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The purpose of t h s  appendix is to provide complex statistical and some other documentary 
evidence for my argument that France and Australia parted company on demographic policy 
after the first oil shock and developed a different approach to economics, human logstics and 
energy use. The statistics I used were mainly demographic or related to housing and energy. 
Because the housing indicators are relatively simple and comparable between nations, I have 
not gone into detail about them in this appendix. I have also talked about sociological 
indicators that may affect demographic policy and outcomes here. This is because 
sociologists have a different task from demographers. Demographers base their projections 
almost entirely on past numerical trends. A sociologist needs to take into account the kinds of 
social perceptions, values and pressures that have previously affected trends and which may 
affect them in the future. An example of such sociological indicators are the French 
responses to the UN "replacement immigration" push in 2000, which I mention here. 

This appendix goes into some detail about the possible shapes of France and Australia's 
populations in the future. I felt this was necessary in order to justify my premises - that 
France's population is heading towards demographic stability and Australia's is not. 

With regard to the population projections, I have left the reader with a wide range of graphs - 
particularly in the case of France - where I might have selected only the more likely options. 
I chose to do this because the French material is difficult to access in Australia. Since most 
Australians cannot read French I believe that my graphs and explanations in English add to 
the value of this thesis. One of my sources of projections from France - for Graph A.4.15 
was a document which had been privately commissioned by a government committee and 
which I was able to obtain due to a fortunate connection. The reader is unlikely to be able to 
find this information elsewhere. 

Here is a reminder about my research question. It was : 

Why have French policy makers taken a different path on immigration policy from their 
counterparts in Australia over the last 25 years? Why have they adopted a consolidation 
policy while their counterparts in Australia have persisted with a growth policy? 

To answer ths  question I used two hypotheses. These were that 

(a) Australia took a cornucopian route and that France took a Malthusian route after the 1973 
international oil related economic crisis, as evidenced by their policies and practices on 
energy consumption as may be related to infrastructure and population, 

and 

b) that the difference between French and Australian land development planning and housing 
systems was a major factor in these outcomes, due to the presence of an irnrnigrationnist 
property development and housing lobby in Australia and the lack of such a lobby in France. 



Statistics in Australia and France are not directly comparable, but if they are defined and their 
weaknesses, strengths and local peculiarities are explained, they are comparable to a degree. 
To my knowledge no-one has previously attempted to define and compare French and 
Australian demographic statistics. As I have mentioned in my literature review, this lack 
makes it very difficult to evaluate comparative sociological works based on demographic 
assumptions deriving from these statistics. 

There was thus a real need to establish a basis for comparison between French and Australian 
demographic statistics in order for comparative sociological comment to be meaningful. I 
believe that my original work on this problem adds value to my thesis. 

A masters thesis is unfortunately too short for such an exercise and so I have summarised a 
few relevant parts of the information I have collected, analysed and defined over the past few 
years and consigned it to this appendix. 

In my thesis I have also linked the idea of consolidation and growth, Mathusianism and 
Colbertism and Cornucopianism to energy use patterns. In the latter part of this appendix I 
provide detail and comments about the energy statistics I have referred to. 

French Immigration Statistics 

In reading different works about immigration and population numbers in France it becomes 
obvious that statistics cited do not always reflect lstorical population movements well. In 
fact the official French statistics put out by INSEE (L'Institut national des etudes 
economiques - National Institute of Economic Studies) only rarely reflect movement of EEC 
foreign nationals since 1975. When we read that France "ceased" immigration in 1974, we 
are then surprised to slowly realise that immigration from within the EEC did not cease;' 
although most of it was no longer recorded in the usual immigration  statistic^.^ 

The information that the OM1 did not record entries for family reunion is readily available, 
usually as a note accompanying  statistic^.^ 

The information that "Worker Immigration" and "INSEE statistics for net immigration 
progressively included fewer and fewer EEC nationals from an early date, is less directly 
stated. Through dealing with INSEE statistics on nationalities of workers over the years one 
eventually infers it and finds one's explanation in the gradual enlargement of the European 
Economic Community and free movement within it. 

The Treaty of Rome 1957, effective January 1958, permitted visa free travel to citizens of the 
European Economic Community. The original signatories were France, Belgium, 
Luxembourg, Holland, Italy and West Germany. The United Kingdom and Denmark were 
added in 1973, Greece in 1981, and Spain and Portugal in 1986. The Maastricht Treaty of 7 
February 1992 made the European Economic Community into the European Union. In 1994 
Austria, Finland and Switzerland were added. 

OM1 statistics were recorded at the time of a mandatory medical examination for immigrants 
and those with free movement within the EEC were not required to have this examination. In 
this way the vast bulk gradually fell outside h s  statistical net and thus outside the usual 



Fretzck definition of un intnzigrnnt. The only exceptions To this are those few (in the order of 
5 -6,000 EEC nationals per annurn) who, for one reason or another have had their 
employme~lt processed by the OM1 which then registers the EEC national as an immigrant 
work&.' 

----I_-____ 

__-_I-------\- 

------__-- 

-- -- ---- --- 

Gralph A.4.1. f rance: He8 Epmi~e&j tmrnigrmn 1W1397: 

Source: From f9htCi-19@, Rodym , Irene Tam&, 'La dernOgrt\pbque en 19%: mu@m&de [a 

19% @&a m c e  Far 9 1187-1997 w s  INSEE: "France #ha@&, $n&&as 

The origin& sosce fof the above figurs is the 
as if they wre r s Q s  a7 d irniga ink 
Oa/Ci&y the Wli Wtio~af4E hmW llhe i n k d u r n  of workers %J 

visas. # &a had la& df-afi milian. Ffam 1951 Eurapeafts tiom EEC caofir?s a i g m  t ~ -  the Treaty af 

~q iaWon  wPi&, t can only hamd WUIB 
-.If& wloyeTs 

AS coantries joined the Ewopean Community their nationals ceased to be registered by OMl, From 1974 almost all 
immigration of foreign workers born outside the EEC was officially ceased. Nevertheless immigration for woh purposes 



continued within the EEC. (There is however no offical record of these immigrants until the 1990s). Between 1947 and 1962 
Algerians were French nationals and movement from Algeria does not show up as an international statistic over this period. 
The extraordinary intake for 1962 was mostly of a French colonial stock repatriating to France the year of Algeria's 
independence. 

As we come to understand that EEC immigration did not cease, next our attention is drawn to 
the rise in family immigration, and we realise that this also did not cease with the cessation of 
"worker" immigration in 1974. We chscover that this was due to an hstoric European legal 
interpretation that over-ruled French law.5 Moving on, we find that family reunion may, 
however, be refused, on certain condtions, one of which depends on "suitable 
accomodation" .6 

How reliable are French immigration statistics anyway? 

Collection of migration statistics in France is in fact much more difficult than it is in 
Australia, because in France there are many entry points besides the national airports and it is 
easily possible to enter France unofficially. 

For Australians the notion of collecting net immigration statistics in France seems so 
haphazard one sometimes wonders why they bother. There is no population register in 
~ r a n c e ~  and almost no-one is checked off officially as they leave. Although there is no 
population register in Australia either, its island status makes it very difficult for people to 
come and go informally and immigration statistics are collected at all formal points of entry 
and departure. We discover that, apart from a limited number of official expulsions~ 
departures in France are merely assumed to have occurred when a visa runs out. There is no 
actual verification of this, apart from censuses every 6-10 years. These are unreliable too, like 
most censuses, for well known statistical reasons, related to the unreliability of self-reporting 
and the lack of importance that most respondents place on official census statistics. (It goes 
without saying that illegally present aliens are unlikely to give accurate accounts of their 
presence.) Australian censuses are probably not any more reliable however, and are 
reasonably comparable with the French ones. A further measure used by French statisticians 
to gauge emigration figures relies on a survey of passport renewals and other contacts with 
French embassies by French living overseas. A little over half of French people travelling or 
living overseas reregister at French consuls and the remainder would be estimated according 
to information from censuses which inchcates residents absent but not de~eased.~ 

Against these technical problems with collecting immigration and emigration statistics in 
France should be balanced the information that collection of birth and death statistics is much 
better and so information about the total population born in France is a good basis upon which 
to build information about other forms of population movement. INSEE estimates that only 
about 20-30,000 French nationals emigrate each year. This and other population movement, 
including that of immigrants with residence in France has to date been adjusted according to 
six to ten yearly censuses. This means that changes in resident population numbers from 
census to census which cannot be explained by births and deaths (which are very reliably 
collected) are attributed to migration. The figure obtained for this is then compared with 
INSEE figures for total net immigration. Adjustments are then made to the net immigration 
total and the census total according to specialist information on trends, error rates, etc. 



Ralph Schor, Costa-Lascoux, Dupiiquier, and other immigration historiens, as well as 
demographers and statisticians like Tribalat and Lebon,lo all acknowledge France's problems 
when measuring annual migration flows, although they have been criticised for t h s  by some 
intellectuals, notably Herve Lebras. l1 This is because attempts by such as Mme Tribalat and 
~ u ~ l ~ u i e r ' ~  to define and count immigrants in France have been perceived as an attempt to 
define an "out-group" for racialist purposes.13 In America and Australia such counting and 
definition of immigrants goes on all the time, generally with an association of positive 
discrimination, which is generally considered benign. 

Among those writers, Tribalat and, notably Lebon, also attempt to clarifl ambiguities 
between the concept of temporary and permanent immigrants, EEC and non-EEC immigrants, 
internal and international immigration, "worker immigration" and family reunion, and to 
resolve problems in establishing reliable net immigration statistics, especially as concerns 
emigration. 

Note that in France "Temporary" indicates visas for less than one year (but excludes tourists) 
and "Permanent" indicates visas for one year or more, This definition is more common 
internationally than Australia's. Australia used the same criteria until 1958, but since then 
"permanent" is self defined by immigrants stating their intention to reside "permanently" in 
Australia. "Long-term" is for those stating their intention to stay for a year or more but not to 
stay permanently. l4 

In this chapter I refer frequently to Andre Lebon's work, for its clarificatory and innovative 
qualities. He worked for the Ministry of Employment and Solidarity at time of my writing 
(2001) and is the author of a recent series of statistical publications, which appeared under 
that banner, beginning in 1997 and referring back about ten years. l5 

The anglophone comparative works on France and other countries that I have used do not 
make the points above clear. Jeanette Money and Gary Freeman occasionally refer to 
ambiguities, but tend to go on dealing with immigration as if the ON1 l6 (Oflce Nationule des 
Immigrations - National Office for Immigration - later known as the OM1 - Ofice des 
Migrations Internationales) statistics referred to the entire immigration pool. Money analyses 
immigration entries only and makes no attempt to place these within the context of net totals. 
Hollifield, despite the solid nature of the rest of his approach, gives almost no data on the 
statistics he has used, but the few numerical examples he has given seem to come from the 
OMI. l7 With regards to Gary Freeman, since his first major work on the subject was only 
published in 1979, it is quite possible that these subtleties had yet to constitute important 
trends. 






































































































