
 

Groupement de Recherches Economiques 
et Sociales 

http://www.gres-so.org 
 

IFReDE  Université Montesquieu-Bordeaux 4 
& 

LEREPS  Université des Sciences Sociales Toulouse 1

 

U       __     U 

Cahiers du GRES 
             

 
Prospective Analysis 

Residential choice and territorial attractiveness  
 

based on a broad sample of British migrants looking to set up their main, 
secondary or "secondary then main" residency in France 

 
 

Marie-Martine GERVAIS-AGUER 
 

IERSO 
IFReDE-GRES 

 
Université Montesquieu Bordeaux IV 

Avenue Léon Duguit 
33608 PESSAC 

 
HTUmgervais@u-bordeaux4.frUTH 

HTUhttp://beagle.u-bordeaux4.fr/gres/publications/2006/2006-30.pdfUTH  

HTUhttp://beagle.u-bordeaux4.fr/portailgres/article.php3?id_article=1323UTH 

(French and English) 

HTUhttp://econpapers.repec.org/paper/grswpegrs/UTH 

HTUhttp://ideas.repec.org/s/grs/wpegrs.htmlUTH 

             
 

Cahier n° 2006 - 30 
            



Cahier du GRES  
_______________________________________________ 

 
Prospective analysis: residential choice and territorial attractiveness 

 
Abstract 

 
A multitude of complex factors may affect the dynamics of where people choose to live yet 

little analysis has been done on the determinants of residential choice. With the help of a large on-
line survey, the present paper will try to unscramble the criteria of choice used by British citizens 
with plans to establish their main, secondary or “secondary then main” residence in France within 
three years time. Such choices are all the more revealing due to this population’s preference for 
certain host regions over others. The study’s aims, purpose and foci will be presented in its first 
section, followed by a discussion of its theoretical underpinnings and modes of investigation. We 
will then examine some initial findings, comparing them with future migrants’ residential 
biography. We follow this with an in-depth analysis, with no pretence of being all-encompassing. 
The permanent, temporary or “mixed” nature of a move is a very important criterion in analysing 
migrants’ residential choice and in determining a typology thereof. Then the choices are examined 
once the various types of migrations and households have been neutralised. Subsequently we focus 
on territorial attractiveness by selecting five regions, based on future migrants’ expressed 
preferences for the first three, and the territorial specificities of the other two. One notable 
challenge will be to identify potential inter-area competition in light of various factors. These 
include the arbitrage that future migrants might make, the attractiveness that a region may possess 
(selective or not), the image they have of different areas, and the migratory imagination, whose not 
insignificant role requires some decoding.  

 
Key words: British migration, Hedonic analysis, Residential choice, Territorial 

attractiveness, Selectivity, Inter-area competition and arbitrage, Migratory imagination 
 

Analyse prospective : choix résidentiels et attractivités territoriales  
 

Résumé 
 

Les déterminants des choix résidentiels étant peu analysés, les changements d’espace de vie 
obéissant en effet à des facteurs complexes et multiples, l’on tentera à partir d’une large enquête 
lancée sur le web, de démêler les critères de choix de la population britannique envisageant de 
résider en France dans les trois prochaines années en résidence principale, secondaire ou 
« secondaire puis principale », certains  territoires étant préférés à d’autres. Les objectifs de la 
recherche, son intérêt et ses enjeux seront présentés dans un premier temps suivis des 
soubassements théoriques et des modes d’investigation puis des premiers résultats qui vont être 
mis en perspective avec la biographie résidentielle des futurs migrants. Ensuite, sans prétendre tout 
embrasser, une analyse approfondie sera menée. Le type permanent, temporaire ou  « mixte » de 
l’installation sera un critère très important pour analyser les choix résidentiels et la typologie des 
migrants. Ainsi après avoir neutralisé chaque type de migration et chaque type de ménage, on 
pourra en examiner l’impact sur les choix. Puis, côté attractivités territoriales, cinq régions seront 
sélectionnées selon les préférences exprimées par les futurs migrants pour les trois premières, et les 
spécificités des territoires pour les deux autres. L’enjeu sera notamment de déterminer la 
concurrence éventuelle entre espaces avec les arbitrages effectués par les futurs migrants ainsi que 
l’attractivité (sélective ou pas) de certains de ces territoires, la représentation des territoires et 
l’imaginaire migratoire jouant un rôle non négligeable à décrypter. 

 
Mots-clé : Migration britannique, Analyse hédonique, Choix résidentiels, Attractivité 

territoriale, Sélectivité, Concurrence et Arbitrages entre espaces,  Imaginaire migratoire 
 
JEL: I31, J17, J18, 018, R21, R23, Z0, Z1 



Prospective analysis: residential choice and territorial attractiveness  

Introduction: Aims, purpose, challenges and object of this 
prospective study 

As some of these aspects have already been discussed in publicationsTPF

1
FPT, the present 

introductive study will supplement them via prospective questioning.  

Aims 

These are fourfold (and no longer threefold as previously [P

1
P]). The paper seeks to 

enhance understanding of the determinants of households’ residential localisation choices 
based on the kind of migration involved; devise an analytical method that can apply to 
migrationTPF

2
FPT and be “exported” to other areas, nationalities and EU countries; provide elements 

to help grasp the underpinnings of territorial attractiveness, thereby helping local decision-
makers and socio-professional actors’ decisions; and study the “migratory imagination” that is 
so crucial to migration decisions, by comparing the determinants of the choices made by 
residents and future migrants. 

Purpose 

Understanding the bases of residential territorial attractiveness by decoding its 
underpinnings and predicting its future shape is a necessary pre-condition to the 
implementation of relevant space appropriation policies, whose application is subject to rival 
utilisations oscillating between the preservation of an environment and tensions in the 
property market. 

With the EU’s enlargement to twelve new members, intra-Union disparities are 
predicted to increase considerably (Morokvasic, 2002, Beaudu, 2003). The territorial 
dimension has become an object of vast debate, studies and initiatives, with the creation of the 
European Spatial Planning Observation Network (ESPON) being the most visible 
manifestation thereof (Barnier, 2001). With European integration, it is no longer possible to 
apprehend a region’s future without accounting for trends affecting the whole EU. 

In terms of “residential economics”, there is a specific interest to analyse these factors, 
given their significance at the local, regional and European levels. Note also the contribution 
of a field called “presential economics”, which can account for complex notions like bi- and 
multi-residentiality or secondary migrations, all of which is important when analysing the 
duration of people’s presence in a given area.  

The current state of knowledge readily shows that although an abundance of economic 
literature exists on migrations, this corpus tends to emphasize effects (downstream) more than   
determinants (upstream). About this kind of analysis on immigration’s economic effects 
(usually done in a South-North or East-West perspective), there exists a large corpus of 
mainly but not only English and American works. North-North migrations involve a working 

                                                 
TP

1
PT Notably Gervais-Aguer Marie-Martine, 2004, “Les fondements de l’attractivite territoriale residentielle, les enseignements 

d’une recherche portant sur les résidents britanniques en Aquitaine” (France), Cahiers du GRES, N° 2004-25, IERSO-
IFREDE, Universite Montesquieu Bordeaux IV:  
HTUhttp://beagle.u-bordeaux4.fr/gres/publications/2004/2004-25.pdfUTH 

TP

2
PT Migration is well and truly the focus here, since residency change, which is our research object, is associated either with 

changing a main place of residence or else with a generally long visit (when a secondary residence is involved). 
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population that is often highly skilled (Raunet, 2001). Their effects on the host country’s 
labour market, pay systems and productivity is usually analysed in terms of 
complementarities as opposed to workforce and production factor “substitutability” 
(Friedberg and Hunt, 1995). With regards to the non-working and retired populations, the 
expected total multiplier effect usually revolves around how much these categories will be 
spending after their move and how much they will cost to the host community (Roussel, 
Vollet, 2005). In general, the economic galvanisation (measured in terms of jobs and value 
added generated) of certain EU countries and regions following the massive arrival of 
pensioners equipped with a decent purchasing power shows which issues are associated with 
this kind of migration, as well as the paramount need to understand its determinants. Increase 
in population ageing, often resulting from the arrival of a wave of older people, can also be 
attenuated and even eliminated if the host region keeps a younger working population that in 
the absence of this additional demand would have had to migrate or face the prospect of 
unemployment. In this view, the arrival of retirees merely puts upwards pressure on property 
prices, crowding out the local population. 

At times of unemployment and where there is a population ageing (Louchart, 2005), 
immigration’s economic effects on the host country are often “demonised” or discussed in a 
“praising” manner. To rationalise this debate, several economists including Jayet, Ragot and 
Rajaonarison (2001) have started studying whether or not immigration really does have a 
negative effect on a host country’s employment and budget deficit. Efforts to review 
immigration’s internal effects on labour market volumes and structures (Greenwood, 1994; 
Borjas, 1994-1995; Friedberg and Hunt, 1995), on taxation and short or long-term 
redistribution (Auerbach and Orcopoulos, 1999; Storesletten, 2000) and on capital 
accumulation and growth (Barro and Sala, 1995; Domingues Dos Santos, 1997) have all been 
conducted in relation to immigrants’ skills levels. Recent initiatives have shown that the 
active search for a skilled workforce can coexist with continued restrictions on the entry of 
unskilled labour. In any event, authors in this field tend to conclude that regardless of whether 
we are dealing with immigration’s internal or international effects, there is little objective 
basis to fear any potentially negative impact on developed countries’ labour markets. Neither 
theory nor empirical analysis has given rise to any conclusive findings in this sense. Similarly, 
immigration’s effects on budgetary imbalances are uncertain and ultimately very weak. Their 
impact on growth rates and capital accumulation are ambiguous and contradictory. 

Lastly, to imagine a massive resort to immigration to resolve demographic ageing 
problem in developed countries (Tapinos, 2000; Coleman, 2000; Blanchet, 2002; Zamora, 
Parant, 2004), especially in case of an ageing working population, this raises the specific 
question of what sort of qualitative adjustment will be made between developed countries’ 
demand in this respect, and developing countries’ supply. 

As for migration analysis from a location choice perspective, this approach is complex 
and presents many aspects that remain poorly investigated (Louchart 2005; Gervais, 2001, 
2003, 2004, 2006). The field of determinants under the spotlight here is already divided, 
amongst various economist schools, notably an English one with Gordon, an American one 
with Greenwood, Graves and Knapp, a Canadian one with Ledent and a French one with 
Jayet, Drapier, Detang-Dessendre, Schmitt and Piguet to only mention a few. 

Main issues 

Residential location decisions are crucial prospective political and economic 
challenges, notably as a result of the decisions taken at the Copenhagen summit and due to 
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extended life expectancy, both factors that are going to create less linear residential pathways. 
Analyses attest to a deep-seated transformation in our migratory landscape. The most striking 
manifestations of this are the diversification of settlement modes and the increased number of 
nationalities affected by migration. 

Intra-European migration is particularly difficult to ascertain, however, in particular 
because of its magnitude and nature (Poulain, 1994; Thorogood and Winqvist, 2003; Thierry, 
2004). In France, it has only been on the occasion of each national population census that the 
authorities see a snapshot of how many Europeans are present on their national territory. Note 
that this census is now replaced by more frequent but non-exhaustive surveys. Given the very 
lax (and even non-existent) entry formalities for EEA citizens, a significant under-estimation 
of flows has been witnessed, with numbers falling since 1994 (Thierry, 2001). In reality, this 
fall should be relativised, given how hard it is to apprehend the population in question. Easier 
formalities, a lack of sanctions in case a migrant does not register - all of this is clearly 
congruent with an EU mindset but it does not make things any easier for researchers. In any 
event, in 1999 there were supposedly 75,250 British nationals residing in France (Poulain, 
Herm, 2002), versus approximately 130,000 in 2004 (Desplanques, 2006)TPF

3
FPT. 

In addition, EU-internal or external migrations feature some identical determinants 
(Salt, 2002), notably the search for a better life, defined not only in economic but also in 
sociological, social, cultural and ecological terms. The idea is that the kind of choice at work 
here is hedonic in nature. Since the elements of attraction are stronger than the factors of 
repulsion, a migratory imagination may be omnipresent in both types of migrations, causing 
an idealisation of the host country. The present study will explore this notion by comparing 
data on individuals who have their main residence in France’s South West Aquitaine region 
(hereafter called “Aquitaine”) and future migrants seeking to establish their main residence 
there. Lastly, at an economic level, these decisions might be seen as resulting from a cost-
benefit calculation based on anticipations whose motivations are in need of being understood 

Globalisation has helped to foster mobility amongst an increasingly broad cross-
section of the general population (meaning "brains", graduates but also seasonal workers, 
pensioners, students, multi-residents or even tourists and long-term visitors.). Devising 
typologies and explanatory methods of investigation, notably ones that can distinguish 
between migration’s varying forms, factors and aims and identify migratory potential 
(Wanner, 2002), is of paramount importance. It is also a serious challenge, given the 
complexity of and interlinkage between the variables driving arbitrages from possible to real - 
some of whose aspects constitute a topic for prospective research. Such knowledge is rooted 
in analyses based on the specificities of certain nationalities, host countries and countries of 
origin (an inventory perspective), or on predicted trends (a flows perspective). This is this 
double orientation that guides the present research effort. 

The object of research 

Forms and effects of the British immigration to France have often significant impact 
on the host country’s rural society. The French countryside is said to attract neo-rural 
individuals (Boulay, 2006) seeking authenticity, quality of life and space. The idea here is that 

                                                 
TP

3
PT The 2004 census indicated the permanent presence of 125,000/130,000 British citizens in France (provisional figures, Guy 

Desplanques, INSEE, CERAMAC Conference, May 2006), a 72% rise since the 1999 census. No information on this 
population’s territorial distribution or demo-economic characteristics will be available before 2008.  
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what we are witnessing is the triumph of “urbanisation” in the countryside (Kayser, 1998 and 
2001). This is notably true for those British who have moved to Aquitaine (Dordogne), 
Normandy (Pays d’Auge) or Brittany (Morbihan)TPF

4
FPT. A 1995 book by Jacques Barou and 

Patrick Prado devoted to the “English in our countryside” clearly revealed a changing rural 
society and the reasons for its attractiveness (low purchasing prices, quality of life, 
professional opportunities in the agricultural and service sectors, good image of rural France, 
the role played by literature and the media and the current economic situation). In addition, 
part of the French countryside’s attraction is said to come from the fact that it has a 
“memory”, unlike its English counterpart (Lord, 2006). Straightforward migration in the UK 
from urban zones to rural spaces confirms the existence of a “counter urbanization cascade” 
that can be explained (Champion, 2001) by “urban containment” policies and by the British 
population’s clearly expressed preference (except for young adults and a few ethnic groups) 
for country life (Holloway, Halfacree, 2006; Walford, 2006). These rural-based approaches, 
which are very interesting and relevant where they involve residents of the British 
countryside, do not cover all the different kinds of British migratory workings however. 

The provisional results of the latest 2004 census attest to a strong British residential 
presence in France, where there are around 130,000 permanent British residents 
(Desplanques, 2006). Regular long-term British flows to France have increased noticeably 
since 1999 (Thierry, 2004; Prioux, 2005). To have a better idea of the British presence in 
France, we should also include the population of 60,000 British owned secondary residences 
in 2004 (Deschamps, 2006). These non-fiscal residents often travel as a couple, sometimes 
accompanied by children. Their visits are relatively long or very frequent. Moreover, we 
could also add the number of non-resident tourists and visitors, since there are so many at 
certain times of the yearTPF

5
FPT. According to the ETNTPF

6
FPT (2003 data, Calzada, Le Blanc, 

Vandendriessche, 2005), 62.5% of British secondary residences can be found in a rural 
setting, 3.6% in an urban setting, 13.7% in the mountains and 20.2% on the coast. In 
comparison with the other foreign nationalities that have a strong presence in France, the 
country’s British (and Dutch) contingents are strongly over-represented in its rural areas and 
under-represented in its cities and on its coasts,  

With regards to location, this British population manifests a strong attraction for 
Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes, these two rural regions (out of a total of 22 mainland French 
regions) accounting together for 30% of all intentions to move, irrespective of the type of 
migration in question: permanent, temporary, or “temporary then permanent” (which it is 
convenient to call “mixed or hybrid”). At the “département” (county) level, Dordogne is 
always the favourite, followed by Charente, Charente-Maritime and, much further back, Lot-
et-Garonne, Lot, Paris and La Manche. 

 

                                                 
TP

4
PT The topicality of this field is shown by the fact that Britain provided at least one-third of the press corps present at 

CERAMAC’s 18-19 May 2006 International Conference called Les étrangers dans les campagnes (Foreigners in the 
countryside), held at Université Blaise Pascal, Clermont-Ferrand and organised by the Commission de Geographie Rurale 
française in conjunction with Kingston University’s Rural Geography Research Group. 
TP

5
PT The number of British in France given by different sources (and reproduced by the media) can vary by a factor of one to 

five or more, depending on what is actually being counted. The fact that this is not always specified can occasionally lead to 
some very regrettable confusion. 
TP

6
PT Here we divide “national tourist areas”(ETN: Espaces touristiques Nationaux) (which differ from France’s official INSEE 

definitions of what comprises an urban or rural setting) into four categories: coastal (rural or urban); mountainous (resort or 
other); rural (other kind of rural); urban (Lourdes, Paris and its metropolitan area, any towns with more than 20,000 
inhabitants). 
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The present study’s prospective questioning approach should help us to achieve 
complete (or at least partial) answers to our four areas of concern: 
- British intentions to move in France, the factors determining future residential choice and 
their location, type of residence and the areas migrants want to move into, whether to 
establish a permanent, secondary or “secondary then main” kind of residence, 
- building typologies of potential British migrants (including their residential biography, the 
permanency of their move and where they plan on living), 
- determine any insurmountable obstacles potential migrants might face,  
- analyse any gaps between potential British migrants’ expectations and the reasons driving 
current residents’ moves (using previous Aquitaine studiesTPF

7
FPT to identify the migratory 

imagination that is so crucial to any migration decision). 

We start with a presentation of theoretical foundations, modes of investigation and 
initial research findings derived from people’s residential biographies. 

We then conduct in-depth analyses revolving around two main aspects: the three types 
of migration (permanent, secondary and “secondary then main”), determinants of choice, 
future residential locations and a typology of future migrants broken down into these three 
types of residency. And using a sample of five French regions seen as possible places to live, 
an in-depth analysis will try to explain territorial attractiveness in terms of inter-area 
selection, competition or arbitrage in relation to their residential vocations, the types of 
migrants involved and how migrants represent the different regions to themselves. The whole 
will be supplemented by attempts to grasp certain aspects of the migratory imagination. 

I. Differential territorial attractiveness: theoretical foundations, 
modes of investigation and initial findings.  

We start with a short summary of our analysis’s theoretical foundationsTPF

8
FPT, followed by 

its methods of investigation (based on an “on-line” questionnaire built using these theoretical 
logics), the survey’s mode of diffusion and any feedback received. We finish by presenting a 
sample of answers and discuss the residential biography’s possible impact on typologies of 
future migrants, reasons for their choices, and moving plans.  

1.1. The theoretical logic at work 

At a theoretical level, remember that migration’s determinants are so complex as to be 
inaccessible, in their entirety to anyone attempting to create a model. This explains why so 
many researchers have turned away from micro-economic approaches. 

Economic analyses of household localisation choices mainly use a hedonic analytical 
framework - but not exclusively. However flawed this approach may be, it does help us to 
explain the link between each site’s own characteristics and the utility that agents derive from 
it (c.f., Jayet, 1995 for a detailed presentation of this corpus), or at least believe they derive 
from it. An initial, static approach tells us that the agent will choose the site with the highest 
indirect utility (after subtracting possible localisation costs). Our starting hypothesis for 
households therefore entails the transferability of household members’ utilities. This leads to 

                                                 
TP

7
PT Gervais-Aguer Marie-Martine, 2003, “ Ces Européens qui bougent: recherche à partir des migrations entre le Royaume-

Uni et la France “, Final research report, written with the kind support of the Aquitaine Regional Council, IERSO-IFREDE, 
Université Montesquieu Bordeaux IV.  
TP

8
PT Logics already presented in Gervais-Aguer Marie-Martine, 2004, Cahiers du Gres, 25, op cit, pages 7 et 8. 
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an analysis of household members’ co-operation modalities. Any couples that fail to agree on 
a move break up. 

Two main corpuses of migration models appear. 

In the first corpus, which Greenwood did a good job at presenting (1969, 1970, and 
1973) the factors determining a site’s attractiveness to migrants include their demand for 
work, the remuneration offered and the workforce quantities the site can absorb.  

The second school of thought, represented by Graves (1979, 1980, 1983 and 1985), 
prefers to highlight “amenities” like the climate, the physical and social environment and any 
public goods and services at agents’ disposition locally. This should be compared with the 
theory of the basis of comparative residential advantage. 

In addition, preference modifications do exist and permeate life cycle considerations: 
the desire to gain autonomy from one’s family to be able to study and/or start a career 
(Drapier, Jayet, 2002), marriage, the birth of children, their departure, retirement, and 
becoming dependent. These stages can translate into different choices, involving demands for 
specific amenities and frequently leading to relocation decisions (Detang-Dessendre, Piguet, 
Schmitt, 2002). The same applies to changes in people’s resources and assets. Re-introducing 
a temporal dimension helps to account for the sum total of an agent’s expected utility flows in 
the light of a particular localisation choice. To a certain extent, this approach is based on 
investment in human capital (Sjaastad, 1962) and revolves around the construct of 
anticipations. This is the whole of questions and problems that guides the present study’s 
approach. Choosing a location means weighing the value of some of its attributes against the 
costs thereof (and the effects of realising certain opportunities). Conversely, habit building 
(Mac Farland, 1970) and economic agents’ inertia can impede mobility.  

In most of these areas, Jayet (1995) shows that analysis remains embryonic. One 
frequent vision of still active migrants is that they operate in an abstract labour market. Where 
pensioners or inactive people are involved, there may be frequent comments on their life cycle 
phase and the occasional reference to biographical details - but little work has been done to 
develop such elements. 

The present study, which can be termed empirical due to the instruments it uses (on-
line survey) and its applications (British population planning a permanent or temporary move 
to France), does incorporate such determinants. These include an inter-temporal dimension, 
biographical elements, the current and future places to live, and any obstacles that might 
cause people to abandon their plans.  

1.2. Survey: modes of diffusion, field, construction and feedback 

1.2.1 Instrument 

The survey is based on the widespread on-line diffusion of an anonymous 
questionnaire covering around 20 major British (national) and French websites visited by 
British people with an interest in France. Our now inactive web page carried the heading of 
our University laboratory. Asides from a questionnaire, it also contained an explanatory letter, 
a map of France (regions, départements) and respondent incentives. A major communications 
work was a constant necessity. 
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1.2.2 Field 

The research object entailed the British population that whilst not yet residing in 
France is thinking about moving there within three years time (on a main, secondary or 
“secondary then main” residence basis). The decision was taken to devise a questionnaire 
around each household and not each person, due to the fact that household members generally 
agree their residential localisation choices jointly. Conversely, interviewees’ socio-
demographic characteristics are broken down for each adult member in a household. 

One of the problems with an unprecedented project of this ilk (but also one of the 
reasons for organising it) is that it involves asking prospective questions of a population 
whose plans to migrate in France are more or less finalised. However, the complexity and 
interlinkage of the variables in play in residential delocalisation may cast doubt on the 
realisation of the planning migration. 

1.2.3 Devising a questionnaire 

Devising the survey’s underlying questionnaire was a crucial stage because of the 
method used, which alternate closed, ranked and open questions. This anonymous document, 
broken down into seven sections and 33 questions, is the product of a compromise between 
concision and analytical necessityTPF

9
FPT. 

UThe first questionU focuses on participants’ residential biography and separates the 
population of potential British migrants into two large groups: those who have already lived 
more than 6 months abroad, "adventurers", and those who have lived less than 6 months 
abroad, "sedentaries". The British are much less sedentary than the French and have a 
stronger tradition of expatriation. However, people’s reasons of the two groups for 
undertaking such an action can vary greatly. Moreover, this biographical aspect impacts to 
varying degrees an individual’s “predisposition” to leave his/her country (Lelièvre, Bonvalet, 
Bry, 1997). 

UThe second section (questions 2 to 5)U focuses on France, and first and foremost on 
biographical factors: knowledge of France, and the reasons for visiting it (tourism, work, 
studies, friends, etc.) due to the differentiated roles they play in the migration decision. Then 
come subjective factors touching on the significance of “French villages” and “French cities”. 
The aim here is to reveal representations of rural and urban France.  

UThe following section (questions 6 to 11)U touches on the more or less certain nature of 
a migration decision, types of migrant households (couples, families, unmarried persons, etc.), 
the expected host French region or département (with three possible choice being ranked by 
order of preference), the type of area preferred (three possible answers ranked by order of 
preference, i.e., countryside, village [or nearby], small town [or nearly], large city or seaside)’ 
and the expected type of the migration (permanent, temporary or “temporary then 
permanent”). This latter factor is crucial to any in-depth analysis of mobility. With multi-
residentiality/bi-residentiality, the gap narrows between main and secondary residencies, with 
the latter often becoming a second main house or else being destined for a more permanent 
status at some point in the future. The amount of time spent in France each year also comes 

                                                 
TP

9
PT Researchers interested by this field can request the questionnaire. 
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into question whenever the residency is not envisioned in permanent terms. This is a crucial 
aspect of “presential” economics.  

UAt the heart of the studyU, questions 12 to 15 focus specifically on plans for residing in 
France, by order of preference: the reasons for choosing a home (five ranked answers), the 
type of housing (ranking three possible answers), and the expected budget.  

USection five (questions 16 to 19)U broaches migration to France: the reasons for this 
(ranked in order of intensity), the problems that British migrants might fear, and the 
possibility that such problems could put an end to the whole enterprise. 

To improve understanding of the factors driving the decision to move, questions 12 
and 16 explicitly link respondents’ reasons for choosing a home and/or for choosing France to 
(almost) identical questions asked in an earlier survey of British residents in Aquitaine. The 
only factor we add is “low cost flights”. Two questions (13 and 17) give the possibility of a 
free answer (under the heading “Other”). The purpose of this identical line of questioning is to 
compare reasons given by future migrants to Aquitaine with those given by current (and 
sometimes long time) Aquitaine residents. It could also help situate the migratory 
imagination, since the factors explaining British migrants’ choice of Aquitaine may not 
necessarily feature the same intensity or ranking. 

UThe sixth section (questions 20 to 29)U focuses on the potential migrant population’s 
demo-economic characteristics: current place of residence, age, gender, whether or not the 
person is professionally active and areas of activity (for the respondent and his/her partner 
where applicable), former areas of activity for pensioners, and annual resources back in the 
UK (in pounds sterling). These characteristics should notably make it possible to create 
migrant typologies.  

UThe final section (questions 30 to 33)U deals with the future life in France (for the 
respondent and his/her partner where applicable) and notably the intention (or not) to exercise 
a professional activity, the area of activity envisaged, expected hours of work, and whether 
this activity would entail working at home. 

1.2.4 Feedback from the questionnaires 

The feedback from the questionnaires comes in the shape of 1,316 answers received 
between late June 2005 and 14 April 2006, with 64 only being sent in hard copy, a not 
particularly productive mode of diffusion. Most answers (more than 95%) are done on-line. 
This corresponds to a sample of 2,750 potential British migrants, including 1,500 thinking 
about establishing their main residence in FranceTPF

10
FPT, most of whom intend to move as a 

couple, sometimes with children. 7.6% say they have no intention to move to France (half of 
these already owning a residence in France should not have answered to the questionnaire).  

Few un-filled questionnaires have been submitted, accounting for less than 1.5% of the 
total. In the properly filled questionnaires, the non-response at some questions rated oscillates 
between 2.6% and 18%. Hence, the analysis will be based only on the citations (i.e. answer 
to questions). 

                                                 

TP

10
PT Permanent and regular annual immigration flows are estimated at 8,000/10,000 British citizens. This varies from one year 

to the next (INED 2005 based on Interior Ministry and OMI statistics).This sample offers a solid basis for analysis. 
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1.3. Sample answers and the impact of residential biography 

After presenting the whole sample, we will be able to observe whether the fact of 
having lived abroad for at least six months affects the typology of future migrants and the 
determinants of migration. We classify 40.8% of respondents as “adventurers” and 59.2% as 
“sedentaries”. 

1.3.1 Household characteristics: types of household, resources, where 
people live, activities 

1.3.1.1. The whole sample refers mainly to Ufuture migrant couples without 
childrenUTPF

11
FPT (68%) between the ages of 50 and 64 (54.9%) or 35 and 49 (30.4%). 52.7% of all 

respondents are men.  

Crossing household types and age brackets (read in column) shows that the 
respondents involved here are relatively older couples together with persons living alone 
(except in the 18-24 age bracket), since couples with one or several children tend to be 
younger. 

 

 

Purchase 
Age bracket

18-24
25-34
35-49
50-64
65-74
75+

TOTAL

as a woman/man
alone

as a couple as a couple with a
child

as a couple with
children

TOTAL

12,2% (  18) 0,9% (   7) 0,0% (   0) 0,6% (   1) 2,3% (  26) 
10,2% (  15) 5,1% (  40) 17,0% (   9) 10,7% (  18) 7,1% (  82) 
26,5% (  39) 21,6% ( 169) 60,4% (  32) 66,7% ( 112) 30,6% ( 352) 
46,3% (  68) 66,3% ( 518) 22,6% (  12) 20,8% (  35) 55,1% ( 633) 

3,4% (   5) 6,0% (  47) 0,0% (   0) 0,6% (   1) 4,6% (  53) 
1,4% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 0,6% (   1) 0,3% (   3) 

100% ( 147) 100% ( 781) 100% (  53) 100% ( 168) 100% (1149)  
 
The Uhousehold’s levelU of resources oscillates between a £25,000 and £40.000 annual 

bracket (32.3%) and the above £55,000 bracket (28.2%). The lower resource categories count 
for at best one-fifth of the total, the same as the £40,000 to £55,000 bracket. 

The Ucurrent place of residencyU for this population is first of all North West England 
(12.2%) followed by the North East with 11.6%, then London (9.9%) and the East. More than 
7% of all respondents are already living abroad, including 1.3% in France. 

76.4% of the respondents in these households are professionally UactiveU, as are 71% of 
their partners. The Uleading areas of activityU are IT (Computers, Telecommunications), 
followed by education/training, local and central government, healthcare and 
banking/insurance. For their UpartnersU, education is the most important field, closely followed 
by IT, healthcare and public sector work. UPensioners’ former areas of activityU translate age 
and generational effects.  IT only comes in fifth place with a score of 4.1%. The top ranking 
goes to central and local government, followed by education/training, banking/insurance and 
healthcare. UFor the retired partnerU (who is often a woman), social work is the most important, 
alongside healthcare, but public sector and secretarial activities also carry some weight. IT 
only represents 3.8% of the total, with age and generational effects often combining here with 
gender effects. 

                                                 
TP

11
PT Childless couples are people who may or may not be married, who have or have not children, but want to move to France 

without their children – as opposed to couples moving with children. It was impossible to take some household types into 
account, like persons living alone (never married or divorced or widowed) moving to France with child/ren. 
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1.3.1.2. Possible impact of residential biography 

The only significant difference is where people currently live (Table). Proportionately, 
more “adventurers” (“yes” column) live in London. Above all, many more live abroad. 
 

Lived outside of UK? 
Ranking of current place of residence

North West
North East
London
East
South West
South
West
South East
Center
Scotland
Wales
U.K.
France
Ireland
USA
Northern Ireland
England
Guernsey, Jersey Channel Islands
Belgique
Germany
Espagne
Canada
Hong Kong
Italie
The Netherlands
Emirats Arabes Unis
Isle of Man
South Africa
Malte
Oman
Soudan
Thailand
Japon
Nouvelle-Zélande
Australie
Singapour
Pologne
Russie
Iceland
Luxembourg
TOTAL

yes no TOTAL

8,9% (  42) 14,6% ( 103) 12,3% ( 145) 
9,1% (  43) 13,2% (  93) 11,6% ( 136) 

12,1% (  57) 8,5% (  60) 9,9% ( 117) 
7,2% (  34) 11,3% (  80) 9,7% ( 114) 
8,7% (  41) 8,9% (  63) 8,8% ( 104) 
8,9% (  42) 8,1% (  57) 8,4% (  99) 
7,2% (  34) 7,4% (  52) 7,3% (  86) 
6,0% (  28) 7,9% (  56) 7,1% (  84) 
3,8% (  18) 8,1% (  57) 6,4% (  75) 
5,7% (  27) 3,1% (  22) 4,2% (  49) 
2,6% (  12) 3,7% (  26) 3,2% (  38) 
2,1% (  10) 1,6% (  11) 1,8% (  21) 
2,3% (  11) 0,6% (   4) 1,3% (  15) 
1,9% (   9) 0,3% (   2) 0,9% (  11) 

2,1% (  10) 0,1% (   1) 0,9% (  11) 
1,1% (   5) 0,8% (   6) 0,9% (  11) 
0,9% (   4) 0,6% (   4) 0,7% (   8) 
0,9% (   4) 0,6% (   4) 0,7% (   8) 
1,3% (   6) 0,0% (   0) 0,5% (   6) 
1,1% (   5) 0,1% (   1) 0,5% (   6) 
0,9% (   4) 0,0% (   0) 0,3% (   4) 
0,6% (   3) 0,1% (   1) 0,3% (   4) 
0,6% (   3) 0,0% (   0) 0,3% (   3) 
0,4% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 0,2% (   2) 
0,4% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 0,2% (   2) 
0,4% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 0,2% (   2) 
0,0% (   0) 0,3% (   2) 0,2% (   2) 
0,2% (   1) 0,1% (   1) 0,2% (   2) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 
0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 0,1% (   1) 
0,2% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 

100% ( 470) 100% ( 707) 100% (1177)  

Note that “adventurers” are slightly older than “sedentaries”, more interested in 
moving to France as a “single” person and a little less likely to be part of a couple. Most 
people in both categories do live in a couple, leading to a slightly higher annual resource 
levels. 

Lastly, the two categories barely differ in terms of people exercising a profession, with 
more than three-quarters of the whole sample being currently active. Sedentaries’ partners are 
slightly more active. The areas of activity for “adventurers” are somewhat more geared 
towards IT, education/training, banking/insurance, higher education and aviation, and less 
towards construction, social work and accounting. The differences are less obvious for their 
partners. Inactive people’s former areas of activity vary due to the focus on 
education/training, with IT and production (engineering) activities being higher for 
“adventurers” and the public sector, defence/police, primary and secondary education being 
more widespread amongst “sedentaries”. Finally, the different populations vary slightly. 
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1.3.2. Familiarity with France, intention to migrate and nature of the move 

1.3.2.1. More than 98 % of all interviewees are Ufamiliar with FranceU. UThe total 
reasons givenU for visiting France are: tourism (38%) (“vector of residential embeddedness”, 
Gervais, 2006), followed by visits to friends (14.8%) then the ownership of a secondary 
residenceTPF

12
FPT. Nearly half (40.7%) have already lived outside of the United Kingdom. 

Regarding the Uintention to make a purchaseU within the next three years, 72.3% are 
firm, 12.9% unsure, 4.1% expect to move later, with 3.2% expecting to become tenants. 7.6% 
of all households do not want to move to France. 

The interviewees want to move to France primarily to set up their Umain residenceU 
there (56.8%), followed by the U“secondary then main” residence categoryU (25.1%), with the 
Usecondary residenceU only category amounting to a mere 18.1% of the total. 

If we cross the intention to make a purchase with the type of migration (see Table 
below), we realise that this intention is higher where main residences are concerned. Moving 
to become a tenant is a rarity, irrespective of the type of migration involved. 
 

Main or secondary residence? 
Intention to buy in France?
yes
maybe
later
no
live in France as a tenant

TOTAL

main second second then main other TOTAL

80,7% ( 542) 70,3% ( 147) 70,3% ( 201) 50,0% (   9) 75,9% ( 899) 
10,1% (  68) 17,7% (  37) 18,9% (  54) 5,6% (   1) 13,5% ( 160) 

4,5% (  30) 4,8% (  10) 2,8% (   8) 5,6% (   1) 4,1% (  49) 
1,5% (  10) 4,8% (  10) 5,6% (  16) 16,7% (   3) 3,3% (  39) 
3,3% (  22) 2,4% (   5) 2,4% (   7) 22,2% (   4) 3,2% (  38) 

100% ( 672) 100% ( 209) 100% ( 286) 100% (  18) 100% (1185)  
 

Lastly, in the Usecondary residence categoryU, nearly 64% intend to stay two to six 
months per annum in France. Visits of fewer than two months count for less than 17.4 % of 
the total. 

1.3.2.2. Possible impact of residential biography 

Nearly (or more than) 98 % of interviewees are Ufamiliar with FranceU, with both 
categories giving as their reasons for visiting tourism (35.7% for adventurers, 39.5% for 
sedentaries), followed by visits to friends and the ownership of a secondary residence.  

 
Lived outside of UK? 

Reasons for being familiar with France
as a tourist
to visit friends
for other reasons
to stay at a second home
for work
to visit relatives
on a school visit
on an exchange

TOTAL

yes no TOTAL

35,7% ( 387) 39,5% ( 595) 37,9% ( 982) 
14,8% ( 160) 14,7% ( 222) 14,7% ( 382) 
14,3% ( 155) 13,9% ( 210) 14,1% ( 365) 
11,8% ( 128) 14,5% ( 219) 13,4% ( 347) 
11,6% ( 126) 4,8% (  73) 7,7% ( 199) 

4,8% (  52) 5,2% (  78) 5,0% ( 130) 
3,6% (  39) 4,5% (  68) 4,1% ( 107) 
3,4% (  37) 2,8% (  42) 3,0% (  79) 

100% (1084) 100% (1507) 100% (2591)  

                                                 
TP

12
PT As for the reasons given for visiting France to stay in a Usecondary residenceU, surprisingly a number of respondents 

indicated that they themselves did not own any property in the country. After clarification, it became apparent that this 
referred to stays in a secondary residence owned by another British national.  
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The only real difference between the populations is the desire to work, which is two 

and a half times stronger for “adventurers” (11.6%) than for sedentaries (4.8%). 

In terms of the Uintention to make a purchaseU within the next three years, 71% of all 
adventurers are firm in their intent, vs. 73.4% of all sedentaries. There are few variations here, 
with only 7.3 to 7.8% respectively not seeking a move to France. 

The interviewees mainly want to move to France to set up their Umain residenceU there. 
The proportion is higher for adventurers (60% vs. 53.4%). The second most common reason 
is the desire to set up a U“secondary then main” residenceU (from 23.7% to 25.1%). The mere 
fact of owning a Usecondary residenceU in France accounts for no more than 14.5% of the 
responses given by those who have already lived in a foreign country, vs. 20% for everyone 
else. This state of affairs also affects the reasons given for the choices people make, where 
they think about moving to and their purchasing budgets.  

 
Lived outside of UK? 

Main or secondary residence?
main
second then main
second
other

TOTAL

yes no TOTAL

60,0% ( 286) 53,4% ( 373) 56,0% ( 659) 
23,7% ( 113) 25,5% ( 178) 24,7% ( 291) 
14,5% (  69) 20,0% ( 140) 17,8% ( 209) 

1,9% (   9) 1,1% (   8) 1,4% (  17) 
100% ( 477) 100% ( 699) 100% (1176)  

1.3.3 Motivations for choosing France or a particular home  

Reasoning along Udeterminant criteria linesU means reintroducing the answers’ order and 
examining our criteria in light of the citations with the highest rankings. These first ranked 
answers are then considered determinant for future localisation decisions, even when they are 
not the ones mentioned with the greatest frequency.  

1.3.3.1 Whole sample  

1. Regarding the choice of France, amongst the Udeterminant reasonsU (first ranked 
citations) given to explain why someone comes to France (Table below), we find lifestyle 
(51.1%), the paragon of a hedonic cause for this type of migration.  

 
1rst ranked reasons for moving to France

life style
standard of living
affinity for french people
climate
property prices
family
professional
health service
for other reasons (specify in the next question )
presence of other members of the family
presence of other British nationals
low cost transport

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

596 51,1% 
122 10,5% 
120 10,3% 

98 8,4% 
80 6,9% 
61 5,2% 
32 2,7% 
19 1,6% 
18 1,5% 
15 1,3% 

4 0,3% 
1 0,1% 

1166 100%  

This is a notion whose contours are complex to ascertain. The point here is not for the 
British to simply adapt a French lifestyle, a term whose associated paradigm goes well 
beyond “Frenchness” (French bread, 35 hour work week, the countryside, etc.). For some 
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British, its meaning (according to IPPR and MRI – see bibliography) would seem to involve 
more of a personal choice to live differently than the rest of society, marching to the beat of a 
different drum, which is after all a relatively typical characteristic of the Taffluent and 
sophisticatedT British middle classes who may or may not want to adopt a French lifestyle. 
This item is followed by standard of living, with 10.5% of citations. Then comes affinity for 
the French (10.3%). Climate and property prices are evoked in fewer than 9% and 7% of all 
responses, respectively. Professional and health reasons are few and far between, as is the 
presence of other family members. Lastly, the presence of fellow British nationals and “low 
cost flights” almost never receive top billing.  

Irrespective of their order, we need to interpret each of these Ucriteria’s importanceU, to 
wit, the overall frequency with which a particular criterion of choice is mentioned.  

Where France has been chosen for Ureasons that are important but not determinantU, we 
always find lifestyle on top with 21.2%, with climate coming in second at 17.1%. Note that 
these two hedonic factors account for nearly 40% of the total. They are followed by standard 
of living and affinity for the French. Note the greater intensity attributed here to standard of 
living and price. Both factors are relatively well positioned, with healthcare lagging far 
behind. Bringing up the rear, there is “low cost flights” and the presence of other British 
nationals. 

 
Reasons for moving to France?

life style 21,2%

climate 17,1%

standard of living 15,1%

affinity for french people 14,9%

property prices 13,8%

health service 8,0%

family 3,0%

for other reasons (specify in the next question ) 2,2%

professional 1,7%

presence of other members of the family 1,6%

low cost transport 0,8%

presence of other British nationals 0,7%  

Amongst the “other” reasons for choosing France (where they are mentioned), 
leading the pack we find the country’s attractiveness (notably its culture, history, language 
and gastronomy), followed by quality of life (low density, space, environment and climate). 
England’s relative lack of attractiveness is associated with the desire to change one’s life for 
professional, financial or educational reasons. These four reasons account for more than 70% 
of the “other” citations. 

2.  For the choice of a home, amongst Uthe determinant reasonsU we find the clear  
 

1rst ranked reasons for choosing a home

quality of environment
property prices
previous knowledge of village or town
for other reasons (specify in question 13)
proximity of your workplace
proximity of entertainment facilities
proximity of transport facilities
low cost transport
presence of other British residents

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

767 65,7% 
191 16,4% 

97 8,3% 
39 3,3% 
27 2,3% 
18 1,5% 
18 1,5% 

6 0,5% 
5 0,4% 

1168 100%  
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domination of the quality of the environment (65.7%), a regionally-specific hedonic factor, 
followed by property prices (16.4%) and previous knowledge of the area (8.3%). “Low cost 
flights” and the presence of other British nationals never have much of an impact. 

Irrespective of the order of citation, Uimportant but not determinant reasonsU, there is no 
change in the order given for the top three reasons. Only the intensity varies, with “low cost 
flights” being a little more frequent and receiving 3.5% of all citations. 
 

Reasons for choosing home?

quality of environment 26,4%

property prices 23,1%

previous knowledge of village/town 15,3%

proximity of transport facilities 9,8%

proximity of entertainment facilities 7,9%

for other reasons 7,9%

low cost transport 3,5%

proximity of your workplace 3,2%

presence of other British nationals 2,9%
 

As for “other” reasons for choosing a home (when mentioned), we again find 
lifestyle and quality of the environment, both of which are highly ranked hedonic factors. 
Then come pleasant social relationships and the desire to integrate, followed by more 
practical reasons like proximity to schools, services and stores. The quality of the property 
appears after this point. 

 
Ranking of reasons "other" for home

Quality of life, food, drink, weather, better standard of living
Way of life, pleasant environment,peace and quiet, climate, safer
Fairly community, friendliness of local people, friends,proximity friends french or relatives
Proximity and quality of schools, good local facilities, access to markets, good shop
Large garden, scenery, buiding style, more space
Proximity to mountains, golf, roman site, vineyard, seaside
Posibility of gite and b and b, of rental income, self catering, development potential, investment
Landscape, cultural and touristic area
Proximity of airport, railways, facilities of transport
No Brit, no U.K., new life
Healthcare
Spacious house, spacious land in France
Misc : ADSL, political motives
Misc. hobbies : cyclism, walking, gardening, skiing, sailing
Family  life, place for family visit
Social stability
Land for horses, good riding, animals
Inherited property, live near relatives, no choice
A place who accept gay lifestyle
Business
Proximity of friends (french or brit)
TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

110 16,6% 
108 16,3% 

95 14,3% 
76 11,5% 
58 8,7% 
32 4,8% 
31 4,7% 
27 4,1% 
23 3,5% 
22 3,3% 
15 2,3% 
14 2,1% 
13 2,0% 
10 1,5% 

8 1,2% 
5 0,8% 
5 0,8% 
4 0,6% 
3 0,5% 
2 0,3% 
2 0,3% 

663 100%  
 

1.3.3.2. Possible impact of residential biography 

1. Regarding the choice of France, we find the same rankings and more or less the 
same level of intensity in the main reasons mentioned by both subsets. For “adventurers” 
however, a greater weight is accorded to objective reasons like property prices, professional 
activity and health, and slightly less to “lifestyle”, affinity for the French and climate, all of 
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which are more hedonic in nature. This is confirmed in the “other” reasons given, a category 
where professional, financial, educational or training reasons are evoked with the greatest 
frequency. 

2. Regarding the choice of a home, both subsets also give a similar ranking to the 
main reasons they mention, with 60.7% of adventurers and 69% of sedentaries referring to the 
quality of the environment. Property prices are more important to adventurers, however, as is 
proximity to leisure facilities, services and transportation plus “low cost flights”, all of which 
are objective factors of choice.  

1.3.4 Elements considered as obstacles impeding a move to France. 

1.3.4.1 Whole sample  

1. Amongst the expected obstacles impeding a definitive move to France, the most 
frequently mentioned are ones casting doubt on the entire enterprise. Reasons can be financial 
(35.4%) and “other” (26.9%) in nature. Note however that one-quarter of all British 
respondents envisage no problems at all.  

 
First ranked problems with the move

financial plan
other : language, regulations, etc.(specify in the next question)
cost of accomodation
difficulty with house hunting
lack of assistance with settling in France
TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

348 35,4% 
265 26,9% 
168 17,1% 
120 12,2% 
83 8,4% 

984 100%  
 

2. “Other” obstacles (26.9% of all citations) are dominated by language, 
bureaucracy/regulations, distance from one’s family and problems with the French labour 
market. The Table below focuses on the four most frequently mentioned obstacles at first 
rank. 
 

First ranked "other" problems

language difficulties, integration barrier, technical language
bureaucracy, regulations, new ruling, lack of suitable pension arrangements
Distance for elderly parents, for children
lack of employment opportunities, no entreprenurial system, high taxation of work

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

97 39,0% 
69 27,7% 
42 16,9% 
41 16,5% 

249 100%  

Note that these are problems inherent either to the host country (bureaucracy, labour 
market), or to the migrant him/herself (integration, family, friends). Host region policies and 
the need for assistance structures mainly pertain to the dreaded flaws in the French public 
(and private) sectors and/or a fear of very different systems in many areas, plus the 
misunderstandings that are likely to ensue. 

1.3.4.2. Possible impact of the residential biography 

1. There are few variations in the expected obstacles to a definitive move to France, 
with objective financial problems being ranked slightly higher for adventurers, and “other” 
kinds of problems (like house-hunting and a lack of assistance) being slightly more important 
to sedentaries with no experience in expatriation. 

2. Amongst “other” obstacles, bureaucracy/regulation and labour market issues are 
clearly more important to “adventurers”. These are fears relating to the host country itself. 
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Sedentaries suffer more from fears about language, integration, distance from one’s family 
and friends or possible family tensions - all relating to the migrant and his/her entourage of 
people. 

1.3.5. Residence: type, localisation and budget 

1.3.5.1 Whole sample 

1. Households list as their preferred territorial destination (first column in Table) 
the countryside (30.6%), followed by villages (19.7%), proximity to villages (18.2%) and 
small cities (11.8%). The seaside accounts for a mere 8% and big cities are not very popular at 
all. 

 

Type of area?

countryside
in a village
near a village
near a small town
seaside
in a city
in a town
near a city

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit.
 (rang 1)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 2)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 3)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
(somme)

Fréq.

349 30,6% 140 13,3% 155 16,9% 644 (1,70) 20,7% 
225 19,7% 156 14,8% 197 21,5% 578 (1,95) 18,6% 
208 18,2% 352 33,4% 80 8,7% 640 (1,80) 20,6% 
135 11,8% 190 18,0% 249 27,2% 574 (2,20) 18,5% 

91 8,0% 101 9,6% 125 13,7% 317 (2,11) 10,2% 
55 4,8% 14 1,3% 10 1,1% 79 (1,43) 
52 4,6% 70 6,6% 50 5,5% 172 (1,99) 
27 2,4% 30 2,8% 49 5,4% 106 (2,21) 

1142  1053  915  3110 

2,5% 
5,5% 
3,4% 

100%  

UIrrespective of a citation’s rankingU (last column in Table), the most frequent choices 
are living in the country, then living near a village, in a village and finally near a small city. In 
short, the countryside is attractive, whereas cities and the seaside are less so. 

2. Places where people plan to live 
  

French regions' ranking

Aquitaine
Poitou-Charentes
Normandie (Upper/Lower combined)
Midi-Pyrénées
Languedoc-Roussillon
Bretagne
Limousin
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Pays-de-la-Loire
Ile-de-France
Rhône-Alpes
Bourgogne
Centre
Nord-Pas-de-Calais
Auvergne
Picardie
Lorraine
Alsace
Franche-Comté
Champagne-Ardennes
Corse

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit.
 (rang 1)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 2)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 3)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
(somme)

Fréq.

170 15,6% 50 12,5% 26 13,7% 246 (1,41) 14,6% 
169 15,5% 55 13,7% 16 8,4% 240 (1,36) 14,3% 
131 12,0% 29 7,2% 12 6,3% 172 (1,31) 10,2% 
103 9,5% 41 10,2% 11 5,8% 155 (1,41) 9,2% 

87 8,0% 29 7,2% 16 8,4% 132 (1,46) 7,9% 
85 7,8% 44 11,0% 15 7,9% 144 (1,51) 8,6% 
73 6,7% 30 7,5% 22 11,6% 125 (1,59) 7,4% 
68 6,2% 18 4,5% 12 6,3% 98 (1,43) 5,8% 
59 5,4% 37 9,2% 17 8,9% 113 (1,63) 6,7% 
36 3,3% 11 2,7% 8 4,2% 55 (1,49) 3,3% 
26 2,4% 22 5,5% 5 2,6% 53 (1,60) 3,2% 
20 1,8% 3 0,7% 6 3,2% 29 (1,52) 1,7% 
20 1,8% 8 2,0% 4 2,1% 32 (1,50) 1,9% 
15 1,4% 6 1,5% 5 2,6% 26 (1,62) 1,5% 
14 1,3% 10 2,5% 5 2,6% 29 (1,69) 1,7% 

5 0,5% 2 0,5% 2 1,1% 9 (1,67) 0,5% 
4 0,4% 0 0,0% 2 1,1% 6 (1,67) 0,4% 
2 0,2% 2 0,5% 4 2,1% 8 (2,25) 0,5% 
1 0,1% 1 0,2% 1 0,5% 3 (2,00) 0,2% 
1 0,1% 3 0,7% 0 0,0% 4 (1,75) 0,2% 
0 0,0% 0 0,0% 1 0,5% 1 (3,00) 0,1% 

1089  401  190  1680 100%  
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UAmongst the preferred reasons for moving to a particular regionUTPF

13
FPT (Table above, first 

column), note a clear preponderance of two relatively rural regions in South West France: 
Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes. Both achieve almost the same score, at 15.6% and 15.5% 
respectively. The third most mentioned region is Normandy 12% (Upper and Lower 
combinedTPF

14
FPT). Midi-Pyrénées only accounts for 9.5% of all preferences. Ca. 17% of all 

respondents are not sure yet where exactly they want to move. 

Irrespective of the order of choices made, the top four regions have a similar hierarchy 
(last column of the Table). 

UWhere départements are mentionedU, the preferred destinations are Dordogne, 
Charente and Charente-Maritime, well ahead of Lot-et-Garonne, Lot, Paris and La Manche. 

3. The first choice type of residence (first column in the Table) is an old house in 
need of restoration (46.9% of all choices) followed by other unspecified types. Then come 
new houses (13.9%). Vacant land and flats represent a mere 7% and 5.3%of citations, 
respectively. 

 
 

Type of house?

an old house to restore
other
a new house
land to built your own house on
a flat

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit.
 (rang 1)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 2)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
 (rang 3)

Fréq. Nb. cit.
(somme)

Fréq.

526 46,9% 141 24,2% 59 21,4% 726 (1,36) 36,7% 
303 27,0% 80 13,7% 59 21,4% 442 (1,45) 22,3% 
156 13,9% 155 26,6% 72 26,1% 383 (1,78) 19,3% 
78 7,0% 164 28,2% 67 24,3% 309 (1,96) 15,6% 
59 5,3% 42 7,2% 19 6,9% 120 (1,67) 

1122  582  276  1980 100% 
6,1% 

 

UIrrespective of the citations’ rankingU (last column in the Table), we find old houses in 
need of restoration in first place with 36.7%. This time around, however, new houses (19.3%) 
and vacant land (15.6%) are no longer marginal choices. 

4. The indicated purchasing budget is mostly around €150,000 (41%), then €250,000 
(27%). A middling price of €180 000 is only mentioned 21% of the time, with 11% of 
respondents stating that they are prepared to invest more than €400,000. 

 
Purchasing budget?

€150,000
€250,000
€180,000
€400,000 or more

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

461 41,1% 
302 26,9% 
236 21,0% 
124 11,0% 

1123 100%  

Purchasing budgets differ by region of preference, with Rhône-Alpes, Ile-de-France 
and Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur respectively accounting for 31% to 33% of the higher 
budget (€400,000 or more). Centre and Brittany account for a high proportion of the lower 
budgetary category (€150 000), followed by Pays-de-la-Loire.  

                                                 
TP

13
PT Amongst the regional choice groupings or rankings of places to live that we chose, the “no responses” came in first place 

with 17.2% (227 households), with ca. 30% not wanting to move to France. Some are already in the country, whereas others 
are uncertain as to the location of their future residence in France. 
TP

14
PT This grouping is indispensable for the analysis, since more than three-quarters of all respondents (asides from those who 

have indicated a specific département) did not indicate “Upper or Lower”. 
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Purchasing budget? 
First ranked French regions
Poitou-Charentes
Aquitaine
Normandie (Upper and Lower combined)
Midi-Pyrénées
Languedoc-Roussillon
Bretagne
Limousin
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Pays-de-la-Loire
Ile-de-France
Rhône-Alpes
Bourgogne
Centre
Auvergne
Nord-Pas-de-Calais
Picardie
Lorraine
Alsace
Franche-Comté
Champagne-Ardennes

TOTAL

150,000 euros 250,000 euros 180,000 euros 400,000 euros or
more

TOTAL

42,5% (  68) 29,4% (  47) 19,4% (  31) 8,8% (  14) 100% ( 160) 
32,7% (  52) 34,0% (  54) 20,1% (  32) 13,2% (  21) 100% ( 159) 
46,9% (  60) 20,3% (  26) 29,7% (  38) 3,1% (   4) 100% ( 128) 
32,7% (  32) 37,8% (  37) 14,3% (  14) 15,3% (  15) 100% (  98) 
31,3% (  26) 37,3% (  31) 16,9% (  14) 14,5% (  12) 100% (  83) 
64,2% (  52) 11,1% (   9) 22,2% (  18) 2,5% (   2) 100% (  81) 
50,0% (  32) 25,0% (  16) 20,3% (  13) 4,7% (   3) 100% (  64) 
21,9% (  14) 28,1% (  18) 18,8% (  12) 31,3% (  20) 100% (  64) 
55,9% (  33) 22,0% (  13) 18,6% (  11) 3,4% (   2) 100% (  59) 
24,0% (   6) 28,0% (   7) 16,0% (   4) 32,0% (   8) 100% (  25) 
25,0% (   6) 33,3% (   8) 8,3% (   2) 33,3% (   8) 100% (  24) 
35,0% (   7) 30,0% (   6) 25,0% (   5) 10,0% (   2) 100% (  20) 

66,7% (  12) 16,7% (   3) 0,0% (   0) 16,7% (   3) 100% (  18) 
50,0% (   7) 28,6% (   4) 21,4% (   3) 0,0% (   0) 100% (  14) 
46,2% (   6) 15,4% (   2) 30,8% (   4) 7,7% (   1) 100% (  13) 
20,0% (   1) 40,0% (   2) 40,0% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 100% (   5) 

0,0% (   0) 50,0% (   2) 25,0% (   1) 25,0% (   1) 100% (   4) 
0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 100% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 100% (   2) 

100% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 100% (   1) 
100% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 0,0% (   0) 100% (   1) 

40,7% ( 416) 27,9% ( 285) 20,1% ( 206) 11,3% ( 116) 100% (1023)  

The in-depth analysis section below will compare these findings against the permanent 
or temporary nature of the planned migration. 

1.3.5.2. Possible impact of the residential biography 

1. Rural territorial preferences are far and away the most popular options 
(countryside, close to a village and in a village), accounting for 70.8% of sedentaries’ choices 
and 65.1% of adventurers’. Moving to an urban setting (town, city or close to a town) is 
nearly twice as popular amongst adventurers (16.1% vs. 9%), however, with an identical 
percentage of members in both camps (7.9%) opting for the seaside.  

2. People can have quite specific plans in terms of the places they want to live. 
Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes are the top choices for both categories, with sedentaries more 
inclined to move to Poitou-Charentes (16.8% vs. 13.7%) and adventurers to Aquitaine (16% 
vs. 15.4%). Normandy is third choice for sedentaries (13.5%), followed at a distance by 
Brittany (9.6%) and Midi-Pyrénées (8.8%). For adventurers, Midi-Pyrénées (10.3%) beats 
Normandy (9.7%) into third place. Then come Languedoc-Roussillon (8.8%) and Provence-
Alpes-Côte d’Azur (8.3%). Adventurers are twice as likely to list Ile-de-France, mentioned 
4.5% of the citations (vs. 2.5% for sedentaries), or Rhône-Alpes (3.6%, vs. 1.6%), as possible 
destinations. 

3. The two categories barely differ in terms of their main residential preferences, 
with old houses in need of restoration being far and away the most popular in both instance, 
(46.2% for adventurers, 47.4% for sedentaries). The only real difference is moving into a flat, 
mentioned by 8.1% of all adventurers vs. 3.4% of all sedentaries, reflecting the relative over-
representation of urban and unmarried persons in the adventurer subset. 

4. Both categories of migrants have similar purchasing budget rankings, although the 
intensity can vary greatly. Adventurers are clearly more inclined to a higher budget with 
nearly 43% ready to invest €250,000 or more vs. 35% for sedentaries. Inversely, more than 
44% of the latter envisage a budget of €150,000, vs. 35.9% of all adventurers. This data 
should be compared by the level of annual resources and above all by the desire to establish a 
main residency in France, which is more strongly felt by those who have already explored 
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other horizons. Planned budgets where a main residence is concerned are higher than for a 
secondary residence, irrespective of the migrant’s level of annual resources. 
 

Purchasing budget? 
Lived outside of UK?
yes
no

TOTAL

€150,000 €180,000 €250,000 €400,000 or more TOTAL

35,9% ( 163) 21,4% (  97) 28,0% ( 127) 14,8% (  67) 100% ( 454) 
44,3% ( 293) 20,8% ( 138) 26,3% ( 174) 8,6% (  57) 100% ( 662) 
40,9% ( 456) 21,1% ( 235) 27,0% ( 301) 11,1% ( 124) 100% (1116)  

1.3.6 Activity in France: intention to work, modes of exercising a 
professional activity and areas of activity 

1.3.6.1 Whole sample  

1. Once in France, 28.4% of all households decide to exercise an activity, with one-
third of respondents being hesitant or uncertain and 39% not wanting to work at all. 

 
Intention to work in France?

no
yes
maybe
dont know

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

474 38,9% 
346 28,4% 
321 26,3% 
78 6,4% 

1219 100%  

2. Nearly two-thirds would exercise an activity on a part-time basis, and 50% on a 
part-time or full-time basis at home. 

If we only look at the 28.4% who want to work and cross their professional mode 
for exercising an activity with the place where they want to do this, we learn that the 
relatively fewer individuals who want to work on a part-time basis (137 citations vs. 199) are 
much more often inclined to work at home than those who expect to work full-time.  
 

Expected work at home? 
Full-time or part-time?

part-time
full-time

TOTAL

yes partly no TOTAL

35,8% ( 49) 44,5% ( 61) 19,7% ( 27) 100% (137) 
28,6% ( 57) 34,7% ( 69) 36,7% ( 73) 100% (199) 
31,5% (106) 38,7% (130) 29,8% (100) 100% (336)  

3. The areas of activity envisaged most frequently are firstly tourism (B+B’s, 
campsite, leisure) then education and private lessons, with a certain number also wanting to 
work in IT. A not insignificant proportion has no detailed idea of what they want to do and 
non-answered citations reach 49%. We get the same rankings with respondents’ partners, 
albeit with a slightly different intensity. When we focus solely on the 28.4% who do want 
to work, the same areas of activity are mentioned, but unsurprising fewer persons have no 
better than a vague notion of what they want to do. 

Lastly, it is interesting to note that with regards to the current activity or the 
future area of activity in France (crossed matrix), few activities feature 50% identical 
professions (or areas of activity). Translating the desire, once people get to France, to break 
completely free from their current professional lifestyle, this is seen as a positive thing and 
affects the decision to migrate. 
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Table of the first four areas of activities mentioned: 42% of all citations 
 

Desired areas of activity in France

tourism (rentals, B+B, travel, etc.)
Education, teaching, further education
No specific ideas, anywhere with work
Computer,IT

TOTAL CIT.

Nb. cit. Fréq.

118 37,2% 
88 27,8% 
59 18,6% 
52 16,4% 

317 100%  

1.3.6.2. Possible impact of the residential biography 

1. The intention to work in France is higher for adventurers (approximately one 
third) than for sedentaries (ca. one quarter). Yet inactivity dominates in both subsets, with 
sedentaries being much less decisive in this respect (“maybe” and “don’t know”). 

 
Intention to work in France? 

Lived outside of UK?
yes
no

TOTAL

yes no maybe dont know TOTAL

32,3% ( 158) 38,2% ( 187) 24,5% ( 120) 4,9% (  24) 100% ( 489) 
25,9% ( 187) 39,6% ( 286) 27,5% ( 199) 7,1% (  51) 100% ( 723) 
28,5% ( 345) 39,0% ( 473) 26,3% ( 319) 6,2% (  75) 100% (1212)  

 
2. Activities are supposed to be mainly exercised on a part-time basis, although 

adventurers are more inclined towards full-time employment, with more than half of them 
wanting to work either partially or completely at home. 

 
Full-time or part-time? 

Lived outside of UK?
yes
no

TOTAL

part-time full-time TOTAL

60,7% ( 176) 39,3% ( 114) 100% ( 290) 
67,9% ( 281) 32,1% ( 133) 100% ( 414) 
64,9% ( 457) 35,1% ( 247) 100% ( 704)  

 

3. The areas of activity that both subsets envisage with the greatest frequency are 
tourism (B+B’s, campsite, leisure) with 15.5% of adventurers and 16.4% of sedentaries, then 
education and private lessons. Then comes the desire to work in IT, especially amongst 
adventurers – who are also more likely to evoke professions like specialised consultancy, 
healthcare and banking/insurance. A much lower proportion of adventurers are undecided 
about their future activity than sedentaries. In actual fact, professional projects in France, 
where they exist, are generally more advanced for adventurers, since they are more likely to 
come to France for professional reasons in the first place. The same applies to their partners, 
although the intensity varies slightly depending on the area of activity in question. 
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Our initial modal analysis tells us that the typology of the population of potential 
migrants mainly involves couples without children between the ages of 50 and 64, with both 
members being currently active and working in IT, education or training. It involves a 
household that currently resides in North West and North East England and is more or less 
middle class in resource terms (although nearly 30% belong to the higher resource category). 

Depending on the residential biography, the typology appears to vary little, with 
adventurers (41% of the sample) being slightly older and planning to migrate more as 
“singles”. Moreover, they tend to be active in professions that offer somewhat better pay. 
They currently live more in London or outside of the UK. Their resources are slightly higher, 
with a greater representation of the higher income brackets but fewer respondents from the 
lower ones. The two populations are not exactly the same. 

The vast majority of people intend to move their main residence (or future main 
residence) to France. This is especially true for adventurers, whose plans seem more 
advanced and finalised (with fewer non-answered citations). Expatriation can also be 
discerned in the reasons people give for making the choices they do. Hedonic determinants 
with “lifestyle” are dominant in both migrant subsets to those whose choice is France-
oriented, the quality of the environment is more important to the choice of their home. But 
such determinants are less crucial to adventurers, who are more likely to emphasize objective 
reasons (like property prices, professional reasons and health system) when choosing France 
and when focused on choosing a home, the proximity of services and transportation 
(including “low cost” flights) is what matters. Obstacles, which adventurers mention less 
often, are also more objective for them, being dominated by reasons like finance, regulation 
(bureaucracy) and the labour market, instead of reasons relating to integration or to one’s 
family, which are more important to sedentaries.  

Both subsets are likely to move to a rural area, but adventurers can also be interested 
in an urban setting. This might explain why they are relatively over-represented in terms of 
moves involving flats, although both subsets largely prefer old houses in need of restoration. 
Adventurers have a much higher purchasing budget. This is due to their level of resources, 
but also reflects the permanent nature of their residency and their preferred destination 
regions. 

Both subsets’ favourite regions indicate a preference above all for rural destinations 
(Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes). Note that for adventurers, Aquitaine, where property is 
often more expensive, is ahead of Poitou-Charentes (as opposed to sedentaries), with Midi-
Pyrénées coming in third place, followed by Normandy. This adventurers' subset also 
produced a lesser number of non-responses and is relatively over-represented in Provence-
Alpes-Côte d’Azur, Ile-de-France and Rhône-Alpes, more urban regions where prices are 
higher. Sedentaries’ third and fourth place choices are Normandy and Brittany. 

Lastly the intention to work once in France, whilst being a minority in both cases, is 
higher for adventurers, reflecting the permanent nature of their residency and also the fact 
that their professional plans are more specific, given the lower proportion of undecided 
respondents in this subset. 

Plans to migrate to France are undeniably more certain and planned in greater 
detail by those who have already experienced expatriation. 
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II. In-depth analysis of attractiveness  
The present section will only present those elements that we consider to be the most 

significant for apprehending residential delocalisation and territorial attractiveness.  

Analysis will revolve around two aspects. 

The first focus will be the type of migration envisaged: permanent, secondary or 
“mixed”. This will involve the determinants of residential choice, their localisation and a 
typology of future migrants broken down into the three modes for moving - modes that will 
later have to be neutralised so that their impact can be apprehended. 

Then, based on a sample of five planned destination regions in France  - with three 
(Aquitaine, Poitou-Charentes and Normandy) being chosen because of their attractiveness and 
the two others, P.A.C.A. and Ile-de-France because of their specificities - the in-depth 
analysis will try to explain territorial attractiveness in selection, competition or arbitrage 
terms, relating it to the residential vocation of the spaces in question, the types of migrants 
involved, their representations of French village and cities and the importance of “home” for 
the British. This ultimately gives us cause to broach migratory imagination as a topic. 

2.1. Which migrations and which migrants for which residential 
choice? 

2.1.1 Approach focusing on the nature of the migration 

The term migration is usually used to indicate changes of permanent residency 
accompanied by changes in the spaces people inhabit. The present study will also use this 
term, however, to refer to “secondary residences destined to become main homes” (“mixed” 
or” hybrid” migration) where a person has clearly expressed a wish to change where s/he 
lives. The same applies to secondary residencies where future British migrants plan to spend 
relatively long periods of time. What is involved here is a second residence as opposed to a 
secondary one, meaning that most of the individuals in this category should be classified as 
bi-residents. The border between permanent and temporary residence is increasingly blurred 
with the phenomena of bi and multi- residentiality. However, despite commendable advances 
made by some researchers (studies by Brigitte Baccaïni), these concepts are currently the only 
ones used in wide scale public surveys. 

Understanding the effects of the different kinds of migration means that we first need 
to familiarise ourselves with the underlying motivations that persuaded interviewees to live in 
France, before ascertaining their reasons for choosing their future home (after always 
differentiating the permanent, temporary or hybrid nature of the planned move).  

2.1.1.1. Determinants for choosing France 

We can observe (Table below) the preponderance of lifestyle (and life framework) in 
the three types of move. For the British, this hedonic factor appears determinant in future life 
choices. It is slightly more important where secondary residences are involved, to the 
detriment of the standard of living. This is unsurprising with temporary visits where people 
are less concerned with this latter factor.  
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On the other hand and counter-intuitively, “affinity with the French” seems more 
important to those future migrants who are engaged in a hybrid or secondary move as opposed 
to a permanent one. 

 
Main or secondary residence? 

1rst ranked reasons for moving to France
life style
standard of living
affinity for french people
climate
property prices
family
professional
health service
for other reasons (specify in the next question )
presence of other members of the family
presence of other British nationals
low cost transport

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

50,2% ( 323) 53,9% ( 110) 51,8% ( 147) 51,3% ( 580) 
11,8% (  76) 7,8% (  16) 10,2% (  29) 10,7% ( 121) 
8,1% (  52) 12,7% (  26) 13,7% (  39) 10,3% ( 117) 
7,9% (  51) 8,3% (  17) 8,8% (  25) 8,2% (  93) 
7,6% (  49) 3,9% (   8) 7,4% (  21) 6,9% (  78) 
6,4% (  41) 4,9% (  10) 2,8% (   8) 5,2% (  59) 
2,5% (  16) 5,4% (  11) 1,1% (   3) 2,7% (  30) 
1,6% (  10) 1,5% (   3) 2,1% (   6) 1,7% (  19) 
1,9% (  12) 0,5% (   1) 0,7% (   2) 1,3% (  15) 
1,6% (  10) 0,0% (   0) 1,4% (   4) 1,2% (  14) 
0,5% (   3) 0,5% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,4% (   4) 
0,0% (   0) 0,5% (   1) 0,0% (   0) 0,1% (   1) 

100% ( 643) 100% ( 204) 100% ( 284) 100% (1131)  
The dependency is significant. Chi2 = 39.80, ddl = 22, 1-p = 98.86%. 

12 cases (33.3%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

Property prices seem to play a more important role in permanent (or future permanent) 
residencies. This is understandable given the often higher purchasing budget involved. It 
remains that British participating in this type of definitive migration tend to declare lower 
annual resources, although on arrival in France they have at their disposal a fair amount of 
capital after having disposed of part or all of their assets in their country of origin.  

In the decision to migrate definitively in France, family reasons and the presence of 
other family members also play an important role, much more so than the presence of fellow 
British nationals. Both of these reasons are less widespread in the two other kinds of 
migration. Curiously, professional reasons, which by the by are not very widespread 
anywhere, seem much more pervasive where a secondary residence is involved (with only 
11% of those who mentioned this reason expecting to spend fewer than two months a year), to 
the detriment of the motivations given for permanent and future permanent moves. At the 
same time, respondents are much more indecisive about exercising a profession when a 
secondary residence is involved, relativising this motivation’s role. 

Lastly, the interesting group of future migrants seeking a “temporary then permanent 
move”, in their motive to have chosen France, on the one hand, are close to those who think to 
migrate definitively (property prices, standard of living and presence of other family 
members), and on the other hand, are close to those who plan a temporary move (affinity for 
the French or enjoy the climate). Their plans are less set, whereas a future permanent move 
depends on multiple factors. Statistical analysisTPF

15
FPT (factorial by multiple correspondences) 

validates this dataTPF

16
FPT.  

Although the type of migration is said to have an effect on some of the reasons for the 
decision to move to France, lifestyle plays a key role. We need to examine the typology of 
migrants in terms of the type of move. After all, these populations are not necessarily 
identical, given that demo-economic characteristics can leads to differences in the reasons 
given. Hence the need to neutralise certain differencesTPF

17
FPT (notably household types), and to 

                                                 
TP

15  Maps are too voluminous to be displayed here. If interested, please contact the author. PT

TP

16
PT The correspondences map (1) (16.6% of the variance explained by the two axes) shows very clearly the similar nature of 

the criteria for choosing France being applied by migrants seeking permanent and mixed residence, as well as the more 
diffuse positioning of those who are only planning a temporary visit.  
TP

17
PTThe constraint for this homogenisation remains the need to ensure that the population size is large enough for each stratum. 
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observe whether differences persist between the reasons expressed. By so doing, we will be 
able to improve our understanding of the role played by the nature of the migration. 

2.1.1.2 Determinants for choosing a home 

Should we be highlighting major divergences based on the type of migration or should 
the analysis try to determine specificities by focusing on migrants and the regions they pick? 
 

Main or secondary residence? 
1rst ranked reasons for choosing a home
quality of environment
property prices
previous knowledge of village or town
for other reasons (specify in question 13)
proximity of your workplace
proximity of entertainment facilities
proximity of transport facilities
low cost transport
presence of other British residents

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

65,9% ( 425) 62,9% ( 129) 68,3% ( 198) 66,0% ( 752) 
16,0% ( 103) 18,0% (  37) 15,2% (  44) 16,1% ( 184) 

7,6% (  49) 9,3% (  19) 9,0% (  26) 8,2% (  94) 
3,7% (  24) 2,4% (   5) 2,8% (   8) 3,2% (  37) 
3,3% (  21) 2,4% (   5) 0,3% (   1) 2,4% (  27) 
1,4% (   9) 2,9% (   6) 1,0% (   3) 1,6% (  18) 
1,4% (   9) 1,5% (   3) 1,7% (   5) 1,5% (  17) 
0,3% (   2) 0,5% (   1) 1,0% (   3) 0,5% (   6) 
0,5% (   3) 0,0% (   0) 0,7% (   2) 0,4% (   5) 

100% ( 645) 100% ( 205) 100% ( 290) 100% (1140)  
The dependency is not significant. Chi2 = 16.69, ddl = 16, 1-p = 59.38%. 

11 cases (40.7%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 
We readily note the preponderance of the quality of the environment in these three 

types of moves. This hedonic factor, which touches upon the future living framework in 
France, appears determinant in the choice of a home. 

The score is slightly higher for “secondary then main” residences, to the detriment of 
property prices, a factor that is more important where secondary residences are involved since 
there is no need to purchase a residence for leisure purposes. Logically, despite this category’s 
relatively high annual resources respondents here plan a smaller purchasing budget, since 
there is no question of selling off assets. 

On the other hand, “previous knowledge of the area” seems slightly more important to 
future migrants involved in a secondary and “secondary then main” move than to those 
planning permanent residency. Logically, this is very much to the detriment of workplace 
proximity. The same holds for transportation, albeit to a lesser extent.  

Amongst the “other” reasons expressed, a sense of attraction for France and its culture, 
history, gastronomy, etc. are much more important to people seeking permanent and hybrid 
residency than are area-related hedonic factors. The opposite applies to secondary visits. Note 
in addition the not insignificant number of professional, educational and family reason given 
where a permanent move is involved. In case of a hybrid visit, a lack of attraction for the UK 
and a desire to change one’s life are more frequent.  

The type of migration is thought a priori to have relatively little effect on the reasons 
given for choosing a homeTPF

18
FPT. The proximity of leisure facilities, however, is more important 

to some secondary residents tempted by holiday-oriented living arrangements. We will need 
to take a closer look at these aspects by specifically examining the region (or département) 

                                                 

TP

18
PT Statistical analysis (factorial maps in multiple correspondence) validates this data by clearly showing on the map (2) 

(19.8% of the variance explained by the two axes) the connection of  individuals seeking permanent and secondary residence 
with their main reasons for choosing a home.  
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where the move is being planned in light of the migration’s permanent, mixed or temporary 
nature. 

2.1.2. Migrants’ differential typology: main features  

As regards the residential biography, remember that a larger proportion of British 
who have already experienced expatriation are willing to envisage a permanent move, with a 
proportionately bigger percentage of sedentaries planning a mixed and secondary migration.  

The dominant age bracket for future migrants is 50-64, followed by 35-49. The latter 
accounts for one-third of mixed residency migrants. The 25-34 and 65-74 brackets are a little 
more represented amongst permanent movers, where the breakdown by age is more balanced. 

 
Main or secondary residence? 

Age bracket
50-64
35-49
25-34
65-74
18-24
75+

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

53,8% ( 353) 58,2% ( 121) 57,2% ( 166) 55,5% ( 640) 
29,4% ( 193) 30,3% (  63) 33,1% (  96) 30,5% ( 352) 

8,2% (  54) 5,8% (  12) 5,2% (  15) 7,0% (  81) 
5,8% (  38) 2,4% (   5) 3,4% (  10) 4,6% (  53) 
2,4% (  16) 3,4% (   7) 0,7% (   2) 2,2% (  25) 
0,3% (   2) 0,0% (   0) 0,3% (   1) 0,3% (   3) 

100% ( 656) 100% ( 208) 100% ( 290) 100% (1154)  

In terms of household type, couples without children largely dominate (especially in 
case of a mixed migration), notably reflecting the preponderance of 50-64 year olds 
everywhere. Inversely, persons living alone (but not necessarily the same ones) are relatively 
less widespread in case of a hybrid residency, where people tend to be older (with widow/ers) 
since younger people tend to be associated with a secondary residence - one-third of 
respondents in this category being in the 18-34 bracket, versus a figure of one-quarter where a 
main residence is involved. A higher proportion of couples with one child envisage a mixed 
migration, whereas couples with several children tend more towards secondary residence. Out 
of everyone interested in main residence, only 18.4% of households with one or several 
children want to move to France. Pulling up one’s roots is much more complicated when 
teenage children are involved. 

 
Main or secondary residence? 

Purchase
as a couple
as a couple with children
as a woman/man alone
as a couple with a child

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

67,2% ( 437) 68,3% ( 136) 71,1% ( 199) 68,4% ( 772) 
13,8% (  90) 16,1% (  32) 14,3% (  40) 14,3% ( 162) 
14,3% (  93) 14,6% (  29) 7,9% (  22) 12,8% ( 144) 
4,6% (  30) 1,0% (   2) 6,8% (  19) 4,5% (  51) 

100% ( 650) 100% ( 199) 100% ( 280) 100% (1129)  

Exercising a profession dominates in all cases but this factor is 10 points higher for 
future secondary residents, with the “mixed” category being closer to them than to permanent 
residents. This is barely if at all related to people’s age, with 50-64 year olds being the 
majority everywhere. On the other hand, amongst future permanent residents there are slightly 
more elderly persons who remain active but are likely to stop working within three years. 

 
Main or secondary residence? 

Exercising a profession?
yes
no

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

72,3% ( 467) 83,3% ( 169) 80,9% ( 233) 76,4% ( 869) 
27,7% ( 179) 16,7% (  34) 19,1% (  55) 23,6% ( 268) 
100% ( 646) 100% ( 203) 100% ( 288) 100% (1137)  
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Most currently active people are found amongst the future permanent residents who 
want to work in France (42.5% plus 29.5% undecided) and have professional plans. Their 
move to France cannot be solely analysed in terms of pensioner migrations (28% do not want 
to work anymore, including 85% above the age of 50).  

One-fifth of the currently inactive persons in the future permanent residence category 
want to exercise a professional activity. The others are undecided, with only 60% stating that 
they do not want to work. These proportions of future active persons are higher than those 
observed in the other two types of migrations. 

Lastly, with respect to the respondent’s partner (who tend to be women when future 
and mixed permanent residence is involved), most currently exercise a profession but to a 
lesser extent that the respondents themselves. The intention to work, which is not quite as 
high, obeys the same trends as observed above. Respondents are mainly active couples. 

 
Main or secondary residence? 

Partner has a profession?
yes
no

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

66,8% ( 386) 75,9% ( 142) 76,2% ( 205) 70,9% ( 733) 
33,2% ( 192) 24,1% (  45) 23,8% (  64) 29,1% ( 301) 
100% ( 578) 100% ( 187) 100% ( 269) 100% (1034)  

 
Current activities are concentrated around several main areas: IT, 

education/training, public sector, health, banking/insurance, management and social work. 
There are several small variations in intensity depending on the type of migration, with age 
appearing more discriminatory than gender. 

The level of annual resources is higher for future secondary residents, since a 
“superfluous” purchase of this kind requires a higher living standard. Moreover, this practice 
is not very widespread in the United Kingdom, where property prices are very high. In the 
future secondary visit category, note the large proportion (42.6%) of respondents with 
revenues of more than £55,000 annually, against one fifth in the permanent category and one 
third in the mixed. The secondary category also features more respondents from the upper 
£40,000/55,000 bracket. 

Inversely, one-quarter of future permanent residents have a lower living standards, with 
a third of them being in the £25,000/40,000 bracket, and a total of 61% living on relatively 
modest means. The latter are members of the middle and low-income groups, with only one-
fifth considering that they possess substantial resources. Aspirants to a mixed migration tend 
to be situated more in the middle and upper resource classes.  
 

Main or secondary residence? 
Level of annual ressources
...from £ 25,000  to 40,000  per year?
...more than £55,000 per year?
from £40,000 to 55,000 per year?
...less than £25,000 per year

TOTAL

main second second then main TOTAL

36,2% ( 231) 21,3% (  43) 33,6% (  95) 32,8% ( 369) 
20,0% ( 128) 42,6% (  86) 34,3% (  97) 27,7% ( 311) 
18,8% ( 120) 23,3% (  47) 21,6% (  61) 20,3% ( 228) 
25,0% ( 160) 12,9% (  26) 10,6% (  30) 19,2% ( 216) 
100% ( 639) 100% ( 202) 100% ( 283) 100% (1124)  

Eventually, people seeking a move to France have common features regardless of the 
nature of their migration. However they do differ slightly in terms of their residential 
biography, in terms of numbers of type of households, in terms of level of resources, and by 
the extent to which they currently exercise a profession. 
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2.1.3. Homogenising the population: impact on residential choiceTPF

19
FPT 

The British having a long tradition of living outside of their country of origin, something 
confirmed in our sample when we observe that 40.8 % have lived (or currently live) in 
abroad. We start our examination of the impact of this residential experience by neutralising 
the nature of the migration. The same approach is pursued in our examination of how 
household type impacts each kind of migration, once we have neutralised this factor and 
observed the way age, activities, resources and location impacts residential choice. 

2.1.3.1. Homogenising the population by type of move and by the way 
biographical elements (like mobility abroad) affect the criteria of choice  

1- Where a main residence is involved  

The two main determinants in choosing France (lifestyle and living standards) have the 
same order of magnitude in both migrant subsets and account for more than 61% of the total. 
The experience of expatriation is mainly manifested through a lesser affinity for the French or 
for the climate, and through the relatively greater priority given to prices, professional factors 
and healthcare. These are more objective reasons for making a choice than the ones used by 
sedentaries. Statistical analysis validates these observationsTPF

20
FPT.  

 
Lived outside of UK? 

1rst ranked reasons for moving to France
life style
standard of living
affinity for french people
climate
property prices
family
professional
for other reasons (specify in the next question )
presence of other members of the family
health service
presence of other British nationals

TOTAL

yes no TOTAL

50,4% (141) 49,7% (179) 50,0% (320) 
11,8% ( 33) 11,9% ( 43) 11,9% ( 76) 

6,4% ( 18) 9,4% ( 34) 8,1% ( 52) 
6,8% ( 19) 8,9% ( 32) 8,0% ( 51) 
8,2% ( 23) 7,2% ( 26) 7,7% ( 49) 
5,4% ( 15) 7,2% ( 26) 6,4% ( 41) 
3,6% ( 10) 1,7% (  6) 2,5% ( 16) 
2,5% (  7) 1,4% (  5) 1,9% ( 12) 
1,8% (  5) 1,4% (  5) 1,6% ( 10) 
2,9% (  8) 0,6% (  2) 1,6% ( 10) 
0,4% (  1) 0,6% (  2) 0,5% (  3) 

100% (280) 100% (360) 100% (640)  
The dependency is not significant. Chi2 = 12.66, ddl = 10, 1-p = 75.70%. 

Regarding the choice of a home, we have basically identical comment, with the 
quality of the environment being a largely determinant factor for both groups but especially 
for sedentaries, as opposed to property prices, which are more important to adventurersTPF

21
FPT.  

Aquitaine (first choice for adventurers) and Poitou-Charentes (first choice for 
sedentaries) are the preferred regions when this kind of permanent migration is at stake. 

 

 

                                                 
TP

19
PT A major constraint is still the need to maintain a significant number of citations (15 at least) for each stratum created. 

TP

20
PT The correspondences map (3) (19.4% of the variance explained by the two axes) shows very clearly the similarity between 

future migrants’ two main criteria for choosing France as their main residence, whether or not they’ve been expatriates 
before. It also shows each group’s specificity in terms of certain future choice factors. 
TP

21
PT The correspondences map (4) (23.5% of the variance explained by the two axes) displays little specificity for each 

population group in terms of the main factors underlying the choice of a home. 
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2- Where a secondary residence is involved 

Choice's specificities for France are more pronounced in sedentaries’ lifestyle and 
affinity for French choices, and in adventurers’ comparatively greater focus on the living 
standardsTPF

22
FPT. 

This is also confirmed in the determinants cited when choosing a home, with 
sedentaries much more likely to stress the quality of the environment, prices and previous 
knowledge of an area, whereas adventurers focus more on the proximity of leisure facilities 
and transportation. Note that P.A.C.A is better placed than Aquitaine amongst adventurers 
whereas Poitou-Charentes and Normandy are equally ahead of Aquitaine for sedentaries. 
The residential biography seems to have a greater impact on residential choice when a 
secondary as opposed to a main residence is in question. 

3- Where a “secondary then main” residence is involved 

The two main determinants for choosing France are less distantTPF

23
FPT than is the case 

with secondary visits, although most sedentaries continue to emphasize lifestyle and affinity 
for the French. 

Regarding the determinants for choosing a home, the greater intensity of the first 
two criteria of choice is comparable with what we see in the case of permanent residency, 
given the stress on quality of the environment, a factor that largely determinant for both 
migrant groups but higher for sedentaries, to the detriment of property prices, which are more 
important to adventurers. Other criteria of choice vary for both secondary and permanent 
movers, translating the ambiguity of people’s moving plans. Note that as a place to establish 
one’s main residence, Aquitaine is number one amongst adventurers ahead of Poitou-
Charentes and Normandy (PACA only coming in fifth place) whereas for sedentaries Poitou-
Charentes and Normandy are tied for first, both ahead of Aquitaine. The residential 
biography has an ambiguous role in mixed migrations, reflecting the delayed nature of 
future permanent moves. 

2.1.3.2. Homogenising the population by type of move and by the impact of 
the household type on residential choice. 

1. Where a main residence is involvedTPF

24
FPT, if for the choice of France the determinant 

criterion remains largely predicated on a “lifestyle” decision in all household types, for the 
relatively few people who are unmarried or living alone (88 citations), affinity for the 
French is second, for couples in general the second criterion is “living standards” and 
unsurprisingly, for couples with one and especially several children, family reasons are a 
strong second reason for migratingTPF

25
FPT.  

                                                 
TP

22
PT The correspondences map (5) (22.5% of the variance explained by the two axes) very clearly shows the specific position 

of each population group in terms of the factors underlying the choice of France where secondary residences are involved. 
TP

23
PT The correspondences map (6) (21.9% of the variance explained by the two axes) rather clearly shows the each population 

group’s specificity in terms of some factors involved in choosing France where a two-stage lifetime project is in question. 
TP

24
PT The main residence will be more developed than the other types of migration due to the large size of the population 

affected and the possibility of creating strata and sub-strata in sufficient numbers. 
TP

25
PT The correspondences map (7) (20% of the variance explained by the two axes) validates the specificity of each type of 

household in terms of some of the criteria applied in the choice of France. 
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As regards the choice of a home, the three top criteria are ranked in the same order: 
quality of the environment, property prices and previous knowledge of an area. The intensity 
is very different, however, with the environment being much more important to couples, 
slightly more important to persons accompanied by children and less significant to unmarried 
or persons living alone for whom prices are more essential.  

Persons living alone prefer Ile-de-France, followed at an equal distance by Poitou-
Charentes and Normandy, and then P.A.C.A.. Couples prefer Poitou-Charentes and 
Aquitaine, followed at a distance by Midi-Pyrénées. Couples with child/ren prefer 
Aquitaine, well ahead of Poitou-Charentes and Normandy. 

 
Purchase 

First ranked French regions
Aquitaine
Poitou-Charentes
Midi-Pyrénées
Normandie (Upper and Lower combined)
Bretagne
Languedoc-Roussillon
Limousin
Pays-de-la-Loire
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Ile-de-France
Rhône-Alpes
Bourgogne
Auvergne
Centre
Nord-Pas-de-Calais
Lorraine
Picardie
Alsace

TOTAL

as a woman/man
alone

as a couple as a couple with
child/ren

TOTAL

9,9% (  9) 16,9% ( 68) 17,4% ( 20) 15,9% ( 97) 
12,1% ( 11) 17,6% ( 71) 13,0% ( 15) 15,9% ( 97) 

6,6% (  6) 11,2% ( 45) 11,3% ( 13) 10,5% ( 64) 
12,1% ( 11) 8,7% ( 35) 13,0% ( 15) 10,0% ( 61) 

5,5% (  5) 7,2% ( 29) 10,4% ( 12) 7,6% ( 46) 
8,8% (  8) 7,9% ( 32) 4,3% (  5) 7,4% ( 45) 
4,4% (  4) 7,7% ( 31) 7,8% (  9) 7,2% ( 44) 
2,2% (  2) 6,5% ( 26) 6,1% (  7) 5,7% ( 35) 

11,0% ( 10) 2,5% ( 10) 6,1% (  7) 4,4% ( 27) 
15,4% ( 14) 2,7% ( 11) 0,9% (  1) 4,3% ( 26) 

4,4% (  4) 2,7% ( 11) 2,6% (  3) 3,0% ( 18) 
1,1% (  1) 2,5% ( 10) 1,7% (  2) 2,1% ( 13) 
0,0% (  0) 2,0% (  8) 1,7% (  2) 1,6% ( 10) 
3,3% (  3) 1,5% (  6) 0,0% (  0) 1,5% (  9) 
3,3% (  3) 1,2% (  5) 0,9% (  1) 1,5% (  9) 
0,0% (  0) 0,5% (  2) 0,9% (  1) 0,5% (  3) 
0,0% (  0) 0,5% (  2) 0,9% (  1) 0,5% (  3) 
0,0% (  0) 0,2% (  1) 0,9% (  1) 0,3% (  2) 

100% ( 91) 100% (403) 100% (115) 100% (609)  
The dependency is very significant. Chi2 = 72.76, ddl = 34, 1-p = 99.99%. 

22 cases (40.7%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

Age also plays a not insignificant but contrasting role in the preference expressed 
for moving permanently to certain regions.  

For persons living alone, Ile-de-France is the clear winner in the young “singles” 18-
24 age bracket, accounting for two-thirds of all preferences. Poitou-Charentes is top for the 
65-74 bracket. Less overwhelmingly, Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur is in first place ahead of 
Ile-de-France for the 35-49 age bracket. In the 50-64 age bracket this is Normandy, followed 
by Poitou-Charentes. Lastly, the 25-35 bracket’s choices are less noteworthy, with Ile-de-
France, Aquitaine and Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur all joint first place and well ahead of the 
other regions. This is coherent with the criteria for choosing a home, in the sense that the 
quality of the environment is far and away the dominant factor for people over the age of 35, 
whereas for younger unmarried persons focus more on prices or even the proximity of leisure 
facilities. 

For couples migrating without children and for young persons in the 18-24 age 
bracket, Ile-de-France is the clear winner with half of all preferences (ahead of Normandy and 
Midi-Pyrénées). The same applies, albeit to a lesser degree, for the 25-34 bracket, where 
P.A.C.A is second, followed by Pays-de-la-Loire. For the 35-49 bracket, Aquitaine is in firstP

 

Pplace ahead of Poitou-Charentes, followed by Midi-Pyrénées and Normandy. For the 50-64 
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bracket, Poitou-Charentes is ahead of Aquitaine, the latter being well ahead of Languedoc-
Roussillon and Pays-de-la-Loire in the 65-74 bracket. 

These observations are also relatively coherent with the reasons given for choosing a 
home. The quality of the environment is clearly dominant, whereas for price is the crucial 
factor for the youngest couples, with the environment being no more important than the 
proximity of leisure facilities. For the 25-34 bracket, workplace proximity reappears in second 
place.  

Couples migrating with one or several children are concentrated in three age 
brackets: 35-49, 50-64 and then 25-34. The 25-34 category is equally attracted by Poitou-
Charentes, Aquitaine and Normandy, followed by Limousin. The 35-49 bracket prefers 
Aquitaine then Normandy, followed at an equal distance by Brittany and Poitou-Charentes. 
Lastly, the 50-64 bracket us attracted by Poitou-Charentes, followed at an equal distance by 
Aquitaine, Midi-Pyrénées and Brittany. Note moreover that in regards to the choice of a 
home, the quality of the environment is clearly dominant in all three age groups. This hedonic 
factor is overwhelming in the 50-64 bracket. 

Couples without children and above the age of 35 constitute the largest cohort of 
migrants interested in future permanent residency, along with (albeit to a lesser extent) 
couples with children. The preferred region for these subsets is sometimes Aquitaine, 
sometimes Poitou-Charentes. Young unmarried persons and young couples without children 
choose differently, opting in particular for Ile-de-France and P.A.C.A.. This is a situation 
where age has a stronger influence than type of household. 

 For future migrants, residential choice also depends on other characteristics, like 
whether or not the individual is currently exercising an activity. 

 Where a main residence is involved, 70.6% of respondents who live alone are 
currently active, versus only half of the very young and 30% of the 65-74 bracket. Note that, 
proportionately, many more currently inactive very young unmarried persons go for Ile-de-
France, whereas much older individuals living alone prefer Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes 
(where there are more pensioner migrations). Currently active persons living alone are 
therefore split more uniformly amongst France’s different regions, with Normandy being 
preferred, followed at an equal distance by Ile-de-France, P.A.C.A. and Poitou-Charentes and 
then by Aquitaine. 

 More than 70% of respondent couples migrating without children are active, as are 
65% of their partners. Note a stronger attraction of active persons for Aquitaine than for 
Poitou-Charentes (with the opposite holding for inactive people), followed by Midi-Pyrénées 
and Normandy. Ile-de-France exerts little attraction, except amongst very young active 
persons. 

 More than 85% of couples migrating with one or several children are currently 
active, as are three-quarters of their partners. Note that active people are strongly attracted by 
Aquitaine, followed at a distance by Poitou-Charentes then Normandy and Brittany. For the 
few inactive respondents, Brittany shoots back to the top of the table. 

Active persons account for most future migrant households. With the exception of 
young unmarried persons and young couples without children (who opt for Ile-de-France 
whether or not they are professionally active), these subsets often prefer either Aquitaine or 

 - 32 -



Prospective analysis: residential choice and territorial attractiveness  

Poitou-Charentes. This is a situation where it would seem that the type of household has a 
stronger influence on choice than the fact of exercising a profession. 

The level of resources also plays a role in these choices. 
Future migrants who live alone who fit into the two highest annual resource 

categories (resources-based analysis, but with 11 citations only) manifest a preference for a 
permanent move to Ile-de-France, followed at an equal distance by Provence-Alpes-Côte 
d’Azur, Normandy and Languedoc-Roussillon. On the other hand, they are less attracted by 
Poitou-Charentes, and not at all by Aquitaine. Those who declare a lower level of income (the 
largest category, with 39 citations) still manifest a preference for Ile-de-France equal with 
Normandy, followed by Poitou-Charentes and P.A.C.A. Lastly, the lower middle income 
category (31 citations) likes Midi-Pyrénées and Aquitaine ahead of Ile-de-France. Note that 
only three respondents ticked the next income level up. 

Couples migrating without children and fitting into the lowest and highest annual 
resource brackets head for Poitou-Charentes. The mid-levels opt for Aquitaine. In both cases, 
Midi-Pyrénées is in third place. 

Couples migrating with child/ren and who fit into the lowest annual resources 
category (27 citations) prefer Brittany, followed by Normandy and Limousin. More affluent 
respondents move to Aquitaine, followed by P.A.C.A. and Languedoc-Roussillon. The lower 
middle income bracket, ticked 58 times (as is the most affluent category), prefers Poitou-
Charentes, followed closely by Aquitaine and further back by Normandy. Lastly in the upper 
middle bracket we find Aquitaine, followed at an equal distance by Poitou-Charentes and 
Normandy (36 citations). 

The level of resources plays a complex and contrasting role that varies in the 
destination region according to the household type. Aquitaine is often preferred by couples 
with or without children in the middle (rather in the higher part) income brackets. Poitou-
Charentes is preferred at the lower middle levels, with the South East attracting people on a 
higher income and Ile-de-France acting as a magnet for all unmarried persons (affluent or 
not).  

Lastly, future migrants’ current place of residency also plays a role in their choice 
of a destination regionTPF

26
FPT. 

Migrants who are unmarried or live alone and come from London prefer Ile-de-
France and Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur. Normandy is top for those who come from South 
East England. In North West England, they prefer Poitou-Charentes and Rhône-Alpes. 

Couples who come from North West, North East, East, South and South West 
England prefer Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes, whereas those who come from of London 
prefer equally Aquitaine and Ile-de-France (these are urban populations for whom Poitou-
Charentes and P.A.C.A. only come in sixth place). Scots manifest a very clear preference for 
Aquitaine and to a much lesser degree for Languedoc-Roussillon, with the Welsh preferring 
Brittany and Pays-de-la-Loire. 

Couples migrating with child/ren and who come from Central, Eastern and South 
West England, Scotland or Ireland have a clear preference for Aquitaine. Those who come 
from North East, West, South West and South East England prefer Poitou-Charentes. Those 

                                                 
TP

26
PT Stereotypical portraits of future migrants from London and Scotland are available. 
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who come from London (few people) split equally between Aquitaine, Ile-de-France, 
P.A.C.A., Midi-Pyrénées and Brittany.  

Finally, it is clear that what attracts most of these migrants (including some 
Londoners) is the idea of establishing their main residence in Aquitaine. This holds but to a 
lesser degree in Poitou-Charentes, above all for migrants from London. 

Where there are networks of migrants from a given region of origin, this can be 
determinant in the choice of a destination. This is quite clear with the Scots, slightly less so 
for the Welsh and even less so for certain Londoners. We can link this observation with the 
household type, residential biography, age, activity (or former activityTPF

27
FPT) and level of 

resources, all of which indicates that a certain selection is at work here.  

2. Where a secondary residence is involved 
P.A.C.A. is well ahead for persons living alone followed by Aquitaine. For couples, 

Aquitaine wins, followed by Poitou-Charentes and Normandy. For couples with child/ren 
Poitou-Charentes wins easily in front of Aquitaine, Languedoc-Roussillon and P.A.C.A. This 
is coherent with respondents’ choice of France and a home. 

 
Purchase 

First ranked French regions
Aquitaine
Poitou-Charentes
Normandie (Upper and Lower combined)
Languedoc-Roussillon
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Midi-Pyrénées
Bretagne
Pays-de-la-Loire
Limousin
Ile-de-France
Centre
Nord-Pas-de-Calais
Rhône-Alpes
Bourgogne
Auvergne

TOTAL

as a woman/man
alone

as a couple as a couple with
child/ren

TOTAL

17,4% (  4) 19,0% ( 23) 10,3% (  3) 17,3% ( 30) 
4,3% (  1) 17,4% ( 21) 17,2% (  5) 15,6% ( 27) 
8,7% (  2) 15,7% ( 19) 6,9% (  2) 13,3% ( 23) 
8,7% (  2) 12,4% ( 15) 10,3% (  3) 11,6% ( 20) 

26,1% (  6) 7,4% (  9) 10,3% (  3) 10,4% ( 18) 
8,7% (  2) 6,6% (  8) 6,9% (  2) 6,9% ( 12) 
4,3% (  1) 6,6% (  8) 6,9% (  2) 6,4% ( 11) 
4,3% (  1) 5,8% (  7) 6,9% (  2) 5,8% ( 10) 
0,0% (  0) 5,0% (  6) 6,9% (  2) 4,6% (  8) 
4,3% (  1) 0,8% (  1) 6,9% (  2) 2,3% (  4) 
0,0% (  0) 2,5% (  3) 0,0% (  0) 1,7% (  3) 
8,7% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 3,4% (  1) 1,7% (  3) 
4,3% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 3,4% (  1) 1,2% (  2) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 3,4% (  1) 0,6% (  1) 
0,0% (  0) 0,8% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,6% (  1) 

100% ( 23) 100% (121) 100% ( 29) 100% (173)  
The dependency is a little significant. Chi2 = 38.19, ddl = 28, 1-p = 90.51%. 

35 cases (77.8%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

Despite the small sample size of persons living alone and couples with child/ren, we 
will analyse only couples migrating without children. 

Age plays a role in such households’ choice. The younger ones are clearly the 
contingent that prefers Normandy, whereas the older ones prefer Poitou-Charentes. The 
middle-aged opt for Aquitaine, with more than 80% of this latter category being currently 
active. Migrants to Poitou-Charentes and Aquitaine are more affluent than migrants to 
Normandy. 

As for the areas where future migrants currently live, a clear majority of those who 
come from North West England move to Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes, whereas Southern 
British prefer Normandy, apparently due to geographic proximity. 

                                                 
TP

27
PT Our study of Aquitaine British residents highlights certain common residential choices made by some individuals (notably 

ex-members of the Royal Navy plus other older expatriates), notably in favour of Lot-et-Garonne. 
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3. Where a “secondary then main” residence is involved 
For persons living alone, P.A.C.A. and Normandy is top, in front of Aquitaine, Midi-

Pyrénées and Brittany. Couples prefer Poitou-Charentes ahead of Normandy followed by 
Aquitaine. Couples with child/ren opt for Aquitaine and Normandy in joint first place, ahead 
of Midi-Pyrénées and Brittany. Migrations of this sort, i.e. in two stages, emphasize 
sometimes the holiday aspect, sometimes geographic proximity. 

Purchase 
First ranked French regions

Normandie (Upper and Lower combined)
Poitou-Charentes
Aquitaine
Midi-Pyrénées
Bretagne
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Languedoc-Roussillon
Limousin
Pays-de-la-Loire
Centre
Ile-de-France
Rhône-Alpes
Bourgogne
Nord-Pas-de-Calais
Auvergne
Picardie
Champagne-Ardennes
Franche-Comté

TOTAL

as a woman/man
alone

as a couple as a couple with
child/ren

TOTAL

20,0% (  4) 15,9% ( 29) 12,5% (  7) 15,5% ( 40) 
5,0% (  1) 18,7% ( 34) 8,9% (  5) 15,5% ( 40) 

10,0% (  2) 14,8% ( 27) 12,5% (  7) 14,0% ( 36) 
10,0% (  2) 9,3% ( 17) 10,7% (  6) 9,7% ( 25) 
10,0% (  2) 8,2% ( 15) 10,7% (  6) 8,9% ( 23) 
20,0% (  4) 6,6% ( 12) 7,1% (  4) 7,8% ( 20) 

0,0% (  0) 7,7% ( 14) 5,4% (  3) 6,6% ( 17) 
5,0% (  1) 6,6% ( 12) 5,4% (  3) 6,2% ( 16) 
5,0% (  1) 2,7% (  5) 8,9% (  5) 4,3% ( 11) 
0,0% (  0) 0,5% (  1) 8,9% (  5) 2,3% (  6) 
5,0% (  1) 1,1% (  2) 3,6% (  2) 1,9% (  5) 
0,0% (  0) 2,2% (  4) 1,8% (  1) 1,9% (  5) 
0,0% (  0) 2,2% (  4) 0,0% (  0) 1,6% (  4) 
0,0% (  0) 0,5% (  1) 3,6% (  2) 1,2% (  3) 
5,0% (  1) 1,1% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 1,2% (  3) 
0,0% (  0) 1,1% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 0,8% (  2) 
5,0% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,4% (  1) 
0,0% (  0) 0,5% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,4% (  1) 

100% ( 20) 100% (182) 100% ( 56) 100% (258)  
The dependency is significant. Chi2 = 53.53, ddl = 34, 1-p = 98.22%. 

41 cases (75.9%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

For couples without child/ren, age affects the choice made. Those who prefer 
Poitou-Charentes and Aquitaine tend to be older, as opposed to those choosing Normandy 
who are younger. At least three-quarters of this population is currently active. The more 
affluent tend to prefer Normandy (followed by Aquitaine) rather than Poitou-Charentes. 

As for current places of residence, migrants from North West and South East 
England or from Wales are said to prefer Poitou-Charentes, with those who come from North 
East, South, Central and South West England preferring Normandy. Geographic proximity 
seems to play a slightly greater role here. Amongst migrants to Aquitaine, we find more 
people from West, North East and South England or from Wales (plus a few more who come 
from London). For these current places of residence, note the competition between Poitou-
Charentes and Aquitaine (except for Londoners). 

Eventually, for couples without children, Aquitaine, Poitou-Charentes and even 
Normandy are well placed in all three types of migration (irrespective of the significance of 
the type of migration). 

We now analyse France’s territorial attractiveness in territorial terms, viewing 
British migrants’ future places of residence in terms of inter-space competition or 
arbitrage, depending on the nature of the migration and migrants’ differential typology. 
Our representations of the different territories and their identities will become a key 
element in apprehending migration decisions. Using Aquitaine as an example, we will also 
determine whether territorial attractiveness may have been partially idealised, an angle of 
research that will help us to broach the topic of migratory imagination.  
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2.2. What kind of residential attractiveness in which region? 

The decision was made here to select five regions. The first three (Aquitaine, Poitou-
Charentes and Normandy) are the ones ranked first the most often. The two others (Provence-
Alpes-Côte d’Azur and Ile-de-France) have some very marked specificities.TPF

28
FPT The challenge 

here is to analyse potential inter-area competition in terms of future migrants’ moving 
choices, the territories’ (selective or other) attractiveness, and possible arbitrages. 

2.2.1. Is there such a thing as an inter-regional (and/or inter–
"départemental") arbitrage?TPF

29
FPT 

The territorial attractiveness of Aquitaine and even more of Poitou-Charentes seems 
relatively unquestionable, with only 35% of those who give Aquitaine a top ranking opting to 
include a second or third choice (usually Poitou-Charentes). Only 28% of those who rank 
Poitou-Charentes first add another possibility (usually Aquitaine). Where Normandy is first, 
the number falls to 27%, with Brittany often being the only other region mentioned. Only 
one-third of those who list Ile-de-France as their top choice indicate another possibility (often 
Rhône-Alpes). Lastly, 36% of those who prefer P.A.C.A. express other choices, often 
Languedoc-Roussillon. The conclusion we can draw is that at least two-thirds of all migrants’ 
seem to have made a firm choice in terms of their preferred region. Note that for Aquitaine 
and Poitou-Charentes, the arbitrage appears to reside in the fact that for one-third of these 
regions’ putative migrants, the other is listed as second favourite. 

It seems relevant to try and examine what happens at a more local level, meaning 
départements or even cities when these have been specified. 

69 answers give Dordogne département first ranking. If a move here is impossible, 
43% list second and third place choices, starting with Charente and followed by Gironde (in 
Aquitaine) then Lot, neighbouring counties where people might possibly want to live. It 
would appear that a certain amount of arbitrage is at work here. Dordogne is clearly 
competing with Charente and, to a lesser degree, Gironde. 

For Charente, the second most popular département with 54 top citations, we find 37% 
second and third place rankings. Many British seem to consider Charente-Maritime as be 
more of a default choice than Dordogne, which has fewer total citations. The competition 
seems to be less severe here and more intra-regional in nature. As for La Manche, ranked top 
on 25 occasions and listed 40% of the time as another possible choice, the main competitor 
would appear to be Calvados in Normandy, followed by two départements in Brittany, Ile-et-
Vilaine and Cotes-d’Armor. 

In the Ile-de-France capital district, Paris has little competition, receiving 80% of all 
citations. We find several other cities mentioned if a migration to Paris cannot be achieved. 
These include Lyon (7%) and Nice (2.3%). The competition is weak – only Paris will do. 

Lastly, Alpes-Maritimes, with 14 top rankings, is the most frequently mentioned 
département in the P.A.C.A. region, followed by Var (11 citations) considered another 
possible choice by one-third of all respondents in this subset. 

                                                 
TP

28
PT Stereotypes of future migrants to each of these five regions, and to Dordogne département, are available.   

TP

29
PT Some French regions are not very attractive to British migrants and are more often ranked second or third than top.  This 

includes Corsica, Franche-Comté, Champagne-Ardennes and Alsace. Some départements are never mentioned. 
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2.2.2. The residential vocation of these spaces 

2.2.2.1. Territorial utilisation in relation to the type of migration 

The study confirms Ile-de-France’s role as a destination for permanent moves, well 
ahead of other areas. Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes also fall into the permanent migration 
category, but to a lesser degree. As for Normandy and P.A.C.A., they are more identified as 
regions for “mixed” and secondary visits, with permanent moves here not even being 
mentioned half of the time. 

Logically, where a secondary residence is involved, P.A.C.A. is first, well ahead of 
Normandy, Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes and even further back Ile-de-France. 

Mixed migration is more complex to analyse. Relatively widespread in Normandy 
(affecting almost one-third of future migrants, mainly people headed for La Manche), it is 
also present in P.A.C.A. (mainly affecting people who have chosen Var département).  

 
Main or secondary residence? 

First ranked French regions
Aquitaine
Poitou-Charentes
Normandie (Upper and Lower combined)
Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur
Ile-de-France

TOTAL

main second then main second TOTAL

59,6% ( 99) 22,3% ( 37) 18,1% ( 30) 100% (166) 
58,1% ( 97) 24,6% ( 41) 17,4% ( 29) 100% (167) 
47,7% ( 61) 32,8% ( 42) 19,5% ( 25) 100% (128) 
40,3% ( 27) 31,3% ( 21) 28,4% ( 19) 100% ( 67) 
72,2% ( 26) 16,7% (  6) 11,1% (  4) 100% ( 36) 
55,0% (310) 26,1% (147) 19,0% (107) 100% (564)  

 
Both these regions (départements) are viewed simultaneously as places to holiday and 

live in. In Poitou-Charentes, nearly one-quarter of all respondents (above all, people interested 
in Charente-Maritime) plan to move in two times. The number is a little lower in Aquitaine 
(mainly people interested in Dordogne). Only one-sixth of those moving to Ile-de-France plan 
this type of migration, including only one-third of migrants going to Paris. 

2.2.2.2. Regional typology in relation to the type of migration 

Several groupings (Table below) were undertaken for presentational clarity and 
necessity purposes. Under the term “rural setting”, we find countryside, village and proximity 
to a village. There is also a “small or medium-sized city” category and as well as another 
covering moves to a “big city and its surroundings”. 

1. Where a main residence is involved, some elements of territorial preference 
emerge logically as the first ranked choices. Ile-de-France as an urban setting and P.A.C.A. 
for the seaside are both over-represented with scores respectively of nearly 88% and 30%. 
The very strong attraction for a rural setting is striking in Normandy, followed by Poitou-
Charentes and Aquitaine, despite the fact that these three regions each feature one or several 
coastal départements. Even in P.A.C.A., rural life explains 41% of the first choices given. 
These observations are a clear sign of how attracted British are by French rural spaces. Some 
British people think that Great Britain is close to losing its own countryside due to the decline 
of British farming and feel nostalgia, hence the interest in France’s rural landscape, cultural 
identity, heritage and architecture. 
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First ranked French regions 

First ranked area
rural
small/medium-sized city
big city and surroundings
seaside

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

69,7% ( 69) 70,3% ( 64) 80,7% ( 46) 40,7% ( 11) 4,0% (  1) 63,9% (191) 
19,2% ( 19) 22,0% ( 20) 7,0% (  4) 14,8% (  4) 4,0% (  1) 16,1% ( 48) 

4,0% (  4) 0,0% (  0) 5,3% (  3) 14,8% (  4) 88,0% ( 22) 11,0% ( 33) 
7,1% (  7) 7,7% (  7) 7,0% (  4) 29,6% (  8) 4,0% (  1) 9,0% ( 27) 

100% ( 99) 100% ( 91) 100% ( 57) 100% ( 27) 100% ( 25) 100% (299)  

2. Where secondary residences are involved, note in P.A.C.A. a relative loss of 
fondness with the seaside to the benefit of large cities (like Nice), considered just as attractive 
as rural settings. The same applies, albeit to a lesser degree, to smaller cities, which are 
becoming increasingly popular. In Ile-de-France, on the other hand, Paris continues to 
dominate. In Normandy, the seaside is clearly gaining in popularity, to the detriment of rural 
settings – although the most noteworthy change here is the rise of small and medium-sized 
cities. In these three regions, urban settings are becoming noticeably more popular as places 
to establish a secondary residence. The same does not apply in Poitou-Charentes, where the 
seaside is fairly gaining in popularity, to the detriment of rural settings – which are conversely 
on this rise in Aquitaine as a destination for secondary residences, this time to the detriment 
of cities. 

 
First ranked French regions 

First ranked area
rural
small or medium-sized city
seaside
big city and its surroundings

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

79,3% ( 23) 62,1% ( 18) 65,2% ( 15) 31,6% (  6) 0,0% (  0) 59,6% ( 62) 
13,8% (  4) 20,7% (  6) 21,7% (  5) 21,1% (  4) 25,0% (  1) 19,2% ( 20) 

6,9% (  2) 17,2% (  5) 13,0% (  3) 15,8% (  3) 0,0% (  0) 12,5% ( 13) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 31,6% (  6) 75,0% (  3) 8,7% (  9) 

100% ( 29) 100% ( 29) 100% ( 23) 100% ( 19) 100% (  4) 100% (104)  

3. Where a “secondary then main” residence is involved, rural settings in Aquitaine 
and Poitou-Charentes (and even in P.A.C.A.) are clearly on the rise, to the detriment of other 
spaces. This attraction can occasionally exceed the levels witnessed during permanent moves 
and secondary stays. Normandy achieves an intermediary level of popularity. 

 
First ranked French regions 

First ranked area
rural
small and medium-sized city
seaside
big city and its surroundings

TOTAL

Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

75,0% ( 30) 86,5% ( 32) 86,1% ( 31) 42,9% (  9) 33,3% (  2) 74,3% (104) 
15,0% (  6) 8,1% (  3) 8,3% (  3) 23,8% (  5) 0,0% (  0) 12,1% ( 17) 
10,0% (  4) 5,4% (  2) 5,6% (  2) 14,3% (  3) 0,0% (  0) 7,9% ( 11) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 19,0% (  4) 66,7% (  4) 5,7% (  8) 

100% ( 40) 100% ( 37) 100% ( 36) 100% ( 21) 100% (  6) 100% (140)  

2.2.2.3. Territories, types of migration and determinants of choice: domination 
or competition? 
An area’s residential vocation also has a major effect on future migrants’ reasons for 

any residential choices and arbitrages they may make.  

1. Where France has been chose for main residence purposes, lifestyle remains a 
dominant factor. This is particularly true in Aquitaine (notably because of the Dordogne 
effect), a region renowned for its quality of life and enjoyable living conditions, and where the 
climate is neither too hot nor too coldTPF

30
FPT.  

                                                 
TP

30
PT The correspondences map (8) (19.2% of the variance explained by the two axes) very clearly shows a similarity between 

the two main criteria for choosing to establish one’s main residence France amongst future migrants to Aquitaine and Poitou- 
Charentes (or even Normandy) regions, as opposed to migrants to PACA and above all to Ile-de-France, both of which are 
more far from the centre of the axes. 
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If they cannot move to Aquitaine, some future active persons prefer Midi-Pyrénées and 
inactive persons prefer Poitou-Charentes. 

In Poitou-Charentes, lifestyle is ranked highly, albeit less so than in Aquitaine. 
However, the standard of living receives a higher score here, as do property prices, which are 
thought to be lower than in Aquitaine. There is also greater affinity for the French in this 
region than in its neighbour. 

The two regions’ images are not exactly the same, notably in future pensioners’ eyes. 
Aquitaine would appear to have a stronger image, but Poitou-Charente competes well for 
incomers, basically due to the sense that it may be a friendlier place. 

 
First ranked French regions 

1rst ranked reasons for moving to France
life style
standard of living
property prices
climate
family
affinity for french people
professional
for other reasons (specify in the next question )
presence of other members of the family
health service
presence of other British nationals

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

58,2% ( 57) 45,2% ( 42) 51,7% ( 31) 44,4% ( 12) 19,2% (  5) 48,4% (147) 
12,2% ( 12) 18,3% ( 17) 11,7% (  7) 7,4% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 12,5% ( 38) 

7,1% (  7) 8,6% (  8) 10,0% (  6) 7,4% (  2) 7,7% (  2) 8,2% ( 25) 
9,2% (  9) 8,6% (  8) 1,7% (  1) 18,5% (  5) 7,7% (  2) 8,2% ( 25) 
7,1% (  7) 7,5% (  7) 5,0% (  3) 7,4% (  2) 11,5% (  3) 7,2% ( 22) 
2,0% (  2) 7,5% (  7) 8,3% (  5) 3,7% (  1) 15,4% (  4) 6,3% ( 19) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 1,7% (  1) 7,4% (  2) 19,2% (  5) 2,6% (  8) 
2,0% (  2) 1,1% (  1) 1,7% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 15,4% (  4) 2,6% (  8) 
0,0% (  0) 2,2% (  2) 3,3% (  2) 3,7% (  1) 3,8% (  1) 2,0% (  6) 
2,0% (  2) 1,1% (  1) 1,7% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 1,3% (  4) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 3,3% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,7% (  2) 

100% ( 98) 100% ( 93) 100% ( 60) 100% ( 27) 100% ( 26) 100% (304)  
The dependency is very significant. Chi2 = 94.19, ddl = 40, 1-p = >99.99%. 

39 cases (70.9%) have a theoretical sample of less than 5, meaning that Chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

Normandy is noted for the predominance of lifestyle, even if this factor is not as 
strong as it is in Aquitaine. Then comes the standard of living and prices, with climate playing 
a negligible role. This is unsurprising given that meteorological conditions here are very 
similar to those found in Southern England. Affinity for the French is relatively high. 
Normandy receives strong competition from Brittany. This is notably true when pensioner 
migrations are involved, and this for most of the reasons given for moving, the strongest 
determinants of which are lifestyle, standard of living and affinity for the French.  

Beyond lifestyle (which remains the dominant factor), P.A.C.A. is marked by the 
strong emergence of climate, logical for South East France. None of the other motivations for 
a move here are especially strong, and particularly not affinity for the French. For pensioner 
migrations, P.A.C.A. competes with Languedoc-Roussillon, a region reputed to be more rural, 
friendlier and less expensive.  

Lastly, in Ile-de-France professional reasons are equal first alongside lifestyle, 
followed closely by affinity for the French, with sentimental reasons and the attraction of 
Paris playing a not insignificant role. The area has few competitors. In a sense, its unique 
character means that it de facto chooses its own migrant population.  

Finally, in case of a permanent move and given the strength of future migrants’ 
intention to reside in France, if necessary they are sometimes willing to swap their favoured 
destination for another one. Inter-territorial arbitrage applies in 30 to 44% of migrants’ 
regional choices. For example, a second place competition exists between Poitou-Charentes 
and Aquitaine, but the latter region can arbitrate for Midi-Pyrénées. Normandy and Brittany 
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also compete with one another, as do P.A.C.A. and Languedoc-Roussillon, to a lesser degree. 
Ile-de-France is in some small way in competition with Rhône-Alpes and P.A.C.A. 

As for reasons for choosing a homeTPF

31
FPT, the three rural regions converge in terms of the 

first three reasons given for making a choice (quality of the environment, property prices and 
previous knowledge of an area). P.A.C.A.’s intermediary status between a rural and an urban 
setting is evident here with workplace and transportation proximity sharing the third place 
(the top two reasons here being the same as for the three rural areas). The divergent nature of 
the reasons given for choosing Ile-de-France can be witnessed in the property prices’ top 
ranking, with second place going to workplace proximity. 

2. Where secondary residences are involved, the comparative dearth of citations 
makes it hard to engage in deep analysis (above all in Ile-de-France). There is a rise in the 
climate factor in P.A.C.A., in affinity for the French in Aquitaine and P.A.C.A, (regions 
where this reason is hardly present in case of a permanent move) and in lifestyle in Poitou-
Charentes. These are all hedonic factors linked to a non-permanent type of residence. 

Respondents may predict relatively long visits in this instance but they are less firm in 
their intention to move and any arbitrages are generally less intense in nature. Inter-area  
competition affects the same regions as above but secondary visits do have a specific 
character, one manifested in some of the possible arbitrages. An example is P.A.C.A., where 
there is a possible arbitrage with Ile-de-France. Ile-de-France can also have a possible 
arbitrage with Midi-Pyrénées and Rhône-Alpes. 

As for the way in which a home is chosen, above and beyond qualitative reasons like 
the environment (relevant mainly in Normandy and Poitou-Charentes), Aquitaine differs from 
its two rural counterparts due to the importance of property prices. And  P.A.C.A. differs due 
to the proximity of leisure facilities. 

3. With “secondary then main” residences, there is a strong rise in affinity for the 
French (one-quarter of all citations) in Normandy, and to a lesser extent in Poitou-Charentes 
where this reason is ranked equally with climate (13.5%). In Aquitaine, climate hits 16.3%, 
ahead of affinity for the French. Lifestyle remains the dominant factor everywhere but is 
dropping in Aquitaine and in Normandy. It has reached an intermediary level in Poitou-
Charentes and is much higher in P.A.C.A. and Ile-de-France. 

This is a category where visits are expected to last relatively long, the intention to 
move is not as definite and possible arbitrages are less intense than they would be if main 
residence were at stake. Inter-territorial competition is reflected in respondents’ second 
choice regions, although “secondary then main” visits do manifest certain specificity in some 
arbitrages. One example is P.A.C.A., where the arbitrage is identical to what it is with 
secondary visits to Ile-de-France, followed by Languedoc-Roussillon, Midi-Pyrénées and 
Rhône-Alpes. In Ile-de-France this arbitrage concerns 40% of all migrants, shares equally 
between Rhône-Alpes, Languedoc-Roussillon, Normandy and Brittany. 

                                                 
TP

31
PT The correspondences map (9) (22.3% of the variance explained by the two axes) very clearly shows, where main 

residences are concerned, a similarity between the three rural regions (upper left quadrant) in terms of the Uquality of the 
environmentU, first choice for setting up a home. PACA is more far from the centre of the axes  (lower left quadrant) due to 
the proximity of transportation. Ile-de-France is the most far from the centre of the axes (upper right quadrant) due to price, 
previous knowledge of the area and workplace proximity. 
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As for reasons for choosing a home, Aquitaine is characterised by the extra emphasis 
given here to the quality of the environment and to previous knowledge of the area. Proximity 
to leisure facilities is non significant in P.A.C.A. Previous knowledge of the area is less 
important than it is in case of a secondary visit to Poitou-Charentes and Normandy 

It is interesting to examine on a region-by-region basis future migrants’ profiles and 
expected lifestyles once in France. We have seen that some areas’ attractiveness can be 
selective in nature and correspond to migrants’ strict expectations (or work to rival areas’ 
advantage, whenever the possibility exists for an arbitrage between places to live). 

2.2.3. Territorial attractiveness from migrants’ perspective 

2.2.3.1. Where a main residence is concerned 

1. In terms of household types, we can make two main observations: the over-
representation of couples without children in Poitou-Charentes, Aquitaine and to a much 
lesser extent in Normandy; and the over-representation of persons living alone in Ile-de-
France and to a lesser degree in P.A.C.A., where this subset is tied with couples without 
children. Note a selection of migrant types that depends on the two main types of regions and 
their vocation (rural or urban). 

Couples with child/ren account for appromiately one-quarter of all migrants in 
P.A.C.A. and in Normandy, one-fifth in Aquitaine and 15% in Poitou-Charentes. They are 
few and far between in Ile-de-France, where complete families are scarce on the ground. 

 
First ranked French regions 

Purchase
as a couple
as a couple with child/ren
as a woman/man living alone
TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie
(Upper and

Lower combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

70,1% ( 68) 73,2% ( 71) 57,4% ( 35) 37,0% ( 10) 42,3% ( 11) 63,3% (195) 
20,6% ( 20) 15,5% ( 15) 24,6% ( 15) 25,9% (  7) 3,8% (  1) 18,8% ( 58) 

9,3% (  9) 11,3% ( 11) 18,0% ( 11) 37,0% ( 10) 53,8% ( 14) 17,9% ( 55) 
100% ( 97) 100% ( 97) 100% ( 61) 100% ( 27) 100% ( 26) 100% (308)  

It is difficult to cross household type and age due to a dearth of regional figures, 
notably statistics on persons living alone and couples with children.  

2. Crossing age brackets with the intention to work, we note that the 50-64 bracket 
accounts for the lion’s share of our three mainly rural regions: Poitou-Charentes (which 
widely dominates this bracket), Aquitaine and Normandy. Here we find a maximum number 
of couples without children and a significant share of “pensioner migrants”, especially in the 
65-74 bracket. 
 

First ranked French regions 

Age bracket
50-64
35-49
25-34
65-74
18-24
75+

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

51,5% ( 50) 71,1% ( 69) 49,2% ( 30) 11,1% (  3) 7,7% (  2) 50,0% (154) 
32,0% ( 31) 20,6% ( 20) 34,4% ( 21) 63,0% ( 17) 19,2% (  5) 30,5% ( 94) 

8,2% (  8) 4,1% (  4) 9,8% (  6) 22,2% (  6) 26,9% (  7) 10,1% ( 31) 
7,2% (  7) 4,1% (  4) 3,3% (  2) 3,7% (  1) 3,8% (  1) 4,9% ( 15) 
1,0% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 3,3% (  2) 0,0% (  0) 38,5% ( 10) 4,2% ( 13) 
0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 3,8% (  1) 0,3% (  1) 

100% ( 97) 100% ( 97) 100% ( 61) 100% ( 27) 100% ( 26) 100% (308)  

On the other hand, the 35-49 bracket dominates in P.A.C.A.. Here we find as many 
persons living alone as we do couples with children with a strong intention to work in France. 
These are active migrants, as confirmed in the 25-34 bracket where two-thirds are couples 

 - 41 -



Prospective analysis: residential choice and territorial attractiveness  

without children, with the other third being unmarried and seeking work France. Where 
permanent residency is involved, this region has been identified as one featuring a labour 
market that can offer opportunities even to people in the 50-64 age bracket. 

The population in Ile-de-France is younger still, dominated by the 18-24 bracket, 
which is mainly comprised of persons who live alone and intend to work. This is followed by 
the 24-34 bracket, mainly couples without children. It is these two types of population that 
seek to enter the Ile-de-France labour market.  

3. By level of annual resources 

The Table below confirms that future migrants to P.A.C.A. are proportionately the 
ones with the highest level of annual resources. Their purchasing budgets are considerable, 
higher even than the usual budget planned for moves to France’s three rural regions, and this 
even when the migrant disposes of the same level of resources. The phenomenon is more 
complex in Ile-de-France due to the increased likelihood that this region will attract very 
affluent populations (28%) as well as the most underprivileged ones (40%). Amongst the 
three rural regions, Aquitaine is the one that attracts the greatest number of migrants situated 
in the upper and middle resource brackets (40% vs. 33% in Poitou-Charentes and 31% in 
Normandy). 

 
First ranked French regions 

Level of annual ressources
...less than £25,000 per year
...from £ 25,000  to 40,000  per year?
from £40,000 to 55,000 per year?
...more than £55,000 per year?

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Ile-de-France Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

TOTAL

15,8% ( 15) 27,7% ( 26) 24,6% ( 15) 40,0% ( 10) 24,0% (  6) 24,0% ( 72) 
44,2% ( 42) 39,4% ( 37) 44,3% ( 27) 28,0% (  7) 28,0% (  7) 40,0% (120) 
23,2% ( 22) 17,0% ( 16) 19,7% ( 12) 4,0% (  1) 20,0% (  5) 18,7% ( 56) 
16,8% ( 16) 16,0% ( 15) 11,5% (  7) 28,0% (  7) 28,0% (  7) 17,3% ( 52) 
100% ( 95) 100% ( 94) 100% ( 61) 100% ( 25) 100% ( 25) 100% (300)  

The lower annual resource category accounts for fewer than 16% of future migrants to 
Aquitaine against nearly 28% in Poitou-Charentes and one-quarter in Normandy. What 
clearly appears is a resource-based territorial selection amongst migrants. 

4. In terms of migrants’ current place of residence, note the significant over-
representation of Londoners going to Ile-de-France (38.5%) and P.A.C.A. (24%) as opposed 
to only 5.2% going to Aquitaine, 2.2% to Poitou-Charentes and 3.4% to Normandy. 
Geographic proximity seems to play a role in Normandy with more than 27% of future 
migrants coming from South East and South-West England. Generally, future migrants from 
North West and/or North East England are well represented in the three rural regions which 
generally host incomers from all four corners of the UK. Note in addition the greater number 
of Scots in Aquitaine. 

Eventually, it seems that urban regions are more attractive to certain types of 
migrants and in particular Londoners. It would also appear that geographic proximity plays a 
role in Normandy, and that certain populations (Scots) are more attracted by Aquitaine. 
However asides from Northern England, which is over-represented (and London, which is 
under-represented), rural regions generally seem to attract the greatest number of migrants, 
irrespective of their geographic origin. 
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5. By current profession and future areas of activity in France 
Almost all future migrants are currently active. However, for different reasons relating 

mainly to age, it is in Ile-de-France (for the younger migrants) and Poitou-Charentes (for the 
eldest) that we find the fewest active persons. 

 
First ranked French regions 

Exercising a profession?
yes
no

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Ile-de-France Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

TOTAL

77,3% ( 75) 68,8% ( 64) 76,3% ( 45) 61,5% ( 16) 80,8% ( 21) 73,4% (221) 
22,7% ( 22) 31,2% ( 29) 23,7% ( 14) 38,5% ( 10) 19,2% (  5) 26,6% ( 80) 
100% ( 97) 100% ( 93) 100% ( 59) 100% ( 26) 100% ( 26) 100% (301)  

Future areas of activity mostly entail tourism (B+B’s, campsite, leisure), notably in the 
rural regions: Poitou-Charentes (28.3% of citations), Normandy (22.7%) and to a lesser extent 
Aquitaine (18.7%), the latter also witnessing a certain affinity for part-time activities, mainly 
people working at home and in a rural setting. In P.A.C.A., (23 citations only), future 
activities are equally (13%) geared towards tourism, IT and authorship. In Ile-de-France (20 
citations only), education/training is number one with a 20% score. 15% of migrants are not 
set on their future area of activity and are open to anything. 

A matrix crossing current activity vs. planned activity in France shows that only 11% 
of future migrants hoping to work in tourism are currently employed in this field. The 
equivalent number in IT is one-half, 28% in education, 43% in artistic activities, and 14% in 
authorship.  

In general, what we are witnessing with future modes of activity is a break from the 
past. This is generally viewed in a positive light. 

2.2.3.2. Where secondary residences are involved, future secondary migrants are 
(to a much greater extent than permanent migrants) comprised of couples without children, 
aged 50-64, currently active, part of the higher income category and generally not intending to 
work  in France. These are essentially holiday visitors who come to France once or several 
times a year for relatively long stays.  

2.2.3.3. For “secondary then main” residences, the typology of future migrants 
has an intermediary position between future permanent and temporary residents. 

Finally, for the future migrants engaged in these three kinds of moves, the 
characteristics we note are relatively similar despite different regional intensities, notably in 
terms of household types and age brackets. At the same time, depending on the kind of visit, 
there are wide divergences in annual resource levels and the intention to work in France, 
with a certain amount of inter-regional selection being at work here. Aquitaine is the 
destination region that seems to attract the broadest variety of incomers. 

2.2.4. Ways of representing the different territories  

This very important aspect is covered by two questions in our survey, when we ask 
respondents to define (in 10 words or less) what they associate with the expressions “French 
village” and “French city”. 

2.2.4.1. “French village” (see Table below)  

The dominant reference in our five regions is the authentic and traditional rural 
setting, and the nostalgia for the way British villages used to be 50 years ago. Note the 
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aspect’s maximal intensity amongst people planning a move to Poitou-Charentes, P.A.C.A 
and Ile-de-France, and the lesser intensity for migrants to Aquitaine and especially 
Normandy. 

 
First ranked French region 

Top ranked "French village"
small, traditional rural, working the land, references to UK 50 years ago
quiet, peace, slower pace
slightly closed community, relations often pleasant, everyone knows everyon
architecture, aesthetics, square, pituresque, géraniums
a few small shops/services: bakery, bar, restaurant, markets, town hall, chur
misc : safety, well-managed,older population, traditional values, work for all
quality of food and fine wine, air and environment
no shops or services

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poit-Charent Normandie
(combined)

P.A.C.A. Ile-de-France TOTAL

56,0% ( 93) 62,7% (101) 50,8% ( 65) 61,9% ( 39) 61,8% ( 21) 57,8% (319) 
16,3% ( 27) 13,7% ( 22) 18,8% ( 24) 19,0% ( 12) 2,9% (  1) 15,6% ( 86) 
12,0% ( 20) 7,5% ( 12) 10,2% ( 13) 6,3% (  4) 2,9% (  1) 9,1% ( 50) 

9,0% ( 15) 7,5% ( 12) 6,3% (  8) 1,6% (  1) 23,5% (  8) 8,0% ( 44) 
4,8% (  8) 5,6% (  9) 9,4% ( 12) 6,3% (  4) 2,9% (  1) 6,2% ( 34) 
1,2% (  2) 2,5% (  4) 3,1% (  4) 1,6% (  1) 2,9% (  1) 2,2% ( 12) 
0,0% (  0) 0,6% (  1) 0,8% (  1) 3,2% (  2) 2,9% (  1) 0,9% (  5) 
0,6% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,8% (  1) 0,0% (  0) 0,0% (  0) 0,4% (  2) 

100% (166) 100% (161) 100% (128) 100% ( 63) 100% ( 34) 100% (552)  

Interestingly enough, here we observe that, with the exception of Poitou-Charentes, 
the references to the authentic and traditional rural setting is maximum those who are moving 
relatively less to a rural setting. Calm, peace, pace of life, all of which are more lifestyle-
related notions, constitute the most desired qualities in these regions, especially in P.A.C.A 
and Normandy. They are less important in Aquitaine and almost non-existent in Ile-de-
France. As for the quality of human and social relationships that are less based on 
individualism or the “struggle for life”, these seem to be slightly more important in Aquitaine 
and Normandy.  

Note additionally the importance of a village’s aesthetic, architectural and 
picturesque qualities for people migrating to Ile-de-France, followed at a great distance by 
Aquitaine and Poitou-Charentes. Lastly, other identity-shaping elements like the presence of 
shops (bakeries), bars, markets, churches and other facilities are felt with a lesser 
intensity except in Normandy where these factors almost score 10% (this region being the one 
where incomers’ attraction for the rural setting is highest). 

2.2.4.2. Regarding “French city”, the aspects that tend to be viewed negatively and 
essentially as manifestations of how busy an urban setting can be are widely present except 
for Ile-de-France. In this latter, a great range of positive aspects relating to a city’s cultural, 
architectural, cosmopolitan and youth-oriented framework scores most highly. This is no 
surprise, seeing as migrants to cities tend to be young. In actual fact, these positive aspects 
also have some significance (if not dominance) in Normandy, P.A.C.A. and even Aquitaine. 

 
First ranked French region 

Top ranked "French city"
busy, bad environment, congestion, traffic
positive environment : aesthetics, culture, architecture,churchs
similarity with other French cities, esp. Paris
all  facilities : shops, restaurants, distractions, transports
comparison w/UK : similar or different

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poit-Charent Normandie
(combined)

P.A.C.A. Ile-de-France TOTAL

35,0% ( 36) 39,8% ( 39) 40,2% ( 37) 38,3% ( 18) 13,8% (  4) 36,3% (134) 
28,2% ( 29) 24,5% ( 24) 32,6% ( 30) 29,8% ( 14) 41,4% ( 12) 29,5% (109) 
18,4% ( 19) 10,2% ( 10) 13,0% ( 12) 14,9% (  7) 37,9% ( 11) 16,0% ( 59) 
13,6% ( 14) 16,3% ( 16) 7,6% (  7) 10,6% (  5) 6,9% (  2) 11,9% ( 44) 

4,9% (  5) 9,2% (  9) 6,5% (  6) 6,4% (  3) 0,0% (  0) 6,2% ( 23) 
100% (103) 100% ( 98) 100% ( 92) 100% ( 47) 100% ( 29) 100% (369)  

Some future migrants, above all to Ile-de-France, have noted certain similarities 
between Paris and France’s other big cities like Lyon, Lille or Nice. 

Lastly, the presence of services, shops, leisure facilities and transportation, i.e., the 
functional qualities of a large city, are curiously almost absent in Ile-de-France, which is a 
mainly urban region. This may be because they are too obvious here, as opposed to Poitou-
Charentes, a deeply rural region lacking such facilities. 

Generally, and except in Ile-de-France where migrants’ main attraction is the 
location’s urban character, a city, despite its strengths, services and cultural aspects, is 
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considered a place where life isn’t very good and where people don’t really want to liveTPF

32
FPT. 

Whereas, for most respondents, French villages have a very positive image. The criteria here 
are identification with a life mode and framework for which they feel a certain amount of 
nostalgia. 

2.2.5. The role that a home plays in territorial attractiveness  

The concept of “home” has its roots in history. Hermann MUTHESIUS, a German 
diplomat and architect sent to London in 1896 by the Prussian Ministry of Trade with the 
mission of analysing the construction of British houses, wrote that “… no nation is more 
committed to its development, because no nation has identified itself more with the house.” 
Like most foreigners visiting England, what he was observing was the importance of the 
climate: “the damp English air and perpetually overcast sky” explain why British families 
tend to find refuge inside their homes. More importantly, according to this author, is the 
characteristic British sense of self-sufficiency and independence of spirit: “These people ask 
relatively little of external life ... the pronounced lack of sociability which makes the 
Englishman so different from the continental prevents him finding anything objectionable in 
the reclusion of his lonely abode”.  

Two observations can be derived from varying studiesTPF

33
FPT, some of which were 

already being highlighted in the late 19P

th
P century. The British love their homes, which 

represents for them much more than a simple roof. It is a nest, at once a place where one lives, 
enjoys leisure (hobbies) and sometimes works. Moreover it offers independence. People are 
not afraid of being isolated in their home. In fact, this can sometimes be very attractive, since 
British people feel less of a need than others to seek company. 

In France’s rural setting, a British immigrant has a good chance of finding exactly 
what s/he is looking for: a house (hopefully an old one) with land, neighbours who aren’t too 
close and clement weather – all residential qualities that cannot (or can no longer) be found in 
the UK (notably the “landscape” or the “countryside”). All of this indicates a strong 
probability for migration. Lastly, as confirmed in most surveys, it is more important to the 
British that they own their own homeTPF

34
FPT. 

2.2.5.1. To what extent does the type of residence impact the decision to 
migrate? 
The decision to migrate does not necessarily develop in the following logical order: 

choice of France, choice of a region (or département), choice of residence. 

Finding a “home” corresponding to one’s expectations (dreams) can lead to the 
decision to migrate specifically to a particular place, with the region or département becoming 
less determinant in the residential choice than the actual “home”. 

In reality, a residential supply that is adapted to migrants’ tastes has more of an effect 
than the attraction cosidered alone of the destination region or département. Territorial and 
residential qualities are interrelated, however. 
 

                                                 
TP

32
PT However, part of the downside of permanent migration (and in addition to other sorts of integration hurdles), some neo-

rural migrants fear boredom in a rural setting, accustomed as they are to a city with its services and leisure amenities. For 
them, the first winter spent in the countryside can be difficult. 
TP

33  Gervais-Aguer Marie-Martine, 2004, op. cit. PT

TP

34
PT 71% of all British are property owners vs. 58% of all French persons. 
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First ranked French regions 

Classified 1rst rank kind of house
an old house to restore
other
a new house
a flat
land to built your own house on
TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie (Upper
and Lower
combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

38,9% ( 63) 50,6% ( 78) 57,7% ( 71) 37,3% ( 25) 11,4% (  4) 44,5% (241) 
24,7% ( 40) 32,5% ( 50) 26,0% ( 32) 19,4% ( 13) 11,4% (  4) 25,7% (139) 
22,2% ( 36) 9,7% ( 15) 8,9% ( 11) 19,4% ( 13) 22,9% (  8) 15,3% ( 83) 

2,5% (  4) 0,0% (  0) 4,1% (  5) 22,4% ( 15) 48,6% ( 17) 7,6% ( 41) 
11,7% ( 19) 7,1% ( 11) 3,3% (  4) 1,5% (  1) 5,7% (  2) 6,8% ( 37) 
100% (162) 100% (154) 100% (123) 100% ( 67) 100% ( 35) 100% (541)  

Amongst the items proposedTPF

35
FPT, old houses in need of restoration are ranked top 

everywhere except in Ile-de-France, where logically flats are strong, followed by new 
housing. In Normandy and Poitou-Charentes, old houses are favoured ahead of all other types 
of habitat, a direct reflection of the desire to live in a rural setting. The Aquitaine’s situation is 
more complex, with Dordogne département accounting for nearly half of all choices to live in 
this region. In relative terms, old houses in need of restoration remain favoured, but for more 
than half of new migrants to Dordogne new houses are almost as popular as they are in Ile-de-
France (and even more so when vacant land is involved). This is despite the general 
preference for a rural setting in this very attractive départementTPF

36
FPT.  

We can deduce that due to a diminishing thus expensive supply of older residential 
units (mainly in the Périgord district), from the very outset some future migrants are looking 
for a new house or even vacant land instead of migrating to another département offering a 
broader supply of residential possibilities.  

And focusing on rural settings alone, in Aquitaine new houses and vacant land (two-
thirds of which are in Dordogne) combined amount to 28% of all first choices, vs. 20% in 
P.A.C.A., 13.5% in Poitou-Charentes and only 8.5% in Normandy.  

It seems that the attraction of the Aquitaine region (notably Périgord district) is not 
only due to the residential opportunities found here. We can say the same about Ile-de-
France, which offers the specific attraction of Paris, and to a certain extent about P.A.C.A., 
where half of all migrants are more attracted by the region itself than by any particular type 
of habitat. Lastly, the undeniable attractiveness of Normandy and Poitou-Charentes seems to 
be partially based on the fact that the residential supply here is adapted to future migrants’ 
expectations, notably the availability of old housing in need of restoration and located in a  
rural setting at a price that future migrants consider affordableTPF

37
FPT. 

 2.2.5.2. How does the purchasing budget influence residential choice?  
Our preceding conclusions are confirmed here as well (Table below). The lowest 

purchasing budgets are found in Normandy and Poitou-Charentes (accounting respectively for 
more than 46% or 42% of the bottom category). These are regions where a rural setting is 
favoured and where very few migrants indicate amounts equating to the higher budgetary 
category. In Ile-de-France and P.A.C.A. we find the highest purchasing budget with more 

                                                 
TP

35
PT The “other” heading is uninformed here, which is regrettable because it affects on average at least 25% of all citations and 

contains all the other types of habitat envisaged, from a country manor to a castle and including a house in a city, an old but 
already restored house, a mobile home and even a recreational vehicle. 
TP

36
PT The renewed interest in new property and vacant land in Dordogne has been noted by property agents and notably Wilfrid 

Paul (Century 21 Immobiler 24): interview with Jean-Marie Benoist, La Vie Immobilière, November 2006.  
TP

37
PT Some of France’s other regions (which have not been analysed here) are not very popular with the British, who view them 

as “image-less countryside”. The relatively inexpensive residential supply in these other areas is one factor in residential 
migration. Bordessoule E. (CERAMAC Scientific Conference, 2 May 2006) has taken the example of foreigners inhabiting 
the Combrailles district in North West Puy-de-Dôme département as a zone lacking in any specific identity markers. English 
people move here only if they cannot establish residency in Creuse département. 
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than 30% of all investments of €400,000 or more, plus 28% of all outlays of €250,000 (and 
where the lower budget categories apply to only 20-25% of all migrants). 

 
First ranked French region 

Purchasing budget
150,000 euros
250,000 euros
180,000 euros
400,000 euros or more
TOTAL

Poitou-Charentes Aquitaine Normandie
(Upper and

Lower combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

42,5% ( 68) 32,7% ( 52) 46,9% ( 60) 21,9% ( 14) 24,0% (  6) 37,3% (200) 
29,4% ( 47) 34,0% ( 54) 20,3% ( 26) 28,1% ( 18) 28,0% (  7) 28,4% (152) 
19,4% ( 31) 20,1% ( 32) 29,7% ( 38) 18,8% ( 12) 16,0% (  4) 21,8% (117) 
8,8% ( 14) 13,2% ( 21) 3,1% (  4) 31,3% ( 20) 32,0% (  8) 12,5% ( 67) 

100% (160) 100% (159) 100% (128) 100% ( 64) 100% ( 25) 100% (536)  

Aquitaine is in an intermediary position between these two categories, with a little 
fewer than one-third of all migrants being classified in the lowest budget category and slightly 
more indicating a minimum of €250,000. Future buyers here fit into a wider range of 
resource (and more broadly, migrant) categories. 

Where a rural setting dominates (except in Ile-de-France), the hierarchy and even 
the order of magnitude of the budgets are identical. There are too few persons being interested 
in an urban setting and in the seaside to enable any detailed statistical analysis. 

1. Where main residences are involved, a €250,000 budget is the top ranked 
category everywhere except in Normandy, where an investment of €150,000 accounts for 
more than half of all citations. 

 
First ranked French region 

Purchasing budget
250,000 euros
150,000 euros
180,000 euros
400,000 euros or more

TOTAL

Aquitaine Poitou-Charentes Normandie
(Upper and

Lower combined)

Provence-Alpes-
Côte d'Azur

Ile-de-France TOTAL

42,6% ( 40) 38,5% ( 35) 18,6% ( 11) 40,0% ( 10) 33,3% (  5) 35,6% (101) 
23,4% ( 22) 33,0% ( 30) 52,5% ( 31) 20,0% (  5) 26,7% (  4) 32,4% ( 92) 
21,3% ( 20) 18,7% ( 17) 25,4% ( 15) 16,0% (  4) 13,3% (  2) 20,4% ( 58) 
12,8% ( 12) 9,9% (  9) 3,4% (  2) 24,0% (  6) 26,7% (  4) 11,6% ( 33) 
100% ( 94) 100% ( 91) 100% ( 59) 100% ( 25) 100% ( 15) 100% (284)  

This lesser budget applies to one-third of all migrants to Poitou-Charentes, fewer than 
one-quarter in Aquitaine and slightly more in Ile-de-France. The highest budget category 
applies to more than one-quarter of migrants to Ile-de-France, slightly fewer in P.A.C.A., 13% 
in Aquitaine, fewer than 10% in Poitou-Charentes and not even 3.5% in Normandy 

2. With regards to secondary residences, a budget of €150,000 is the most frequent 
answer everywhere except in P.A.C.A. and Ile-de-France, where the highest investment 
category dominates. At the same time, migrants to these two regions will budget €250,000 for 
a main residence.  

3. These trends are accentuated when secondary then main residences are involved, 
with the higher share of lower budgets translating the domination of temporary over 
permanent movers.   

In case of permanent residency in our three rural regions, property investments 
appear much higher than in case of secondary and “mixed” residencies here, the kind of 
migration having a very strong effect. At the same time, the budgets lined up are more 
moderate than in our two urban regions. 

Note that P.A.C.A. and Ile-de-France always attract major property investments, not 
only amongst permanent movers but also in the second and mixed home category. Few 
temporary visitors are affected by this phenomenon, however, especially in Ile-de-France. 
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2.2.6. Analysing the migratory imagination 

Our data helps us to compare British nationals whose main residence is in Aquitaine 
for more than 6 months a year (516 observationsTPF

38
FPT) with potential British migrants whose 

first choice is to establish a main residence in Aquitaine (99 observations). The same factors 
involved in the choice of France and a home have been intentionally suggested in both 
surveys (Tables below), the aim being to engage in some comparative analysis.  

Given that the populations concerned are much more homogeneous in terms of the 
region they choose to move to and the nature of their main residence, the question is whether 
the reasons given for making such choices will be convergent.TPF

39
FPT 

2.2.6.1. In terms of the determinants of the migration to France: British 
Aquitaine residents compared with potential migrants to Aquitaine 
The majority in both populations (especially potential migrants) is mainly interested in 

the French lifestyleTPF

40
FPT. People differ, however, with respect to their number two and three 

drivers. Some of the main reasons given by current residents include their professional 
situation, family and property prices. These are all objective reasons, not qualitative ones. 

Main current residency in Aquitaine (yes column) vs. potential migrants to Aquitaine (no col.)  
Residents in Aquitaine 

1rst ranked reasons for moving to France
life style
professional
family
property prices
climate
for other reasons (specify in the next question )
standard of living
affinity for french people
health service
presence of other members of the family

TOTAL

yes : current no : potential TOTAL

36,3% (170) 58,2% ( 57) 40,1% (227) 
15,2% ( 71) 0,0% (  0) 12,5% ( 71) 
9,6% ( 45) 7,1% (  7) 9,2% ( 52) 
9,0% ( 42) 7,1% (  7) 8,7% ( 49) 
8,1% ( 38) 9,2% (  9) 8,3% ( 47) 
9,0% ( 42) 2,0% (  2) 7,8% ( 44) 
4,1% ( 19) 12,2% ( 12) 5,5% ( 31) 
5,8% ( 27) 2,0% (  2) 5,1% ( 29) 
1,7% (  8) 2,0% (  2) 1,8% ( 10) 
1,3% (  6) 0,0% (  0) 1,1% (  6) 

100% (468) 100% ( 98) 100% (566)  
 The dependency is very significant. Chi2 = 43.90, ddl = 9, 1-p = >99.99%. 

For potential migrants, on the other hand, we find reasons like standard of living and 
climate. The latter is a hedonic factor. These reasons are often experienced or felt during 
tourist visits to South West France. Property prices come next, followed by affinity with the 
French, which receives very few citations (2%) from future migrants, although a small 
percentage of current residents (5.8%) do mention it.  

People dream about Aquitaine and its lifestyle – not its populationTPF

41
FPT.  

                                                 
TP

38
PT Excerpts from a database on British residents in Aquitaine (2000-2002) compiled by M.M. Gervais-Aguer. 

TP

39
PT This aspect will also be published in early 2007 in a CERAMAC Scientific Conference Report dated 2 May 2006.  

TP

40
PT The correspondences map (10) (22.8% of the variance explained by the two axes) shows very clearly the position for 

current residents in two different quadrants around prices, professional situation and family, and for future migrants around 
standard of living and climate, despite the continued dominance of lifestyle. 
TP

41
PT The relative insignificance of the reason “affinity for the French” as a first choice amongst future migrants to Aquitaine is 

atypical, since the exact opposite occurs in most other regions. Moreover, future migrants tend to mention such affinity as 
their second or third place reason. Even in Ile-de-France (where professional reasons dominate along with lifestyle), affinity 
is indicated in more than 15% of all responses. 
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Aquitaine’s attractiveness (culture, South Western French cooking) appears much 
more clearly when potential migrants indicate any “other” motivations they many have. For 
current Aquitaine residents, these reasons are more emotional, family and friends-related. 

2.2.6.2. Regarding the choice of a current or future home: current British 
Aquitaine residents vs. potential migrants to Aquitaine 

The quality of the environment, which remains dominant in both populations, is 
overwhelmingly so amongst potential migrants. Previous knowledge of an area, a 
consequence of having learnt about it, is much more important, however, to current residents. 
For both categories, property prices come in second placeTPF

42
FPT.  

Main current residency in Aquitaine (yes column) vs. potential migrants to Aquitaine (no col.) 
 

Residents in Aquitaine 
First rank for choosing home

quality of environment
property prices
previous knowledge of village or town
for other reasons
proximity of your workplace
proximity of transport facilities
proximity of entertainment facilities
presence of other British residents
TOTAL

yes :current no : potential TOTAL

43,6% (220) 64,6% ( 64) 47,0% (284) 
16,0% ( 81) 18,2% ( 18) 16,4% ( 99) 
15,6% ( 79) 7,1% (  7) 14,2% ( 86) 
12,7% ( 64) 6,1% (  6) 11,6% ( 70) 

9,1% ( 46) 1,0% (  1) 7,8% ( 47) 
2,0% ( 10) 2,0% (  2) 2,0% ( 12) 
1,0% (  5) 0,0% (  0) 0,8% (  5) 
0,0% (  0) 1,0% (  1) 0,2% (  1) 

100% (505) 100% ( 99) 100% (604)  
The dependency is very significant. Chi2 = 28.51, ddl = 7, 1-p = 99.98%. 

Note that 5 cases (31.3%) have a theoretical population of less than 5, meaning that the chi2 rules are not really applicable. 

Amongst the “other” reasons given, we find that, for current residents, property-related 
qualities are the most frequently expressed, whereas the top choice for future migrants tends 
to be reasons like proximity to shops, services and schools. 

Aquitaine’s rural départements (Dordogne and Lot-et-Garonne, in that order) are the 
places were future permanent migrants prefer to live. Dordogne is also top for current 
residents, but followed this time by Gironde, a more urban département where more jobs are 
possibly available. 

Note the gap between the opinions about the areas experienced by Aquitaine 
residents and the areas planned by future migrants to Aquitaine. The latter idealise this 
region. Migratory imagination plays a not insignificant role in the decision to migrate. 

Finally, rural attraction is very present and confirmed amongst future migrants. Note 
the still pervasive desire to live in the countryside or in (or close to) a village, preferably in 
an old house in need of restoration, with rural regions/départements being largely preferred. 
Furthermore, the leading reasons to determine why people come to this area at all remain are 
very qualitative and hedonic in nature, with French lifestyle and quality of the environment 
being paramount in the choice of a home.  

                                                 
TP

42
PT The correspondences map (11) (27.7% of the variance explained by the two axes) shows that the two populations are more 

grouped around the main items, with residents being almost at the centre of the two axes, albeit closer to previous knowledge 
of an area and workplace proximity than is the case for future residents, who are a bit more far from the centre.  
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Final comments 
This in-depth analysis casts an interesting spotlight on residential territorial 

attractiveness. It confirms that British respondents, future migrants, are mainly 
comprised of actively working couples in the 50 to 64 age bracket, moving without 
children, and that the first thing they are looking for in France is a better lifestyle with a 
high quality environment, whether this entails a main, secondary or “mixed” residency. 

The permanent, temporary or “mixed” nature of the planned move has been 
confirmed as a very important factor in the analysis of residential choice. The typology 
of future migrants, and notably the type of household, also has a significant effect on the 
determinants and modes of residential delocalisation. Rural areas like Aquitaine and 
Poitou-Charentes, followed by Normandy, are British couples’ preferred regions.       
The three regions do differ, however, in terms of their residential vocation. Incomer 
characteristics vary, as do planned purchasing budgets. 

Aquitaine seems to attract a broader range of migrants for the three categories of 
moves, attracting a larger number of “adventurers” and active persons in the middle to 
upper level resource bracket (and relatively more Londoners and Scots) than Poitou-
Charentes, which seems instead to attract sedentary and inactive persons from a lower 
resource bracket (although both regions host large populations of permanent pensioner 
migrants). There is also some competition and arbitrage between these two 
neighbouring territories amongst individuals interested in moving to a rural setting. 

Normandy seems to attract relatively fewer future permanent residents than the 
two aforementioned regions do, as well as a not insignificant number of “mixed” 
migrants. Incomers here tend to be sedentary, a little younger, part of a couple, seeking 
quality of life in a rural setting, less affluent and originating to a certain extent from 
Southern England. Brittany is Normandy’s closest competitor for this crowd. 

Two urban regions were then analysed for their specificities.  

P.A.C.A., with its more secondary and “mixed” vocation, seems to attract a 
specific category of migrants, comprised of individuals in the higher income bracket, 
young unmarried persons and couples moving without children attracted by the 
possibility of holidays but also by the prospect of a permanent move since this region is 
deemed to possess an active labour market providing greater opportunity. At the same 
time, the housing on offer here is expensive. P.A.C.A.’s notable rival amongst a certain 
category of migrants, to wit, the less adventurous future actives, is Languedoc-
Roussillon. 

Lastly, Ile-de-France, whose vocation is to host individuals seeking a permanent 
move, seems to attract some very young migrants (unmarried persons) as well as young 
couples, many of whom come from London. These tend to be “adventurers” looking for 
work. Their resource levels contrast greatly, their planned purchasing budgets are 
relatively high and more than 10% of them intend to rentTPF

43
FPT. There is little competition 

here, due to the selective nature of this region’s attractiveness. 

                                                 
TP

43
PTThis relatively small proportion can be explained by the fact that quite a few young single persons or couples without 

children come to Ile-de-France where they live as tenants. This survey was somewhat irrelevant to them since it mainly spoke 
to future property owners in France. 
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