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Internal migration and spatial distribution are key indicators for the assessment of integration
of new immigrants into their host country (Lieberson and Waters, 1988; Massey, 1981; 1985;
Massey and Mullan, 1984). Classical assimilation theories, as well as more recent empirical
studies, suggest that new immigrants initially tend to settle in close geographic proximity to
others of the same nativity or ethnic group (co-ethnics). As time in the new country elapses,
and with the acquisition of new skills, improved information on opportunities in alternative
destinations, and increased human capital, they will migrate, thus lowering the level of group
concentration (Dunlevy, 1980; Fang and Brown, 1999; Funkhouser, 2000; Gordon, 1964).
New immigrants will then have higher rates of migration than will the native born (Bartal
and Koch, 1991; Rogers, Henning, and Little, 1995). Other studies on social networks have
shown that the propensity for subsequent resettlement among new immigrants is lower if they
live in communities with compatriots; nativity concentration reduces the cost of international
moves by providing a sense of communality and group belonging, and, more specifically,
by assisting in job and housing searches and other adjustments to the new country (Bartal,
1989; Gurak and Caces, 1992; Gurak and Kritz, 2000; Kobrin and Speare, 1983; Kritz and
Nogle, 1994; Massey and Denton, 1987; Newbold, 1996; Sammuel, 1988). In other cases, high
levels of internal migration among the foreign-born population were aimed at reinforcing the
spatial concentration of the nativity groups (Belanger and Rogers, 1994; Neuman and Tienda,
1994; Nogel, 1997; Rogers and Henning, 1999; Trovato, 1988). Nevertheless, immigrant
groups vary in the importance they attach to nativity concentration implying different patterns
of resettlement and integration (Bartal and Koch, 1991; Kritz and Nogel, 1994; Moore and
Rosenberg, 1995; Tilly, 1990).

Immigrant groups also differ in their human capital which may, in turn, be an important
determinant of migration processes. This includes, among other individual characteristics,
age, sex, marital status and socio-economic stratification (Goldscheider, 1971; Long, 1988;
Ritchey, 1976; White and Mueser, 1994). Migration stage is yet another factor which can affect
the odds of migration; increasing length of residence in the new country strengthens human
capital and ties to local communities thus reducing the likelihood of resettlement (Kritz and
Nogel, 1994; Speare, Kobrin and Kingkade, 1982). Other underlying forces, such as language
fluency (Chiswick and Miller, 2001) or structural affinities at the group level, including age
composition (Belanger and Rogers, 1994) and percentage of self-employment (Gurak and
Kritz, 2000), have also been suggested as possible determinants of the internal migration
decisions and adjustment of immigrants.

The many immigrant groups are variously dispersed throughout the country, and they are
thus exposed to different social and economic contexts in their areas of initial settlement.
Spatial inequalities in employment opportunities and income, in governmental intervention
of settlement assistance, as well as in other non-monetary conditions such as crime rates and
climate, accumulate to shape the individual’s quality-of-life. As in other voluntary processes
involving social and economic change, these factors determine the necessary threshold of
desirability and feasibility of migration (Cadwallader, 1992; Clark and Hunter, 1992; Heaton,
Clifford and Fuguitt, 1981; Michalos, 1997).

Much of the concern with the effect of nativity concentration on internal migration patterns
among foreign-born populations has focused on the United States (e.g. Bartal and Koch,
1991; Fang and Brown, 1999; Kritz and Nogle, 1994; Nogle, 1997). Given the importance
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of separation between church and state as an official American ideology and policy on the
one hand, and the increasing emphasis on cultural pluralism and the maintenance of group
distinctiveness on the other, differences among immigrants by religion, ethnicity or nativity
(country of birth) are important to their social and cultural behaviors including identifiable
communal services, formal and informal institutions, as well as enclave economies of business
and goods production (Glazer and Moynihan, 1963; Yancey, Ericksen and Juliani, 1976).
In Canada, which has also often been a research site of internal migration patterns among
the foreign-born population (e.g. Newbold, 1996; Nogle, 1994; Trovato, 1988), two major
languages and two cultures form the heterogeneous and multicultural host society with the
added desirability of elevating minority immigrant groups as a third element. Israel is yet
another unique case of a country which has absorbed a large number of immigrants from
diverse socio-cultural backgrounds. The gathering of Jews from around the world to their
own country is a core ideal of nation-building in the Zionist agenda and the state of Israel
(Goldscheider, 2002). The formal immigration policy first appeared in the Declaration of
Independence in 1948, was later anchored by the Law of Return in 1950, and proclaims the
right of every Jew to come and settle in Israel. That only Jews are eligible for citizenship upon
immigration to Israel suggests that they share the religious identity and historical heritage of
the majority population.

The collective identity of Israel as a Jewish state is manifest in every-day life and in
governmental institutions and services. This includes, inter alia, weekends and holidays which
accord with the Jewish calendar; a homogenous national Hebrew school system, divided
between the general and religious sectors, both of which, under governmental supervision,
have curricula which emphasize Jewish themes; dispersion of synagogues and other religious
services throughout the country; and an accepted status quo of selling all foods in chain
supermarkets and private groceries in compliance with Jewish dietary laws (Kashrut). From
the ethnic-specific-goods perspective, foreign languages both in print and in the electronic
media are similarly available throughout the country. It should also be noted that the political
system in Israel is based on a single voting district of the entire country; the size of the
various parties’ delegations in the parliament, which further selects the prime minister and
the government, adheres to the distribution of the overall vote (Arian, 2004). Thus, nativity
concentration has no role in gaining political power for immigrants’ parties.

Similarly, Jewish ethnicity broadly defined on Ashkenazic (European-American origin) and
Sephardic (Asian-African origin) lines, or by specific countries of origin, is not a source of
Jewish-national identity; rather, Israel is (Goldscheider, 2002). Nor is ethnic origin significant
for any kind of communal services or social and economic opportunities. Since Israel is
a small country, any attempts to preserve and continue ethnic culture and identity through
family gathering and kin are independent of residential concentration. Overall, differences of
ethnicity or nativity are not bases for separatism in Jewish daily life, socio-economic services,
or opportunities for Jews in Israel.

The characteristics described above turn Israel into a unique and interesting case study of the
issue in question. Very few studies have been concerned with the role of ethnic and social
ties in determining the internal migration patterns of immigrants in Israel and they often
assessed this dimension only indirectly (Beenstock, 1997; 1999; Hasson, 1998; Shaginian,
2000)."' The present endeavor is built on strong ties between these factors, as well as on the
broadening scope of numerous immigrant groups by specific country or area of origin. More
specifically, I address the following questions: 1) How do human capital and area context
of residence determine the internal migration of immigrants to Israel? 2) How does nativity
concentration shape these patterns? 3) How do these determinants of migration vary across
immigrant groups? 4) How do immigrants’ migration patterns differ from those of native-
born Israelis? To the greatest possible extent, I have adopted the models developed in earlier
studies for other immigrant receiving countries (mainly in Kritz and Nogle, 1994 for the United
States). This will allow testing of the robustness of these approaches as well as expansion
of our insights into the specifics of immigrant adjustment in diverse settings (Chiswick and
Miller, 2001).
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Development of hypotheses
The group homogeneity hypothesis

The distance between any two cultures, namely the hosting and the absorbed, in the major
socio-cultural component — be it racial, religious or ethnic belonging (and associated
dimensions such as language) — affects the course of immigrants’ integration (Ward and
Kennedy, 1992). The general and consistent findings demonstrate that greater cultural
differences imply “the need for greater cultural shedding and cultural learning, and perhaps
large differences trigger negative inter-group attitudes, and induce greater culture conflict
leading to poorer adaptation” (Berry, 1997: 23). Under such circumstances, immigrants will
attempt to segregate from the social mainstream to maintain high levels of cohesion including
residential concentration.

In Israel, the major source of distinction between sub-populations is their religious belonging.
The Jewish identity of the immigrants provides an important feeling of mutual commitment
and cohesion with the dominant society, thus substantially moderating cultural distance.
Both the “absorption policy” which reflects the formal attitude of the establishment, and the
“absorption climate” which is the informal reaction of the public at large, show appreciation
and a welcoming attitude toward the new immigrants. Yet, shortly after the beginning of the
large wave of Soviet immigrants in 1990, some negative stereotypes and prejudices against
them began to evolve. This growing antagonism was mainly expressed by Israelis from low
socio-economic status who were struggling towards upward mobility and perceived the new
immigrants as competitors (Leshem and Sicron, 2004). This may act to preserve social and
cultural surroundings. Such negative attitudes were not observed towards the smaller and
relatively wealthy immigrant groups from America, Western Europe, or South Africa.

We propose that the social and psychological desire to live within a familiar cultural milieu
of co-ethnics is short-lived and limited to the initial stages of settlement in the new country.
Nativity concentration will have a small, if at all statistically significant, effect on the internal
migration of immigrants, and it will mainly characterize immigrants from the various republics
of the former USSR.

The immigration motivation’s hypothesis

Immigrants vary according to their motivations to move to the new country. They are spread
along a continuum between reactive and proactive, with the former responding to push factors
at origin and the latter being facilitated by economic or ideological pull factors at destination
(Lee, 1966; Richmond, 1993). People who migrate mainly due to high push motivations have
more psychological adaptation problems (Berry, 1997) and are thus anticipated to maintain
for a longer time their original daily interactions and their preferred residential concentration.
Empirical support for this model can be found, inter alia, in Nogle (1994) and Mesch (2002).
Given the data at hand, these effects can not be measured directly. Yet, we can roughly
distinguish between immigrants from North America, Latin America and West Europe, on
the one hand, who were motivated by religious and national factors (Dashefsky et al., 1992;
DellaPergola, 1986), and East European immigrants many of whom responded to unfavorable
political and economic conditions in their countries of origin (Leshem and Sicron, 2004).
Furthermore, the former groups often had prior knowledge and direct acquaintance with
Israeli society including relatively high language proficiency; after a short-term adaptation,
such characteristics are likely to avoid ethnic residential enclaves. We anticipate divergent
patterns of relationships with nativity concentration having no meaningful effect on relocation
among American and West European immigrants, but a significantly negative effect among
immigrants from the former USSR and other Soviet satellite countries.

The institutional approach hypothesis

Institutional intervention is significant for patterns of interregional migration and residential
location choices (Cadwallader, 1992). Perhaps more than any other economic incentive,
housing policy through regional bias of housing supply and related benefits such as high
quality, low prices and favorable mortgages, is strongly inherent to a given area. Responses to
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housing availability vary among different sub-groups with the strongest effect being on people
with low socio-economic status and other disadvantages who prefer housing security to labor
market opportunities (Clark and Whiteman, 1983). New immigrants may often fall into these
categories and serve as a target population for governmental policies aimed at determining
spatial population distribution whether to develop desolated and sparsely populated areas
(King, 1993), to eliminate ethnic segregation (White, 1993), or to achieve political and security
goals (Clark, 1983; Lipshitz, 1991; 1998).

Research findings show that massive government building within the national periphery,
accompanied by financial incentives, was important among recent Soviet immigrants to Israel
in their decision-making as to place of residence (Shaginian, 2000). Dwelling considerations
outweighed employment opportunities and access to jobs that best suit the professional skills
and educational level of the immigrants (Gotlibovski, 1995; Hasson, 1998). A few studies that
were concerned with the living arrangements of American and West European immigrants
(Avruch, 1981; Dashefsky et al., 1992) emphasize the importance of a neighborhood that is
socially suitable, the quality of the local educational system, and the size of apartments as
determinants of residential choice. Thus, many American immigrants reject public housing
and look for apartments on the private market, i.e. places where established Israelis tend
to predominate. These apartments are often expensive and inversely related to the level of
mortgage to which they are entitled. Single persons or young couples often receive assistance
from their parents abroad.

Shortly after the stage of initial settlement, immigrants search for employment opportunities
in the open economy (ethnic enclave economies in Israel are not very developed), and for
housing. Given the smallness of the country, many of the peripheries can be considered as
outer fringes of metropolitan areas, and the developed public transportation enables convenient
and easy commuting. Thus, we anticipate a strong positive relationship between housing
opportunities, which were improved in the early 1990s by governmental intervention including
financial assistance, and resettlement patterns. In the spatial trade-off involving inexpensive
housing on the one hand, and high employment opportunities and salaries on the other, the
former will have greater significance. This will be mostly salient among immigrants from the
Former USSR and other East European countries who arrived in Israel with a relatively little
capital.

Data and measurements

Data for this study are drawn from the 1995 Israel Census of Housing and Population (20 per
cent “geographic version” file). The sample is restricted to the foreign-born aged 25 through
64 who arrived in Israel between 1970 and 1990 from Europe, America, Oceania and South
Africa; these immigrants comprise 85.3% of the total foreign-born population who entered
the country during this period. I focus on household heads who were not enrolled in school in
1995, rather than multiple adults, thereby eliminating the potential bias for interdependence
of migration behavior (Kritz and Nogle, 1994).

Applying these criteria, I generated a sample of 17,642 immigrants. They were aggregated
into 15 countries, or regions, of origin: three from the Americas (United States, Argentina,
other Latin America), three from Western Europe (France, United Kingdom, other Western
Europe), and nine from Eastern Europe and the Former USSR (Russia, Ukraine, Moldova,
Belarus, Baltic States, other Former USSR in Europe, Georgia, other Former USSR in Asia,
and Romania); the remaining foreign-born persons were merged into a sixteen group. Group
sizes range from 396 persons from the United Kingdom to 3,037 from Russia. Although we
would have preferred a more detailed aggregation of all immigrants by country of origin,
which would have decreased the internal heterogeneity among a few immigrant sub-groups,
the relatively small sample data at hand did not permit this.

The dependent variable distinguishes between immigrants who stayed in their beginning-
of-period place of residence, those who moved within the same sub-district, and those who
departed to another sub-district over the five-year interval examined.’ Sub-districts divide the
country into relatively coherent areas in regard to their physical structure; at the same time, they
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are large enough that migration between them constitutes a meaningful geographic change.
The categorical character of the dependent variable with three possible values is appropriate
for multinomial logistic regression.*

Nativity concentration was calculated by allocating migrants back to their beginning-of-period
area of residence and measuring the percentage of immigrants of a given group in each sub-
district. All persons of a given group who lived in a specific sub-district have the same
concentration value. Nativity concentration is treated as a continuous variable.

Explanatory individual characteristics included in our model are sex, age, education, marital
status and employment status. Sex was set equal to 1 if the person was female, with males
being the reference category. Age is treated as a continuous variable. To account for the
particularly high levels of education among western immigrants to Israel (Israel Central
Bureau of Statistics, 2000), I included education as a continuous variable: a code of 1 indicates
less than high school education; 2 indicates high school graduation; 3 indicates 1-3 years of
college; 4 indicates baccalaureate degree; and 5 indicates advanced academic degrees. Marital
status distinguishes between married persons who served as the reference category, and two
dummy variables of singles and ex-married (divorced and widowed). Also added as a control
sociodemographic variable is the nature of employment, with self-employment coded 1 and
those working for others as the reference group.

I employed three measures to evaluate the effect of contextual conditions on migration within
and between sub-districts: per capita income, unemployment rate, and rate of new housing
construction. The data on income refer to the condition in the sub-district of residence at
the beginning of the five-year migration interval. In order to reduce the possible effect of
intertemporal fluctuations in rates of unemployment, I use the average of the mean total
unemployment rate for each sub-district for the five-year interval (1990-1995). New housing
construction is the deviation from the national average rate of each sub-district in the number
of houses whose construction was completed from 1990 to 1995 per 1,000 inhabitants. Data
for the contextual measures were drawn from various official sources (i.e. Central Bureau
of Statistics, National Insurance Institute, and Ministry of Interior); they are introduced as
continuous variables, and were attached to individual records.

In addition to nativity concentration, another immigration factor which is included in the model
is time in Israel. It reflects the time elapsed since immigration to the beginning of period (i.e.
1990) and distinguishes between duration of up to one year, 1 to 2 years, 3 to 10 years, and 11
or more years in Israel. Time in Israel is measured as a categorical variable with the longest
duration as the reference category.

Levels of migration

Table 1 shows that the migration rate for foreign-born household heads age 25-64 is
significantly higher than for native Israelis (50.9% and 38.7%, respectively).’ This is true for
most of the immigrant groups separately but particularly for immigrants from Belarus, Ukraine
and “other Former USSR in Asia”. Three groups exhibit lower migration rates than do natives
including “other West Europe”, Georgia and Romania.
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Table 1: Levels of five-year migration and group concentration for foreign-born heads of
household age 25-64, Israel 1995

Mativity i) Percentage migrated Highest concentration

group

Total W ithin EBetween | Percentage | Sub-district

sub-district | sub-districts
Mative Israeli 39086 38.7 15.1 236 17.3 Tel Lwiw
Jews
Al Foreign- 17642 50.9 17.3 3346 12.6 Haifa
EBorn
United States 1062 395 15.4 241 370 Jerusalem
Argentina 1067 449 178 271 137 Be'er Sheva
Other Latin 531 432 16.8 26.4 137 Tel Awviv
America
France 404 0.8 208 30.0 235 Jerusalem
Thited 396 41.1 12.6 28.5 22.2 Jerusalem
| Eingdem

Other West 799 323 121 202 16.4 Tel dwiw
Europe
Eussia 3037 59.0 20.9 38.1 14.3 Haifa
Tkraine 2 845 62.9 20.5 424 16.5 Haifa
Moldowva 697 55.8 17.9 37.9 18.9 Haifa
Eelarus 530 782 279 50.3 16.9 Haifa
Ealtic States 676 438 163 325 158 Fehovot
Other 1577 517 16.6 351 13.2 Haifa
Fortmer
TZEE-
Europe
Georgia 1237 309 61 24 8 292 Ashqelon
Other 927 62.4 219 40.5 12.3 Tel Awviv
Fortmer
TU33E-Asia
Eomania 1067 34.4 10.9 23.5 19.2 Haifa
Other 640 427 14.7 28.0 18.4 Petah Tigwa
foreign-born

Both immigrants and natives are more likely to move to another sub-district than to move
within their sub-district. Generally, immigrants in 14 of the groups are more likely than natives
to move to another sub-district. The three groups with the overall highest level of migration,
i.e. Belarus, Ukraine and “other Former USSR in Asia” are also the most likely to move to
another sub-district. Immigrants from “other West Europe” and Romania who had an overall
lower level of migration than natives are less likely to migrate within as well as between
sub-districts; however, immigrants from Georgia have lower rates of migration than natives
within the same sub-district but tend to move more to other sub-districts. Similarly, the overall
higher rates for immigrants from the United Kingdom and other Foreign-born than natives is
attributed to their inclination to move to other sub-districts although they are less likely than
natives to make a move within the same sub-district.

Differences are revealed between immigrant groups in their levels of concentration by sub-
district. There are seven sub-districts which contain the heaviest concentration of immigrant
groups. The highest proportion is for immigrants from the United States among whom 37%
live in the sub-district of Jerusalem; this sub-district is likewise a preferable locality for a
relatively high rate of French (23.5%) and British (22.2%) immigrants. A high concentration
rate also characterizes immigrants from Georgia, with 29.2% living at the southern sub-district
of Ashgelon. Argentinians and immigrants from other parts of Latin America have very low
concentration rates which are approximately one-third those of the most concentrated group;
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other Former USSR immigrants, both from European and Asian republics, also have very low
levels of concentration.

Demographic and socioeconomic profile

Table 2 presents the means of individual and immigration characteristics for each of the
immigrant groups. Variations in life cycle and socioeconomic characteristics, as well as in
duration in the host country, are likely to affect mobility patterns and residential preferences.
In general, immigrants from America and West Europe are younger than immigrants from East
Europe and the Asian republics of the FUSSR. The sex composition of household heads shows
arelatively high percentage of females among groups from the United States and West Europe,
reflecting a stronger tendency to immigrate of women in their early adult ages (Goldscheider,
1974: 364), as well as among Russian immigrants which is likely attributed to a widespread
phenomenon of one parent families among this group (Sicron, 1998).

Table 2: Sociodemographic and immigration characteristics of foreign-born heads of
household age 25-64, Israel 1995a

TMativity N Age Sex Education Ilarital status Type of Tine in Tsrael
group Single | Ex- Married | employment | Up  to | 1-2 Z-10 11-20
married 1year | years | years years
Native 35 425 0.28 2.57 12.2 11.4 764 0.21 na na. na. na
Tsrach Jews | 086
All 17 45.0 0.28 3.0% 6.0 16.3 T3 0.12 301 5.9 13.0 51.0
Foreign- 642
EBorn
Urted 1 429 0.30 384 12.2 11.7 761 021 4.3 5.2 36.1 54.4
States 062
Argentina 1 44.2 0.26 2.90 9.8 117 785 0.24 51 2.1 263 5%.6
0&7
Other Latin 531 427 0.32 2.9% 13.0 15.1 7.9 0.21 21 6.8 302 60.%
Armerica
France 404 40.2 0.34 277 13.3 153 714 0.18 25 5.1 324 56.0
Tnited 286 43.9 0.32 3.03 12.2 9.7 781 0.28 4.8 5.6 383 50.3
Kingdom
Other 7589 44.6 0.33 271 10.8 113 Ti6 0.20 38 £.5 278 61.9
West
Eurcpe
Russia 3037 447 0.3z 316 4.2 208 75.0 0.08 47.5 £.6 5.0 40.9
Thraine | 2945 46.3 0.27 3.40 31 19.1 718 0.06 56.3 5.6 3.1 35.0
Moldova 657 465 0.20 3.26 1.6 1.9 §6.5 0.08 311 6.2 76 55.1
Belarus 580 45.0 0.23 3.55 2.3 14.2 435 0.03 31.1 4.9 3.8 10.2
Baltic 676 457 0.26 3.3% 55 147 798 0.0% 211 4.3 5.9 68.7
States
Other
Former
USEER- 1577 44.4 0.28 269 4.5 176 19 0.0% 344 4.6 4.1 56.9
Eurepe
Georgla | 1237 45.5 0.24 175 2.6 14.6 828 0.13 3.0 0.8 4.5 917
Cther
Former
TUS5E-Asia 927 44.1 0.26 2.80 2.7 17.2 301 0.08 56.7 64 2.8 34.1
Fomania | 1067 48.2 0.25 3.58 7.9 15.% 762 0.07 3.4 67 269 63.0
Other 540 44.6 0.30 3.37 12.3 1.2 715 0.22 a1 8.5 274 54.0
foreign-
bom

a) Data are means of covariates. Age is in years; sex=1 for female; education is a scale of the mean level: less
than completed high school=1, high school graduation=2, some college=3, baccalaureate=4, advanced academic
degree=5; type of employment=1 if self-employed.

The educational level of immigrant groups depicts significant variations with the mean
scores ranging from 1.75 for immigrants from Georgia to considerably higher levels among
immigrants from the United States (3.84), Romania (3.58) or Belarus (3.55). The proportion
of currently married persons, which is largely affected by the age structure of each immigrant
group, is especially high for immigrants from Moldova (86.5%) and Belarus (83.5%), while
it is considerably lower for French (71.4%) and “other Latin America” (71.9%). Less affected
by the age composition is the rate of ex-married (most of whom are divorced) with very high
rates among the Russian and Ukrainian immigrants. Low levels of entrepreneurial activity,
of between 8% and 13%, were found among groups from the Former USSR; however,
immigrants from the United States, the Latin America countries and the United Kingdom own
private businesses at rates above 20%.

The distribution of time in Israel across immigrant groups shows that a majority of American
and west European immigrants have an experience of more than 11 years in Israel; another
significant proportion among these groups have lived in Israel between 3 to 10 years. This
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pattern of time of arrival in Israel also characterizes Romanians who, despite their origin in a
communist satellite country were permitted, in relatively large numbers, to leave Romania in
the 1970s and early 1980s. By contrast, the waves of Soviet immigration to Israel are divided
rather dichotomously, albeit unevenly, between the earliest period (most of whom arrived
between 1975 and 1979) and the latest period following perestroika.

Multivariate analysis

Integrative analysis

Table 3 presents the results of multinomial logistic regression for the evaluation of the effect
of different sets of factors on migration within and between sub-districts, relative to no
migration, for foreign-born heads of household in Israel. The first model considers the role
of human capital (sex, age, education, marital status, type of employment and an interaction
variable of sex by education) and area economic context (unemployment, income, housing
construction) as determinants of migration. The second model incorporates time in Israel
and nativity concentration. In order to gain insights into inter-group variations in migration
patterns, the third model introduces 15 dummy variables, each of which represents a different
nativity group, with other West Europe as the reference group. The relationships between the
independent variables and migration are presented as odds ratios (exp[b]) which express the
relative odds of the event (migration) occurring. A “pseudo R2” value (Nagelkerke R2) for the
multinomial logistic analysis is also shown to illustrate the explanatory power of each model.
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Table 3: Multinomial logistic regressions (odds ratios) of migration within sub-districts
and between sub-districts on individual characteristics area context variables, immigration

factors, and nativity group for foreign-born Israelis heads of household, 1990-1995a

Wariable Within! Between/ | Withun/ Between | Within/ EBetween/
1o mig. 1o mig, 1o mig. 110 g, 1o mg, 1o mig.
Tndividual characteristics
Sex 0.oF*** | 073% D.E0%*% | 0 75% DET*** | Q76*
Lge O.76F** | QF0%*F | QF5%FE | (¥ | (T | () LGFHE
Education 1,23 | ] phk | ] Qe | ] 1T | ] g4k 1.16%+*
Single 077w 1.10 083 1.43%%% 1 (095 1. 30k
Ex-marned 1.19%* 1.3g%** | 111 1.24%* 1.10 1.26%*
Self-employed O.65%** | 05298k | (2% | () H5¥FF | () 5¥* 0. fE*+*
Sex*education 1.09%** | 101 1.07* 099 1.07* 0.58
Area context vanables
Thetmployment 1.12%% | 1.01 1.08*%** | 102 107 | 1.02
Per capita income 1.00 1.01%= | 1.00 1.01**+ | 1.00 1.01%**
Heusing construction 0.98 s+ 101 Do+ 103 0. S
Immigration factors
Time m Israel up to 1 year L B e I T T T e I U R
Time in Israel: 1-2 years 22T 3OO0k | 0 EN S
Time in Israel: 3-10 years 0.9 1.44%+ | 105 1.35%**
IMativity concentration 1.01* D9gH** | ] OT#*k | () G
Mativity group
Uhited States 1.00 1.48*
Argentina LA1%** | 203k
Other Latin America 141% 1.50%
France T
Thited Eingdom 1.52%* 1.29
Fussia 157 | 120
Tkraine 1.73% | 128
Meldova 185k | ] Jowkk
Belarus 2. 18%** | ] BEHrF
Baltic States 1.63% | 132
Other Former TTSSE-Europe 1.52% | 106
Georgia 1.14 050
(Other Former USSR-Asia 155w 118
Fomania 1.17 1.07
Other foreign-born 1.42%* 1.18
N 17 642 17 642 17 642
-2 Log likelihood 1321286 25 989 64 2591844
Chi-square 250781 534182 548017
Psendo B2 (Magelkerke) 15.3% 30.2% 30, 8%

a) Omitted categories are: male; married; employee; 11-20 years in Israel; immigrant from other West Europe. *P<.05;
**P< 01; ¥*P<.001

Most of the human capital variables in Model 1 exert a statistically significant effect on
migration. As expected, sex and age each decreases the likelihood of migration both within
and between sub-districts. High educational attainment enhances the probability of making
an internal move: for each point increase in level of education, the odds of making a local
move within the sub-district were 23% more, and for migration between sub-districts, 29%
more. The findings also indicate that marital status produces a significant effect on migration
with singles being less likely than married persons to move within a sub-district while the ex-
married (most of whom are divorced) have higher odds of migrating within as well as between
sub-districts with a respective odds ratio of 1.19 and 1.36. Self-employment, in turn, deters
both types of migration. An interaction effect of education by sex was found significant only
for migration within sub-districts suggesting that females with higher levels of education are
more likely to move locally than are males with similar educational attainment.

Unemployment increases the likelihood of migration within a sub-district, whereas for each
point increase in the unemployment rate, the odds of migration were 12% higher. No
significant effect of unemployment was proven on migration between sub-districts. This latter
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finding on the macro level largely coincides with the insignificant influence of a micro level
variable of labor market status (employed vs. unemployed) on migration between four major
regions (Beenstock, 1999); as well as with the higher frequency of origin from localities of
low unemployment level than from areas of high unemployment level (Shaginian, 2000).
Under conditions of lack of employment, immigrants do not hurry to change their area of
residence; given the relatively small size of Israel, they prefer to commute to areas with better
job opportunities which are likely to be situated in large metropolitan areas. Migration within a
sub-district with a high unemployment level may reflect the diminution of economic resources
on the part of the local inhabitants and the need to move to a lower standard of housing (which
among immigrants may often be rented) while endeavoring to maintain a familiar residential
environment and close proximity to relatives and compatriots.

The odds ratio for per capita income suggests that a large change in this independent variable
led to only a small change in the probability of moving between sub-districts. By contrast,
housing construction was found to be a most salient and meaningful determinant of migration
between sub-districts; immigrants who live in sub-districts with above average rates of new
housing construction are less likely to move than immigrants living in sub-districts where
the rate of new housing construction is below the national average. Taken together, the
individual characteristics and area context of residence were relatively effective in explaining
the variation in migration behavior with R* of 15.3 per cent.

Model 2 assesses the importance of immigration factors as determinants of internal migration
among the foreign-born. It shows that recent arrivals are significantly more inclined to move
both within and between sub-districts. Within the first year in Israel, immigrants are six
times more likely to migrate within sub-districts as are immigrants with 11-20 years in
Israel; the parallel odd of migration between sub-districts is ten times more. The likelihood
of migration gradually decreases as time in Israel grows, although it remains statistically
significant for migration between sub-districts also among those who are in the country for
3-10 years. Nativity concentration very slightly increases local migration within sub-districts.
The interpretation is that immigrants either resettle closer to co-natives within the limited
boundaries of the sub-district which has a high concentration level, or that the large size of
immigrant population in the area promotes local residential moves derived by macro-level
considerations while ensure the maintenance of close proximity to co-natives. By contrast,
nativity concentration has a negative and statistically significant relation to migration between
sub-districts. The odds ratio of 0.96 indicates that heads of household who in 1990 resided
in sub-districts with a higher presence of their compatriots (percentage group size), were less
likely to move to another sub-district than were those living in sub-districts with smaller
concentrations of co-natives (for each point increase in nativity concentration, the odds of
migrating were 4% less).

This model denoted twice as much variance than the previous model with 30.2% of the
variation in internal migration between 1990 and 1995 being explained by means of the
independent variables, many of which turned out to have a significant statistical effect. Yet, it
should be noted that separate models (not shown here) with and without different sets of data,
point to the paramount role of duration in Israel in the increasing explanatory power of model
3 and a very slight contribution of the ethnic concentration variable: if duration in the country
is removed, the explanatory power of the model diminishes to 16.1%, while the removal of
the variable ethnic concentration would have resulted in only a slight decline to 29.7%.
Model 3 incorporates each of the nativity groups in order to evaluate differences in migration
patterns. Using immigrants from “other West Europe” as the reference group (due to their
rather similar sociodemographic profile to that of natives), the odds ratios show significant
differences in migration within sub-districts for 12 of the 15 groups; all groups are more
likely than “other West Europe” to move within their sub-district. Especially high levels of
migration within sub-districts were found among immigrants from Belarus (odds of 2.18),
from Moldova (odds of 1.89) and from Ukraine (odds of 1.73). Six of the immigrant groups
have a significantly different propensity than “other West European” to move between sub-
districts; these groups include immigrants from the United States, Argentina, other Latin

Revue européenne des migrations internationales, vol. 22 - n°1 | 2006



36

37

Nativity Concentration and Internal Migration among the Foreign-Born in Israel, 1990-1995

America, France, Belarus and the Baltic States. All of these groups are more likely than “other
West Europe” to migrate with odds ratios ranging from 1.48 for Americans to as high as 2.03
for Argentinians. The insertion of the different nativity groups did not meaningfully improve
the explained variance over that of the previous model.

Separate models for immigrant groups

Immigrant groups to Israel come from different social and cultural backgrounds. This
involves different levels and types of heterogeneity between areas of origin and the area of
destination. The immigrants are motivated by unique sets of push and pull factors, and may
have come as individuals or in mass migration. All this may affect patterns of integration
into the host society, raising the possibility that each immigrant group considers individual
sociodemographic characteristics differently, and factors regarding the economic context or
nativity concentration are seen from varying points of view in deciding on internal migration.
Thus, I estimated separate models for each of the 16 foreign-born groups; for each group, the
full model was estimated retaining all the independent variables, where the dependent variable
distinguishes between no migration (the referent category), migration within sub-districts and
migration between sub-districts.

Table 4: Multimonial logistic regressions of migration within and between sub-districts on
individual characteristics, area context of residence, and immigration factors for foreign-

born heads of household in Israel, 1990-1995: Summary table of statistically significant*
odds ratios

Nativity X Within sub-district/ Between sub-districts/
group (N) R i no migration
United States 1062 | 31.4% elf-employment (0.65); Un-employment (1.
aincome (101 : Time in Israel <1 Yr. {
Time in Israel 1-2 Y. (2.04);
Argentina 1 067 | 28.2% If-employment (0.48); Age (0.5 employment ((.33); Un-employment (1.14);
onstruction (0.67); Time in I <] Yr. ) o (0.62): Time in Israel < 1Y 11.36;
1 1-2 Yr. (1.96); Nativity concentration (1.08) Time in Israel 1-2 Y. (3.39)
Other Latin America 531(28.5% 1Y (2.08): employed (0.39); Per capita income (101}
ity concentration ( 1.15). 1Yr (6.46); Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (3.52);
Time in Israel 3-10 Yr. (1.99)
France 404 | 31.7%| Age (0.65); Un-employment (1.39); Un-employment (1.30); Housing construction (0.51);
N ion (1.08). Time in <1 Yr. (1.94),
United Kingdom 396 | 26.8%| Pe 1.01): Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (5.78): Age (0.53); Un-employment (1.40).
N ion (1.03).
Other West Europe 799 123.3%| Self-employment (0.49) ge (0.54); Education (1.23); Ex-married (2.46).
Russia 3037 |31.8%| Sex (0.57); Age (0.78); Education (1.22)
Time in Israel < 1Yr. (4.57); Time in Israel 1-2 Y. (1.96)
1Yr (9.14); Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (2
3-10Yr. (2.22); Nativity concentration
Ukraine 2954 |35.5%| Age (0.80); Education (1.12); Housing construction (1.32) Age (0.74); Education (1.17); Ex-married ((.66),
Time in Israel < 1Y (6.72); Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (3.05);
Nativity concentration (1.03), .
Nativity concentration (0.95),
Moldova 097 |36,5%| Age (0.78); Ex-married (0.39); Un-employment (1.28); Age (0.66); Per capita income (1.01); Housing conctruction (0.41);
Time in Israel < 1Yr (3.31); Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (1.98), Time in Israel < 1Yr (13.00); Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (5.35);
Time in Israel 3. )): Nativity concentration (0.92),
Belarus 580 |36,0%| Ex-married (0.44); Time in Israel < 1 Yr. (6.44); Age (0.83); Per capita income (1.01); Housing construction (0.30).
lime in 1 3-10 Yr. (0L18).
Baltic States 676 |40,2%| Age (0.72); Housing construction (1.72); e (0.55); Single (3.59); Time in Israel < 1 Yr. (28.63).
rael < 1Yr. (13.46)
Other Former USSR- | 1 577 [27,2% 0.77): Education (1.20); Single (0.46); Age (0.78): Single (1.94); Ex-married (1.57);
Europe ction (1.41); Time in Israel < 1Yr. (4.47): Time in Israel < 1Y (8.49); Time in Israel [-2 Yr. (6.18),
-2Yr. (1.80); Nativity concentration (1.08)
Georgia 123 Sex (0.34); Age (0.67). Age (0.69); Ex-married (2.57): Time in Israel < [ Yr. (37.73);
Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (14.43)
Other Former USSR-Asia| 927 |29.8%| Age (0.84), lime in Isracl <
Romania 1067 [19,1%]| Age (0.74); Education (1.19); Single (0.52); » Education (1.2 63);
Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (1.99) ncome (1.01); Na tion (0.93).
Other foreign-borm 640 | 26,4%| Age (0.72); Time in Is < 1 Y. (5.99); Age (0.57); Un-employment (1.32); Time in Israel < 1 Yr. (7.81);
Time in Israel 1-2 Yr. (3.23) lime in Israel 1-2 Yr. (3.57)

*P<.05

The separate models show that nativity concentration has no statistically significant effect
on migration within sub-districts for nine of the groups, and when significant (United
States, Argentina, other Latin America, France, United Kingdom, Ukraine and other Former
USSR in Europe) it increases the odds of migration (Table 4). Nativity concentration has a
statistically significant effect on migration between sub-districts in four of the 16 immigrant
groups; it decreases the odds of migration between sub-districts among Russians, Ukrainians,
Moldovians and Romanians, all of whose provenance is East Europe.” One unit of change
in the percentage of nativity concentration decreases the odds of migration by 5%-9%. At
the same time Short duration in Israel has a significant positive effect on the odds of both
types of migration, but particularly on movements between sub-districts. Duration of less
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than one year increases the odds of migration between sub-districts for 12 of the groups; it
remains statistically significant for 1-2 years among nine of the groups albeit with a smaller
odds ratio. Note that in comparison to the full model, a reduced model without the variable
of ethnic concentration (not shown here) only slightly diminished the percentage of variance
being explained: from 31.8% to 30.8% for Russia, from 35.5% to 34.8% for Ukraine, from
36.5% to 35.9% for Moldova, and from 19.1% to 18.6% for Romania. If ethnic concentration
is maintained in the model but the other immigration variable of time in Israel is removed, the
explanatory power of the model is substantially hurt and decreases: to 20.3%, 17.4%, 23.0%
and 18.6%, respectively.

Area unemployment rates have a significant positive effect on the odds of migration between
sub-districts for five of the groups including immigrants from the United States, Argentina,
France, United Kingdom, and other Foreign-Born. Of these, the first three groups also want
residential opportunities with above average housing construction and this decreases the odds
of migration to another sub-district. Housing construction has a very strong negative effect on
migration between sub-districts among the immigrants from Russia, Ukraine, Moldova and
Belarus as well.

Among the human capital variables, age consistently decreases migration throughout all the
groups both within and between sub-districts. Both types of migration are positively associated
with education; the education effect is especially salient for immigrants from Russia, Ukraine
and Romania. Single and ex-married persons, relative to married persons, are more likely to
migrate to another sub-district. This effect tends to be significant for immigrants from the
United States and from a few republics of the Former Soviet Union (e.g. Russia, Ukraine and
other Former USSR in Europe), but very weak and statistically insignificant for immigrants
from Latin America and West Europe. Somewhat surprisingly, the effects of sex and self-
employment on the odds of migration are mixed and often insignificant; these findings
are in contradiction to the strong negative effect of sex and self-employment for the total
foreign-population. While this requires further analysis, at this stage we can point out that the
significant effect of self-employment on migration between sub-districts for the total foreign-
born was caused largely by Argentinians and immigrants from other Latin America; this effect
is strongly negative on the migration of both of these two groups which differ significantly
in their levels of self-employment as compared with other immigrant groups. Noted that the
addition of interaction terms of sex and nativity and of self-employment and nativity (not
shown) proved to be insignificant.

Immigrants and natives compared

Finally, I compared the behavior of each immigrant group with that of individuals who were
born and raised in Israel. To that end, I estimated two multinomial regression models: a zero-
order model which introduces only the nativity group as a dummy variable with natives as
the reference population; and an adjusted model which controls for group differences in all
the covariates used in the analysis. Thus, I prepared two separate sets of 16 multinomial
regressions each of which contains all the immigrant groups. Since “time in Israel” is not
comparable for immigrants and natives, the latter were assigned the longest duration of 11 to
20 years. For nativity concentration of Israeli-born heads of household I adopted an approach
similar to that for immigrants by measuring the percentage of natives in each sub-district.

The zero-order models suggest that with the exception of two origin groups, from the United
States and other Latin America, all the immigrants have significantly different propensities to
migrate than do native Israelis (Table 5). Immigrants from Argentina, France, Russia, Ukraine,
Moldova, Belarus, Baltic States, other Former USSR in Europe and other Former USSR in
Asia are more likely than natives to migrate both within and between sub-districts. Immigrants
from other West Europe are less likely than natives to migrate within as well as between
sub-districts; immigrants from Georgia and Romania also exhibit lower propensities to move
between sub-districts than do native Israelis. Controlling for the other covariates produced
substantial reductions in the differences between immigrants and natives in migration patterns
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(e.g. Russia, Belarus, other Former USSR in Europe) or even their total disappearance (e.g.
France, Baltic States).

Nevertheless the human capital, area context and immigration covariates do not fully account
for the zero-order differences between immigrants and natives; the adjusted odds point to the
maintenance of significant differences from natives in migration within sub-districts for nine
groups (three of which have lower odds of migration and six higher odds) and in migration
between sub-districts for five groups (three of which have lower odds and two have higher
odds). The inference is that there are other factors, not introduced in our models, which are
important determinants of internal migration behaviors of a few large immigrant groups in
Israel. These factors may operate differently for each of these groups either to reduce or to
increase their likelihood of relocation.

Summary and conclusion

This paper has explored the effects of nativity concentration on the internal migration patterns
of the foreign-born in Israel and how these patterns differ from those of native Israelis. It was
written with the intent to contribute to the growing literature on this topic which has focused
on other countries which receive large waves of immigration including the United States and
Canada. However, Israel is a unique case since its formal immigration policy grants the right
to settle in the country and citizenship only to Jews; thus they share the religious identity and
historical heritage of the majority population. Furthermore, ethnic-specific-goods are readily
available throughout the state; the political system is based on a single voting district; and
the smallness of the country makes maintenance of family and other kinship ties possible,
independent of residential concentration.

Largely in accordance with our first two working hypotheses, the group homogeneity
hypothesis and the immigration motivation’s hypothesis, the results of multinomial regression
analysis show that all other things being equal (human capital, economic context and
immigration factors), nativity concentration deters migration between sub-districts and
operates to hold people within the same sub-district even when they wish to move because
of individual needs or economic opportunities. The contribution of the ethnic concentration
variable to the overall explanatory power of the model was nevertheless small; other factors,
including duration in Israel, were more important in resettlement patterns and migratory
behavior of immigrants. The statistically significant and negative effect of ethnic concentration
on migration between sub-districts in the integrative model is attributed to the nature of
relationships among immigrants from Russia, Ukraine, Moldova and Romania as revealed by
the estimation of separate models for specific country or area of origin. These groups originated
in East Europe, mainly responding to push motivations, and at times were also faced with
some rejecting attitudes from certain segments of the veteran Israeli population.

The third hypothesis, of the institutional approach, was only partly confirmed by our findings.
Housing construction above the national average substantially deters migration to another
sub-district. This economic incentive is, however, important not only for Soviet immigrants
of presumably low economic status; statistically significant and large odds ratios were also
found for relatively wealthy immigrant groups including from the United States, Argentina
and France. Data not shown here suggest that the preferred areas with high rates of housing
construction differ among the immigrant groups: Jewish-Soviet immigrants are mainly moving
to less developed towns in southern sub-districts; a large proportion of American and French
immigrants are relocating to Tel Aviv (Israel’s primary core) and its nearby peripheries which
are characterized by high socioeconomic well-being. Thus, rather than being concerned with
economic incentives, they are mainly motivated by the life styles associated with these areas
of settlement.

Some significant variations exist between immigrant groups in their initial geographic
dispersal and in rates of migration as well as according to key individual affinities. These
sociodemographic profiles also differ from those of the native-born population. For several
immigrant groups it was found that similarity with native Israelis in these characteristics would
imply marked convergence in migration patterns. By contrast, other immigrants, including
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those from Argentina, Russia, Belarus, other Former USSR in Europe, and Georgia, exhibited
unique propensities to migrate both within and between sub-districts. The spatial integration of
these groups, which include substantial numbers of immigrants who recently arrived in Israel,
is to a great extent determined by factors other than those considered in this study.

With all due caution, and given the objective limitations to evaluation of these findings from
a comparative perspective, it seems that the importance of social capital such as geographic
proximity to people of the same nativity is weaker in Israel than in other countries which
absorb large numbers of immigrants such as the United States. Important characteristics shared
by immigrants and the host society, alongside wide acceptance by, and willingness of, both
governmental agencies and the public at large to assist in the initial stages of settlement,
enhance the sense of security in the new and unfamiliar environment and reduce the need
for residential segregation. At the same time, the physical conditions of a small country,
which ease the maintenance of ties in primary groups of family and friends and allow
access to specific ethnic activities, moderate the rhythm of social and cultural assimilation
of immigrants. This largely coincides with the somewhat ambivalent approach among
Soviet immigrants who attempt to achieve integration as a secular group while preserving
the legitimacy of their cultural uniqueness (Lissak, 1995). The equilibrium between these
contradicting inclinations varies according to the specific immigrant group; those groups
which attach importance to high territorial density, such as the Russians and Ukrainians, wish
to preserve their original culture without compromise rather than to maintain a few selected
cultural components while waiving others. These being the largest immigrant groups, they
have more resources than other groups. Furthermore, they come from metropolitan areas which
are the major cultural, political and scientific centers of the former Soviet Union and adhere
to their cultures of origin which they see as being superior to that of the Israel’s host society.
The strong effect of housing construction provides an effective tool for a government wishing
to shape the residential patterns of the new immigrants. However, this institutional approach
presents a paradox: on the one hand, it may attract and pull people to certain areas, often
in the metropolitan or national peripheries, thus contributing to the overall dispersion of the
population; but on the other hand, this geographic dispersion will again create a concentration
because large numbers of the new immigrants will relocate to the same destination. An index
of concentration shows that despite the short duration, between 1990 and 1995 most foreign-
born groups have increased their spatial concentration with immigrants from Belarus and a
few other European republics experiencing the most substantial change.” When a group is
spatially isolated and segregated, its cultural integration process and entrance into primary
group relationships with the majority society will be very slow. These policy considerations
should receive even greater attention in regard to later arrivals from the former Soviet Union
among whom a growing proportion are people with weak religious and national-Zionist
identification; more than their earlier counterparts, they will presumably seek high socio-
cultural spatial segregation.
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Notes

1 Only Shaginian introduced an explicit variable of nativity concentration focusing on recent immigrants
from the former USSR. Her findings suggest that all other things being equal, the higher the percentage
of immigrants in the respondent’s locality, the lower the likelihood of out-migration from such localities.
This negative relationship has strengthened over time.

2 In the 1950s and 1960s, many of the immigrants to Israel, especially from countries in North Africa
and Asia, came without capital or professions, and the government used dwelling incentives to direct
them to unsettled regions and fringe areas mainly in the Galilee in the North, the Negev in the South,
the “corridor” of Jerusalem and later on, dozens of newly established development towns. Since the late
1960s, most of the immigrants have been arriving from the United States and West European countries;
these immigrants, with their high socio-economic attainment, were less dependent on governmental aid.
The major assistance for immigrants from the more developed and welfare countries is financial help for
their travel expenses, exemption from taxes on basic electronic appliances, and relatively easy mortgage
arrangements. With the beginning in 1990 of a massive wave of immigration from the Former Soviet
Union, which was regarded as distress immigration, the absorption agencies adopted a new policy termed
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“direct absorption”. This new system granted immigrants a sum of money (“absorption basket”), the
exact amount being dependent on family size and other demographic criteria such as age and family
status, which could be used according to the immigrants’ own wishes and personal preferences, including
the freedom to choose where to live.Nevertheless, this absorption policy did not remain completely
direct. The continual arrival of large numbers of Soviet immigrants led the governmental authorities to
realize that the private housing inventory and the available opportunities in the job market could not
match the demand and that governmental intervention was needed. As a result, the Israeli government
encouraged large-scale public construction in peripheral areas for the new immigrants as well as for
others (Borukhov, 1998). Approximately 40% of new housing construction in the period 1990-1995 was
in the two peripheral districts in the North and the South, while less than one-fourth of the overall Jewish
population was living there at the beginning of the period. Prices of apartments in these areas were
significantly cheaper than in more central areas. Moreover, the new immigrants received government
assistance in the form of convenient credit terms, which included substantial subsidy components; and
in tens of urban villages to which the government wanted to attract new immigrants as well as young
families from the veteran population, apartment buyers received additional “local loans” which also had
a subsidy component.

3 -Israel is officially divided into six districts. Each district is further divided into smaller geographic
sub-districts, the number of sub-districts in each district ranging between a minimum of one, where the
district and sub-district completely overlap, to a maximum of five sub-districts. Overall, there are 15
sub-districts. In addition, the West Bank and Gaza Strip, which have been occupied by Israel since 1967,
are defined jointly as one geographic unit.

4 I am aware of other models which are appropriate for testing hypotheses with these data. Perhaps most
noteworthy is the conditional logit model for discrete choices which conditions on the characteristics of
the immigrant, the characteristics of the host area, and the characteristics of the destination regions. I
decided, however, to use the multinomial logit model of the kind adopted in previous studies on the topic
including, for example, Kritz and Nogle (1994), Nogle (1997) and Fang and Brown (1999), allowing for
a better evaluation of the Israeli results in a comparative context of other immigrant receiving countries
and especially the United States.

5 In this study native Israelis refer to people of European-American origin.

6 These four groups constitute about half of the total sample which can explain the significant effect of
nativity concentration on migration between sub-districts in the integrated model.

7 Indices of concentration are expressed here by coefficients of variation, i.e. the ratio of a distribution’s
standard deviation to its mean. The results for each immigrant group, with the first number referring to
1990 and the second number to 1995, are as follows: All Foreign-Born — 0.42 and 0.43; United States —
0.74 and 0.75; Argentina — 0.45 and 0.45; Other Latin America — 0.43 and 0.44; France — 0.53 and 0.54;
United Kingdom — 0.59 and 0.60; Other West Europe — 0.42 and 0.43; Russia — 0.39 and 0.41; Ukraine
—0.37 and 0.39; Moldova — 0.34 and 0.36; Belarus — 0.40 and 0.45; Baltic States — 0.31 and 0.32; Other
Former USSR—Europe — 0.35 and 0.36; Georgia — 0.33 and 0.33; Other Former USSR-Asia — 0.34 and
0.36; Romania — 0.37 and 0.38; Other foreign-Born — 0.51 and 0.53.
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Abstract / Résumé / Resumen

This study examines the effect of nativity concentration on internal migration patterns among
the foreign-born population in Israel. Three hypotheses are proposed:

a) the group homogeneity hypothesis suggests that due to the immigration policy of Israel,
which formally grants both the right to settle and citizenship only to Jews and thus immigrants
share the religious identity of the majority population, nativity concentration will have a small
effect on immigrants’ relocation;

b) the immigration motivation hypothesis predicts that nativity concentration is more likely to
deter relocation among groups with reactive motivation for immigration;

c) the institutional approach hypothesis predicts a strong positive relationship between housing
opportunities, which were improved by governmental intervention, and resettlement.

These hypotheses are largely confirmed by results from multinomial regression analysis of the
1995 Israel Census of Housing and Population, to which contextual measures were attached.
The implications for the social and cultural integration of immigrants are discussed.

Concentration par nationalité d’origine et migrations internes en Israél
des personnes nées a I'étranger, 1990-1995

Dans cet article, I’auteur analyse les effets de la concentration par nationalité d’origine sur
les caractéristiques des migrations internes des personnes nées a I’étranger. Trois hypotheses
sont proposées.

a) L hypothese d’homogénéité du groupe suggere qu’en raison de la politique de I’immigration
de I’Etat d’Israél, qui n’accorde formellement le droit d’installation et la nationalité qu’aux
Juifs, et que de ce fait les immigrants partagent I’identité religieuse de la majorité, la
concentration par nationalité d’origine aura peu d’effets sur la mobilité interne ultérieure des
immigrants.

b) L’hypotheése de la motivation a immigrer prédit que la concentration par nationalité
d’origine est plutdt de nature a réduire les réinstallations ultérieures des groupes qui ont une
motivation forte & immigrer.

¢) L’hypothese institutionnelle prédit une forte relation positive entre les opportunités de
logement, qui se sont améliorées grace aux efforts du gouvernement, et la réinstallation.

Ces hypotheses sont largement confirmées par les résultats d’une régression logistique sur les
données du recensement de la population et des logements de 1995, pour lequel on dispose
d’indicateurs contextuels. Les implications en termes d’intégration sociale et culturelle des
immigrants sont analysées.

Mots clés : démographie, nationalité, recensement, population

Concentracion por nacionalidad de origen y migraciones internas en
Israel de las personas nacidas en el extranjero, 1990-1995

En este articulo el autor analiza los efectos de la concentracién por nacionalidad de origen
sobre las caracteristicas de las migraciones internas de personas nacidas en el extranjero. Tres
hipétesis son propuestas.

a) La hipotesis de homogeneidad del grupo sugiere que, en razén de la politica de inmigracion
del Estado de Israel que no otorga formalmente el derecho de instalacién y la nacionalidad
mads que a los judios y que por consiguiente hace que los inmigrantes compartan la identidad
religiosa de la mayoria, la concentracién por nacionalidad de origen tendrd pocos efectos sobre
la movilidad interna ulterior de los inmigrantes

Revue européenne des migrations internationales, vol. 22 - n°1 | 2006

20



Nativity Concentration and Internal Migration among the Foreign-Born in Israel, 1990-1995

b) La hipdtesis de la motivacién a inmigrar predice que la concentracion por nacionalidad de
origen mds bien reduce las reinstalaciones ulteriores de los grupos que detentan una motivacioén
fuerte a inmigrar.

c) La hipétesis institucional predice una relacién positiva fuerte entre las oportunidades de
alojamiento, que han evolucionado gracias a los esfuerzos del gobierno, y la reinstalacion.
Estas hipétesis han sido confirmadas por los resultados de una regresién logistica sobre los
datos del censo de poblacién y de vivienda de 1995, para el cual disponemos de indicadores
contextuales. Son analizadas las implicaciones en términos de integracion social y cultural de
los inmigrantes.
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