎÄ ÌÉÖÅ ÉÎ ÁÒÅÁÓ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÈÉÇÈ -àÏÒÉ 

concentration. Although these studies have all been undertaken using data on -àÏÒÉ resident in New 

Zealand, similar associations may also exist within the -àÏÒÉ population in Australia. 

Given the foregoing points, it is useful to consider some of the internal nuances in identification  within 

the Australia-resident -àÏÒÉ population.  The first point to note is that, in both 2011 and 2006, fewer 

than half of the population recorded an exclusive -àÏÒÉ identification  (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 -àÏÒÉ in the 2011 Census were reported solely ÁÓ -àÏÒÉȟ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÊÕÓÔ ςσȢς per cent of their 

Australian-born counterparts. The proportion of single ancestry responses among the latter was much 

lower than for the total Australia-born population (61.3 per cent). This likely reflects the fact that 

-àori  ÁÒÅ Á ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ȬÎÅ×ȭ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÕÓ many still retain a sense of connection 

to -àÏÒÉ identity  while also seeing 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 a singular Australian ancestry.  

While the Census ancestry question does not ask respondents to rank their responses,14 Table 8 shows 

the five most cÏÍÍÏÎ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÃÏÍÂÉÎÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÆÏÒ -àÏÒÉ.  Of the 37,290 New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ who 

reported mult iple ancestries in the 2011 Census, more than half checked the English tick-box, 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). Very few New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ 

gave New Zealander as an ancestry response. It  may be that being -àÏÒÉ and being a New Zealander 

are so closely intertwined that there is no perceived need to separately record New Zealand ancestry. 

By comparison, Australian was the most popular multiple  ancestry response for Australian-born -àÏÒÉ 

(44 per cent). English was also a reasonably widespread response at 24 per cent, followed by much 

smaller proportions reporting Scottish, Irish and Samoan ancestry (3.5 to 5.3 per cent). The results 

suggest that while Australian-born -àÏÒÉ have a strong attachment to Australian identity,  New 

Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ are much more closely connected to their English settler heritage. The extent to 

which this signals differences in recalled ancestry versus national identity cannot be probed within the 

Census. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
14

 We thank Paul Hamer for pointing out that ancestry tick-boxes (English, Irish, Italian, German, Chinese, 
Scottish, Australian) will always be countÅÄ ÂÅÆÏÒÅ ÁÎ Ȭ/ÔÈÅÒȭ ×ÒÉÔÅ-ÉÎ -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅȢ 
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Population (%) Population (%)

3ÉÎÇÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ (1) 40,186        (43.2) 56,665        (44.1)

-ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ (2) 52,731        (56.8) 71,765        (55.9)

4ÏÔÁÌ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ92,917        (100.0) 128,430     (100.0)

    3ÉÎÇÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ32,015        (54.1) 45,288        (54.8)

    -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ27,140        (45.9) 37,290        (45.2)

    4ÏÔÁÌ .: "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ 59,155       (100.0) 82,578        (100.0)

    3ÉÎÇÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ6,839           (22.1) 9,952           (23.2)

    -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ24,106        (77.9) 32,884        (76.8)

    4ÏÔÁÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ30,945        (100.0) 42,836        (100.0)

    3ÉÎÇÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ1,332           (47.3) 1,425           (47.2)

    -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ -àÏÒÉ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ1,485           (52.7) 1,591           (52.8)

    4ÏÔÁÌ -àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ ÅÌÓÅ×ÈÅÒÅ2,817           (100.0) 3,016           (100.0)

   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           (4.1)

   Other 4,961           (18.3) 6,636           (17.8)

.: "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ27,140        (100.0) 37,290        (137.4)

   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)

4ÏÔÁÌ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ24,106        (100.0) 32,884        (100.0)

ɉρɊ &ÉÒÓÔ ÁÎÄ ÏÎÌÙ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÑÕÅÓÔÉÏÎ ÉÓ ͻ-àÏÒÉͻ

ɉςɊ 4×Ï ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÑÕÅÓÔÉÏÎȠ ÔÈÅ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÏÒ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÂÅÉÎÇ ͻ-àÏÒÉͻ

.: "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙȡ ςÎÄ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ

!ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ "ÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÉÔÈ -ÕÌÔÉÐÌÅ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙȡ ςÎÄ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ

Census 2006 Census 2011

-àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ ÉÎ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ

-àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ

-àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ ÅÌÓÅ×ÈÅÒÅ

Table 8ȡ !ÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !Õstralia; Census 2006 and 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In terms of spatial differences, Figure 10 shows that, among New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȟ ÔÈÅ ÈÉÇÈÅÓÔ 

ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÓÉÎÇÌÅ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ÒÅÓÐÏÎÓÅÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ȬÏÌÄȭ ÁÎÄ ȬÎÅ×ȭ -àÏÒÉ ÈÕÂÓ ÏÆ .Å× 3ÏÕÔÈ 7ÁÌÅÓ 

and Western Australia. For Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȟ ÔÈÅ ÓÈÁÒÅ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÉÎÇ ÓÉÎÇÌÅ ÁÎÃÅÓÔÒÙ ×ÁÓ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ 

across the states shown. 
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Figure 10: Proportion with single -àÏÒÉ ancestry by state, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.2 Te rÅÏ -àÏÒÉ 

 
Te reo -àÏÒÉ ÉÓ Á ÆÕÎÄÁÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÁÓÐÅÃÔ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÃÏÌÌÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÔÙȢ 5ÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÍÅÃÈÁÎÉÓÍÓ ÔÈÁÔ 

support the maintenance of te reo outside of New Zealand, as well as how widely te reo is spoken and 

ÂÙ ×ÈÏÍȟ ÉÓ ÁÎ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÆÅÁÔÕÒÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ -àÏÒÉ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÐÒÏÆile in Australia (for more detailed 

analysis of te reo in Australia, see Hamer, 2007, 2010, 2011, 2012). As in 2006, the 2011 Census asked 

respondents whether they spoke a language other than English in the home and, if so, what the 

language was. Figure 11 compares the age-specific rates of te reo speakers in 2011 and 2006. Overall, 

φȢσ ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÌÉÖÉÎÇ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÓÐÏËÅ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ ÁÔ ÈÏÍÅ ÉÎ ςπρρȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ×ÁÓ ÓÌÉÇÈÔÌÙ ÈÉÇÈÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ 

the 5.7 per cent recorded in 2006. While the proportionate increase was very modest, in absolute 

terms this translated into an additional 2,788 speakers of te reo, or an increase of 53.2 per cent.  These 

ȬÎÅ×ȭ ÓÐÅÁËÅÒÓ were likely to be arrivals after the 2006 Census (the 2011 Census recorded 2,794 -àÏÒÉ 

speakers of te reo that arrived between 2007 and 2011), but may also reflect other factors including 

an increased propensity among te reo speakers to identify as -àÏÒÉ15; changing responses to the 

language question, and (less likely) an increase in te reo speakers among -àÏÒÉ resident in Australia at 

the time of the 2006 Census. 

In terms of variation by age, the proportion of te reo speakers ranged from a high of 8.1 per cent at 

ages 35-39 years, to a low of 4.4 per cent among 5-9 year olds. As expected, the proportion of te reo 

speakers was much higher among the New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉψȢς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊ ÔÈÁÎ ÁÍÏÎÇ -àÏÒÉ ÂÏÒÎ 

                                                           
15 )Î ÁÎÙ ÇÉÖÅÎ #ÅÎÓÕÓȟ ÔÈÅ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÓÐÅÁËÅÒÓ ÏÆ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÈÁÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÎÔÌÙ ÂÅÅÎ ÌÏ×ÅÒ 
than the total number of te reo speakers. In 2011, for example, there were 9,977 speakers of te reo, 80.2 per cent 
ÏÆ ×ÈÏÍ ×ÅÒÅ -àÏÒÉȢ  
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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 age-specific 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 the Census, 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 age-specific 

patterns.  In the case of New Zealand (see Appendix table 8.0), conversational ability in te reo tends to 

ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÇÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÓ ÈÉÇÈÅÓÔ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ËÁÕÍàÔÕÁ ÁÇÅÓȟ ÆÒÏÍ φυ ÙÅÁÒÓ ÁÎÄ ÏÌÄÅÒȢ )Î !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ ÔÈÅ 

distribution is more bi -modal, with peaks at 25-34 years and 55+ years. This different age profile 

reflects a number of factors including the age-specific 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 under-represented among different migrant cohorts).  

 

Figure 11: Proportion of -àÏÒÉ living in Australia who speak -àÏÒÉ at home, Census 2006 and 2011  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

In terms of spatial distribution, Figure 12 shows that among New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȟ 7ÅÓÔÅÒÎ 

Australia had the highest proportion of te reo speakers and Queensland the lowest.  A similar pattern 

can be observed among Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ ÎÏÔ surprisingly as many will be their 

children. Although intercensÁÌ ÃÏÍÐÁÒÉÓÏÎÓ ÁÒÅ ÎÏÔ ÓÈÏ×Î ÈÅÒÅȟ (ÁÍÅÒȭÓ ÒÅÐÏÒÔ ɉςπρςɊ ÎÏÔÅÄ Á ÓÐÁÔÉÁÌ 

shift in the state-wide distribution of te reo speakers between 2006 and 2011, with Western Australia 

ÁÎÄ 1ÕÅÅÎÓÌÁÎÄ ÇÁÉÎÉÎÇ Á ÇÒÅÁÔÅÒ ÓÈÁÒÅ ÏÆ ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ ÔÅ ÒÅÏ ÓÐÅÁËÅÒÓȟ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÔÈÅ ÓÈare in New South 

Wales declined. Taken together, the identification and te reo analysis suggests that Western Australia, 

of all the states, has a more traditional cultural  profile  and this has occurred through relatively recent 

migration processes.   
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Beyond te reo, it is important to acknowledge that there is a broad range of ways that -àÏÒÉ living 

overseas create and maintain their connections to -àÏÒÉ culture and identity. For some this will mean 

actively fostering or maintaining ties to people and place through activities that range from regular 

trips to New Zealand and sending money back ÔÏ ×Èànau; to reading -àÏÒÉ newspapers online and 

participating in social networking sites (Te Puni +ęËÉÒÉ, 2012).   For others, being -àÏÒÉ may be 

primarily about creating new meanings of what it means to be -àÏÒÉ in ways that are largely symbolic. 

This may include playing in sports teams alongside other -àÏÒÉ and attending music festivals on 

Waitangi Day. Many of these forms of diasporic identity maintenance are beyond the purview of the 

Census and are best understood through ethnographic and survey approaches.  

 

Figure 12: Proportion of -àÏÒÉ living in Australia who speak -àÏÒÉ at home in each major state by place of  birth, 
Census 2011  
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.ÏÔÅȡ ψȟόωυ ×ÉÔÈ ȬÙÒ ÏÆ ÁÒÒÉÖÁÌ ÎÏÔ ÓÔÁÔÅÄȭ ÁÎÄ χȟόψύ ×ÈÏ ÁÒÒÉÖÅÄ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ υ *ÁÎ φτυυ ɀ ύ !ÕÇ φτυυ ÁÒÅ ÅØÃÌÕÄÅÄȢ
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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 Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ (and non--àÏÒÉ) living in Australia at the time of the 2011 Census. Figure 13 

shows the number of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ arriving 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 -àÏÒÉ to New Zealand, Figure 13 shows a very marked increase in the number of -àÏÒÉ 

settling in Australia in the last decade. Of the New Zealand-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÒÅÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÙÅÁÒ ÏÆ 

arrival in the 2011 Census, just over half (51.7 per cent) had arrived in the preceding decade. That 

being noted, Figure 13 also reflects the long history of -àÏÒÉ mobility across the Tasman, with about 

26 per cent having lived in Australia for at least 20 years. Although not shown here, the proportion of 

non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders who arrived in Australia from 2001 onwards was substantially lower at 

34.2 per cent.16 

 
Figure 13: Number of NZ-born  -àÏÒÉ living in Australia by period of arrival, Census 2011  

 

The high proportion of recent migrants among -àÏÒÉ is extremely important because of changes 

imposed by Australia on 26 February 2001, which severely limited .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄÅÒÓȭ subsequent access 

to a wide range of entitlements. These changes have been widely discussed in prior research (see, for 

example, Bedford, Ho & Hugo, 2003; Birrell & Rapson, 2001; Hamer, 2007, 2008a, 2012) and will not 

be restated in-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 two-year stand-down; between 1986 and 2000 it 

was only a six-month stand-down. Since 2001, New Zealand citizens arriving in Australia are still able 

to work freely through a non-protected Special Category Visa,17 but cannot access social security and 

some employment opportunities unless they obtain permanent residence status on the same basis as 

other migrant groups. With some minor exceptions, New Zealand citizens who arrived in Australia on 

or before 26 February 2001 hold a protected special category visa which effectively means they are 

classed as permanent residents. Most of them will be able to access income support and student 

allowances although student loans are generally only available to Australian citizens.18 The right to 

vote has, for many years, also been 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 most cases, can only be obtained vis-à-vis a points-based 

skilled migrants visa which has a range of strict eligibility criteria relating to age and sectoral skills 

demand. For many of the -àÏÒÉ who migrated to Australia after February 2001, permanent residence 

will never be a viable 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 whom are Australian-born 

(Hamer, 2012). 

The high proportion of recent post-2001 migrants among -àÏÒÉ New Zealanders means that -àÏÒÉ are 

disproportionately exposed to the disadvantages attendant with the restricted access to entitlements.  

This relative exposure to vulnerability is not evenly distributed across Australia. As Figure 14 shows 

the proportion of Màori migrants that arrived after 2001 is most pronounced in Western Australia 

(62.0) per cent followed closely by Queensland (59.8 per cent). Any future shocks in Western 

!ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȭÓ ÅØÔÒÁÃÔÉÖÅ ÒÅÓÏÕÒÃÅÓ ÓÅÃÔÏÒ ÁÎÄ ÁÎÃÉÌÌÁÒÙ ÉÎÄÕÓÔÒÉÅÓȟ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÏÎȟ ×ÉÌÌ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÈÁÖÅ Á 

ÄÉÓÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎÁÔÅÌÙ ÎÅÇÁÔÉÖÅ ÉÍÐÁÃÔ ÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÔÈÅÒÅ (see section 4 in this report).  In every 

state, -àÏÒÉ had a higher proportion of recent migrants than non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders, but the 

difference was most marked in Western Australia and Queensland. 

 

 

 

                                                           
17 The non-protected SCV can only be denied on the health and character grounds see: 

http://www.immi.gov.au/media/fact-sheets/17nz.htm 

18 New Zealand citizens can access the student loan scheme (HELP) if they are obtain one of the limited number 
ÏÆ Ȭ#ÏÍÍÏÎ×ÅÁÌÔÈ ÓÕÐÐÏÒÔÅÄ ÐÌÁÃÅÓȭ ÁÖÁÉÌÁÂle at public universities as well as a small number of private 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. 

http://www.immi.gov.au/media/fact-sheets/17nz.htm
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Figure 14: Proportion of NZ-born migrants who arrived 2001 onwards  

 

 

 

3.2 Citizenship  

 
Although it is not possible to identify  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 2006 Census data have shown that -àÏÒÉ resident in Australia have 

among the lowest levels of Australian citizenship (Khoo & Lucas, 2004; Hamer, 2008). In the 2001 

Census, for example, the only ancestry groups with lower citizenship rates than -àÏÒÉ were Japanese 

ÁÎÄ .ÉÕÅÁÎÓ ɉ+ÈÏÏ Ǫ ,ÕÃÁÓȟ ςππτɊȢ 4ÈÅ ÌÁÔÔÅÒ ÁÒÅ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄ ÃÉÔÉÚÅÎÓ ÂÙ ÖÉÒÔÕÅ ÏÆ .ÉÕÅȭÓ ÆÒÅÅ 

association status with New Zealand. The low uptake of Australian citizenship amongst overseas-born 

Japanese can be attributed to the fact that it is extremely difficult to hold dual Japanese citizenship 

under Japanese law.  Prior to the law changes in 2001, -àÏÒÉ living in Australia had no compelling 

incentive to gain citizenship because they ostensibly 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 with obtaining citizenship means the rate of uptake for -àÏÒÉ is 

unlikely to improve in the future; in the absence of any changes to the current legal arrangement, it 

may well decline. 

Using 2011 and 2006 Census data, Figure 15 compares the rate of Australian citizenship among 

overseas-born -àÏÒÉ and other select ancestry groups. The analysis is restricted to those who arrived 

in Australia at least five years prior to the Census (e.g. prior to 2006 for those resident in 2011; prior 

to 2001 for those resident in 2006), so as to include those who have been in Australia long enough to 
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be eligible for Australian citizenship.19 In both years the proportion of -àÏÒÉ with  Australian 

citizenship (23.3 per cent) was much lower than for other ancestry groups, with the exception of the 

Japanese (for reasons already noted above). For -àÏÒÉ, as well as for Cook Island and New Zealander 

ancestry groups, citizenship rates slightly declined over time.  

 
Figure 15: Proportion with Australian citizenship by  ancestry , Census 2006 and 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

If we focus only on the New Zealand-born, and distinguish between -àÏÒÉ and non--àÏÒÉ by period of 

arrival  we can see that this difference is not solely due to nativity or differences in the time of arrival. 

As Figure 16 shows, of all -àÏÒÉ migrants living in Australia in 2011, only 16.6 per cent had Australian 

citizenship, significantly lower than the 38 per cent observed for non--àÏÒÉ. Even when we restrict the 

comparisons to those who arrived in the same five-year period, -àÏÒÉ still had substantially lower 

rates of citizenship uptake than non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders. What is striking is the drop-off in 

citizenship rates for both groups after 2000. Of the New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ resident in Australia in 

2011 who had arrived between five and ten years earlier, only 4.1 per cent had obtained Australian 

citizenship. For non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders, the share was also relatively low, at 5.2 per cent. These 

figures do not augur at all well for the future security of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ in Australia nor, by 

association, their Australian-born children. These findings ought to be viewed in the context of 

ongoing concerns expressed by -àÏÒÉ community advocates in Australia regarding the increase in the 

number of -àÏÒÉ migrants 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 comparative purposes. 
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-àÏÒÉ(and New Zealand) migrants have of the permanent residence requirements before they make 

the decision to migrate ɉ6ÁȭÁȟ ÐÅÒÓÏÎÁÌ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÃÁÔÉÏÎȟ ςπρ2).20 

 
Figure 16: Proportion of NZ-born  -àÏÒÉ and Non--àÏÒÉ with Australian citizenship by period of arrival, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Finally, in terms of spatial differences, Figure 17 shows some state-wide variation in the proportion of 

New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ with 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 -àÏÒÉ migrants decreased, most notably in Queensland and Western 

Australia.  

 

Figure 17: Proportion with NZ-born  -àÏÒÉ with Australian citizenship in major states , Census 2006 and 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
20 6ÉÃËÙ 6ÁȭÁ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÃÏ-ordinator of the Nerang Neighbourhood Centre on the Gold Coast. Her interview with Paul 

(ÅÎÒÙ ÁÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ ȬÐÉÔÆÁÌÌÓȭ ÆÏÒ +É×ÉÓ ÅÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÁÃÃÅÓÓÅÄ ÁÔȡ 

http://www.radiolive.co.nz/Pitfalls -for-Kiwis-emmigrating-to-

Australia/tabid/506/articleID/22454/Default.aspx  

Also see, http://www.nzherald.co.nz/nz/news/article.cfm?c_id=1&objectid=10745190 



 

Page 43 of 87 

 

Section 4: Education and w ork   
 
Having examined key socio-demographic features of -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, this section looks at 

their education profile and key labour market features including income. There is a general consensus 

that education provides an integral pathway into employment, and reduces exposure to 

unemployment. Higher education, in particular, is seen as a valuable investment in human capital, 

helping individuals develop important transferable skills, such as numeracy and communication, 

which are valuable assets in globalised labour markets. To date, little research has been undertaken 

into the educational profile of -àÏÒÉ resident in Australia. Moreover, while there has been a great deal 

of recent interest in trans-Tasman labour markets (e.g., Haig, 2010; Poot, 2009), few studies have 

focused on -àÏÒÉ specifically. One notable exception is a 2009 study by Newell and Pool which 

ÃÏÍÐÁÒÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔÓ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÁÎÄ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȟ ÁÌÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÉÔ 

ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÄÉÓÔÉÎÇÕÉÓÈ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÁÎÄ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁÎ-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȟ ÎÏÒ ÄÉÄ ÉÔ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÃÅÓ 

in earnings.  

The following descriptive analysis is intended to provide a platform for engaging more detailed work 

ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ ÃÉÒÃÕÍÓÔÁÎÃÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȢ Unfortunately the 

postponement of the 2011 New Zealand Census precludes comparisons with -àÏÒÉ living in New 

Zealand. Such a comparison would be useful for clarifying the role of push-pull factors underlying 

-àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁ ÁÎÄ ×ÈÅÔÈÅÒȟ ÆÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ -àÏÒÉ in Australia ×ÅÒÅ ȬÂÅÔÔÅÒ ÏÆÆȭ than their 

counterparts in similar jobs in New Zealand. The inability to make robust Trans-Tasman comparisons 

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

Census by 2021. 

Unless otherwise stated, all figures in this section pertain to those in the prime working ages of 25 ɀ 54 

years. This controls for a well-known age bias in New Zealand migration to Australia (e.g., workers 

tend to be clustered in particular  ages) and reduces the effect of migration related to non-economic 

and employment reasons (Haig, 2010). We also note a strong caveat with respect to the education and 

work outcomes of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉȢ 4ÈÅ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÖÅÌÙ ÓÍÁÌÌ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÁÔ ÐÒÉÍÅ ×ÏÒËÉÎÇ ÁÇÅÓ 

(n=6,587), a function of the youthful age structure shown earlier, means that the analysis undertaken 

in this section cannot be taken as representative of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÁÓ Á ×ÈÏÌÅȢ #ÅÒÔÁÉÎÌÙ ÉÔ ÉÓ 

not possible to generalise the findings to overall differences in outcomes between first and second 

ÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȢ  
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4.1 Education  

 
To begin we look at the highest level of school completed for -àÏÒÉ relative to key comparator groups. 

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

of year 12 or equivalent.21 Less than half of adult NZ-born -àÏÒÉ resident in Australia in 2011 left 

school with a Year 12 qualification (45.2 per cent), compared to 57 per cent of non--àÏÒÉ .Å× 

Zealanders, and 58.9 per cent of the national Australia population. The marked difference between 

-àÏÒÉ and non--àÏÒÉ migrants is unsurprising given the well-known 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 2006 and 2011, although 

the increase was lower for NZ-born -àÏÒÉ. Figure 19 shows a strong gender dimension, with -àÏÒÉ 

women significantly more likely than men to have left school with a qualification. This gender 

ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÒÅÆÌÅÃÔÓ ÔÈÅ ȬÇÅÎÄÅÒ ÔÒÁÎÓÉÔÉÏÎȭ ÔÈÁÔ ÈÁÓ ÔÁËÅÎ ÐÌÁÃÅ ÉÎ .Å× :ÅÁÌÁÎÄȟ ÁÎÄ ÉÎÄÅÅÄ ÉÎ ÍÏÓÔ 

other developed countries, in which girls and women in education 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, Census 2006 and 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
21 'ÉÖÅÎ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÉÓ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÏÒ ÉÓ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ ÂÅ ȬÆÉØÅÄȭ ɉÉȢÅȢȟ ÍÏÓÔ ÁÄÕÌÔÓ ×ÉÌÌ ÎÏÔ ÒÅÔÕÒÎ ÔÏ ÓÃÈÏÏÌɊ ÔÈÅ ÂÒÏÁÄÅÒ ÁÇÅ ÇÒÏÕÐ 

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, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Turning to post-school qualifications, Figure 21 shows that 40 per cent of -àÏÒÉ overall had some kind 

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

-àÏÒÉ had the lowest share with a post-secondary qualification (40 per cent) which was markedly less 

than the proportion of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ɉυς ÐÅÒ ÃÅÎÔɊ ÁÎÄ NZ-born non--àÏÒÉ (59 per cent). Of 

the 17,675 -àÏÒÉ migrants who had a completed tertiary qualification, relatively few had a "ÁÃÈÅÌÏÒȭÓ 

degree or higher (8 per cent). Comparisons with the 2006 Census (Figure 20) show that all groups, 

including -àÏÒÉ, experienced an improvement in their educational profile. The improvement was most 

noticeable for Australian-born -àÏÒÉ, with the proportion with no tertiary qualification decreasing 

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

 

Figure 20: Level of education, 25-54 years, Census 2006 
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Figure 21: Level of education, 25-54 years, Census 2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Gendered differences in qualifications were apparent for most groups in 2011 (Figure 22). While a 

ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÐÒÏÐÏÒÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎ ÁÎÄ ×ÏÍÅÎ ÌÁÃËÅÄ Á ÔÅÒÔÉÁÒÙ ÑÕÁÌÉÆÉÃÁÔÉÏÎȟ -àÏÒÉ ×ÏÍÅÎ ×ÅÒÅ ÍÏÒÅ 

ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ ÈÁÖÅ ÏÂÔÁÉÎÅÄ ÁÔ ÌÅÁÓÔ Á ÂÁÃÈÅÌÏÒȭÓ ÄÅÇÒÅÅȢ ! ÓÉÍÉÌar gendered pattern existed for all groups 

although the magnitude of the difference varied.  NZ-born -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎ ×ÅÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÌÉËÅÌÙ ÔÏ hold a 

degree of some kind (6 per 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, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page 47 of 87 

 

To capture the most recent dynamics in post-school participation, the rest of the education analysis is 

limited to 20-29 year olds. Figure 23 shows the proportion  engaged in education in 2011 (full time and 

part time) . For ÁÌÌ -àÏÒÉ living in Australia, the proportion engaged in some form of education 

(secondary, technical or university) was much lower than for the nation as a whole, and was lowest 

among NZ-born -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÎȢ22 The lower levels of participation in higher education by New Zealanders 

generally partly reflects migrant selection factors in that many of those who migrated would have 

moved for employment rather than for education. It is interesting to note that engagement was also 

low among Australian-born -àÏÒÉ although, as noted earlier, their small number precludes robust 

inference. 

 
 Figure 23: Proportion engaged in education, 20-29 years, Census 2011  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Focusing only on migrants, Figure 24 distinguishes between -àÏÒÉ and non--àÏÒÉ who arrived prior to 

2001 and those who arrived from 2001 onwards. This is necessary because most New Zealanders who 

arrived in Australia before February 2001 are classed as permanent residents and are thus likely to 

have access to some form of student support (e.g., student allowances, not necessarily loans). For both 

-àÏÒÉ and non--àÏÒÉ New Zealanders, those who arrived prior to 2001 were nearly twice as likely as 

later arrivals to be engaged in education. Better access to student financial support may be a factor, 

along with other differences related to migration such as higher labour market attachment among 

recent migrants. It is also worth noting that most -àÏÒÉ aged 20-29 in 2011 who arrived in Australia 

prior to 2001 would have migrated with their parents and thus been schooled and socialised in the 

Australian education system. It might be that their attitudes towards higher education, and their 

ability to  ÁÃÃÅÓÓ ÏÐÐÏÒÔÕÎÉÔÉÅÓȟ ÄÉÆÆÅÒ ÆÒÏÍ ÙÏÕÎÇ -àÏÒÉ ×ÈÏ ÍÉÇÒÁÔÅÄ ÁÆÔÅÒ ςππρȢ 

 
                                                           
22

 Students attending secondary school or other institutions (not  TAFE, University or other similar tertiary 
educational institutions) comprised a small share of the ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ -àÏÒÉ ÍÉÇÒÁÎÔÓ ÅÎÇÁÇÅÄ ÉÎ ÅÄÕÃÁÔÉÏÎ 
(14.7 per cent).  
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Figure 24: Proportion engaged in education by year of arrival, 20 ɀ 29 years, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figures 25 and 26 show that, of those engaged in education, a significantly smaller proportion  of -àÏÒÉ 

was enrolled at a university or other tertiary institution. In 2011, this amounted to just over a third 

(34.8) of New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ students in Australia, albeit that this was an improvement on 2006 

(31.9 per cent). With respect to gender differences, Figure 27 shows that -àÏÒÉ male students had the 

lowest proportion enrolled  at universities (28.3 per cent of students), and that the gender difference 

was larger for Màori than for non-Màori New Zealanders.  The rates for Australian-born -àÏÒÉ men 

was also surprisingly low (45.5 per cent) when compared to national figures, although their small 

number means that the comparison should be treated with caution.  

 

Figure 25: Type of educational institute attending, 20 -29 years, Census 2006 
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Figure 26: Type of educational institute attending, 20 -29 years, Census 2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 27: Type of educational institute attending by sex, 20 -29 years, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Overall the foregoing analysis shows that MǕori migrants in Australia fare poorly with respect to both 

participation in  higher education in Australia and overall education levels.  In 2011 -àÏÒÉ migrants 

were significantly less educated than Australian-born MǕori , non--àÏÒÉ migrants, and the general 

Australian population at the same ages. While other studies of New Zealanders in Australia have 

emphasised the lower education and skills level relative to the Australian population or workforce 

(Haig, 2010), this study has shown that -àÏÒÉ migrants are even less qualified. The possible 

implications of this for relative employment and earnings capacity are 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 examines patterns of -àÏÒÉ labour force participation  

relative to key comparator groups. The Labour Force Participation Rate (LFPR) measures the 

proportion of the working age population (typically 15 ɀ 64 years) that is either actively employed in 

full - or part-time work, or seeking employment. Those not in the labour force includes students, 

unpaid givers, early retirees, and so-called Ȭdiscouraged workersȭ who are neither employed, nor 

actively looking for work. In this report we focus only on those in the prime working ages (25 ɀ 54 

years). The analysis is age-standardised23 to control for differences in the distributions within the 

prime working ages, and excludes those for whom labour force status was not reported (less than one 

per cent of -àÏÒÉ).  

Figure 28 shows that at the time of the 2011 Census, the proportion of all prime working age -àÏÒÉ ÉÎ 

the labour force (84 per cent) was comparable with the nation-wide figure (83 per cent). However this 

figure masks substantial variation between New Zealand and Australian-born -àÏÒÉ, especially for 

men. Among New Zealand-born -àÏÒÉ males, the labour force participation rate was very high at 92.6 

per cent (vs 89.8 per cent nationally) and was comparable with that for non--àÏÒÉ New Zealand men 

(94.2 per cent). For Australian-born -àÏÒÉ males the rates were much lower at 87.5 per cent, which 

can only be partially explained by the higher proportion engaged in education.24 As expected, women 

had much lower rates of participation than men, with the lowest rate observed for Australian-born 

-àÏÒÉ women (72.4 per cent).  

 
Figure 28: Age standardised labour force participation rates , 25-54 years, Census 2011  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
23 Direct age standardisation using the 2011 Total Australia population as the standard. 
24 The small number of Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÅÁÎÓ ÆÉÇÕÒÅÓ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÁÔ ÇÒÏÕÐ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÔÒÅÁÔÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ caution. In the 

2011 Census, there were 2,996 Australian-ÂÏÒÎ -àÏÒÉ ÍÁÌÅÓ ÁÎÄ σȟυψω ÆÅÍÁÌÅÓ ÁÇÅÄ ςυ-54 years. 


























































