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The preferred burial location of persons born outside France
Claudine ATTIAS-DONFUT* 

and François-Charles WOLFF**

The mobility of old people is a focus of growing attention.
Among immigrants, as among the rest of the population, retire-
ment results in increased mobility, with some retirees even
choosing to return to their home country. In this article,Claudine ATTIAS-DONFUT and François-Charles WOLFF exam-
ine the burial location preferences of persons born outside
France. Using a survey conducted among immigrants aged 45
to 70, they show that people are by no means indifferent to the
question of their future burial site, especially as they increase
in age. The determinants of the preference for burial in France
or in the home country are numerous and complex. Women
choose their home country less often than men, and immigrants
living in France from an early age tend to prefer burial in their
country of adoption. Family geography also plays a key role in
determining preferences. The authors show that other inde-
pendent factors are also involved, since for an equal duration
of migration, Muslims always have a stronger desire than oth-
ers to be buried in their home country.

Whether they have left their home country to work or to be reunitedwith family members, the majority of immigrants are faced, as they growold, with the question of where to spend their retirement, and where to endtheir life and be buried. Attitudes to these issues relate back, in a moresymbolic manner, to the choice of temporary or permanent settlement inthe host country.

* Direction des recherches sur le vieillissement, Caisse nationale d’assurance vieillesse, Paris.** Université de Nantes, Caisse nationale d’assurance vieillesse and Institut nationald’études démographiques, Paris.Translated by Catriona Dutreuilh.
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It is common practice for North African persons who die in France tobe returned to their home country for burial. Chaib (2000, p. 23) haspointed out the importance of this custom, among not only first-generationbut also second-generation immigrants. Clearly, a desire to accomplish thereligious rituals in an appropriate manner may entail a preference for bur-ial in the home country, though the choice may also be governed by con-siderations of an economic, legal or environmental nature, linked to theconditions in which funerals and burial are performed (Auby, 1997;Barrau, 1992). For Samaoli (1998), this can be partly explained by thescarcity of Muslim cemeteries and of Muslim areas in French municipalcemeteries, though their proportion is increasing in large towns and cities.
The question is not specific to Muslims however; it concerns immi-grants of all religions, and those with no religion, and is both national andinternational in scope. It is also a very ancient question, both in Franceand elsewhere, as shown by the many “routes of death” associated withevents marking the history of the main religions (Chaib, 2000, pp. 35-36).On the margins of religious tradition for example, Isambert (1961, p. 109)studied the funeral convoys leaving Paris and observed a spectacular in-crease in the proportion of bodies taken out of the capital for burial, from1.8% in 1884 to 25% in the late 1950s. These transported bodies weremainly those of working class people who had migrated to Paris from therural provinces, and who had become largely “dechristianized”, as testi-fied by the large number of civil funerals. The growing practice of repatri-ating bodies to their home regions was, according to the author, anindication of closer family ties with the provinces.
The importance attached by individuals to their future place of burialvaries according to individual and family histories, cultures and beliefs. Itmay be crucial for migrants with a strong attachment to traditions fromwhich they have been separated. When the rites and traditions are lost, theburial site is still invested with major significance, linked to a new funer-ary ideology (Vernant, 1989). Beyond the religious sentiments with whichit is often associated, it holds symbolic, imaginative and relational signifi-cance.
In this article, we will analyse the numerous determinants of buriallocation preferences using data from a recent national survey of retirementamong the immigrant population in France (Passage à la retraite des im-

migrés, PRI). We hypothesize that these preferences involve three majorcategories of factors: territorial attachments (affective and social attach-ments to the home country and to France), religious affiliation, and attach-ment to the family via kinship ties. These hypotheses are based upon theanthropological literature on death and its ritualization.
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Attachment to territories
In all cemeteries, on both private or public land, the arrangement ofgraves follows a specific social order. Kinship groups and families are bur-ied together. These different ways of being “with one’s own” help to ex-plain why those who have emigrated wish to be buried at home and toenjoy the “hospitality of the homeland” (Le Grand-Sébille and Zonabend,2004, p. 971). The deceased also symbolically accomplish their wish tomaintain their place, and that of their family, in their original social group,by choosing to be laid to rest with other departed members of this samegroup.
In certain traditions, funerary rites are associated with territories.This is the case for holy places or pilgrimage sites invested with supernat-ural powers, such as Nejed or Kerbela in Iraq, the cemetery of Alyscampsin Arles on the Rhone, or the cemetery surrounding the Buddhist monas-tery of Koyasan in Tokyo for example (Chaib, 2000, p. 36). It is also thecase for societies which practice ancestor worship and whose territory issacred (Pacaud, 2003). Chaouite (2000) observes that the word “repatria-tion” evokes the notion of a “territory of attachment” with symbolic tieslinking individuals to their homeland. Attachment to one’s homeland maycreate a desire to be buried there, even when there are few remaining linkswith family or ancestors. In this case, it is less the cemetery itself than thegeographical, national or ethnic environment that are the invested withsignificance.

Religion
The religious component of funeral ceremonies has remained verystrong, despite the decline in religious observance(1). French law guaran-tees freedom of choice in religious funerary rituals, while stipulating cer-tain constraints or limits. Indeed, since the legislation laid down byNapoleon applicable to all official denominations of the time (Christianand Jewish), cemeteries have become increasingly secularized, notablyfollowing the major secular laws of the 1880s. Religious practices haveadapted accordingly, sometimes by inventing new ways of ritualizingmemory, as admirably demonstrated by the history of funerary rites amongthe Jews of France (Hidiroglou, 1999).
More recently, the circular of 1991 asserts both the public status ofcemeteries and their neutrality, while also guaranteeing the rights of Mus-lims to perform their own funerary rituals. So for Muslims, there is no in-compatibility between compliance with religious requirements and burialin France, though there is a shortage of Muslim cemeteries (Aggoun,2003). Muslim funeral rites can be respected without difficulty in all loca-tions as they are extremely simple and the deceased must, in principle, be
(1) While the proportion of Catholics attending weekly mass has fallen to below 10% inFrance since the 1990s, 8 in 10 funerals take place in a church (Déchaux, 2004, p. 1155).
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buried without delay (Ballanfat, 2004, p. 705). Though death in a distantplace, far from home and family, is traditionally seen as a “bad death”(Thomas, 1982), death and burial in France do not necessarily have thisnegative image for immigrants.
Filiation or the generational dilemma

The cemetery consecrates filiation and family continuity, and mem-ory of the deceased is an integral component of all kinship ties. The time-scale of kinship transcends that of individual lives and provides a means toescape the finite nature of existence. According to Déchaux (1997, p. 281),filiation and memory of the deceased both have the same eschatologicalpurpose, that of warding off annihilation: “memory of ancestors provides asense of belonging to a natural order, that of the perpetuation of life as tes-tified by the succession of family generations”. Two affiliation processesare involved: the union of the individual with everything represented bythe chain of generations, and survival by proxy with “the individual count-ing on his presence after death through the memory of his loved ones”(p. 232). Applied to the burial site, these procedures are in fact very inti-mately linked: the local concentration of graves is the sign of family conti-nuity and provides a means to symbolize this union, provided that the linkbetween the living and the dead, who thus survive by proxy, is maintained.By joining those of the past, the graves of future generations guaranteecontinuity, while memory is perpetuated by the living, who visit thesegraves and ensure their upkeep.
Migration is liable to introduce spatial discontinuity between theplace where people are buried (in the home country) and the place wherethey live (now elsewhere), thereby breaking the territorial link in the chainof generations. The only two options are to break with the dead or to breakwith the living. Burial in the country of adoption consecrates the breakwith the past and with the dead, forcing those who make this choice toabandon any hope of joining the chain of generations, though it preservestheir chance of being remembered by the living and hence their survival byproxy. Conversely, being laid to rest with one’s ancestors as a mark of loy-alty to family history may cut individuals off from the living generations,those of the future, and compromise their chances of survival by proxy,since their graves are likely to be abandoned by the living. So migrantswhose offspring have settled in France may thus face a dilemma.
Whatever the feeling of attachment or loyalty to a place, to individu-als or to a lineage, the choice is not simple. In the face of contradictorydemands, the result is sometimes a “makeshift” compromise solution. Thisis the case, for example, among immigrant Chinese families who, thoughfollowers of popular Taoism which favours burial, resign themselves tocremation because it is less expensive and the ashes can be kept in thefamily’s home or returned to the home country (Trong Hien Dinh, 1990,
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recounted by Chaib, 2000, p. 65). The Soninke and Manjak immigrants inMarseilles provide a second example (Petit, 2002). The former are Muslimand repatriate the bodies of their dead, while the latter are Catholic and, inthe vast majority of cases, bury their dead in France. Nevertheless, theManjak repatriate their dead in a symbolic manner by sending the “funer-ary box” containing the dead person’s effects back to the home village.This box is the centrepiece of a funeral ceremony which ends the ritual cy-cle in the home country.
The purpose of this article is to study burial location preferences.After describing the data used, we will examine preferences according tothe characteristics and migration trajectory of survey respondents. The de-terminants of these preferences are then analysed in relation to the mainfactors presented in this introduction, i.e. attachment to the home countryand to France, religious affiliation and kinship ties.

I. The data
The survey on ageing and retirement of immigrants in France (PRIsurvey) concerns immigrants living in France in 2003(2). Conducted in theinitiative of the national pension fund CNAV and in collaboration with Na-tional Institute for Statistics and Economic Studies (INSEE), the surveytook place between November 2002 and February 2003 on an immigrantpopulation aged between 45 and 70, living in France. The immigrant pop-ulation is defined by place of birth (outside France) and nationality at birth(non-French). French citizens born abroad are excluded, but naturalizedFrench citizens are not. The scope of the survey was defined on the basisof two initial methodological options (Attias-Donfut, 2004). The first op-tion was to include immigrants of all geographical origins. By including arepresentative sample of foreign persons born abroad, the survey aims toestablish an overall picture of the immigrant population, whatever theircountry of birth. The relatively large sample size – more than 6,000observations – makes it possible to cover the countries most strongly rep-resented among the immigrant population (Spain, Italy, Portugal, Algeria,Morocco and Tunisia) and to gain an overall vision of the situation. Thesecond option concerns the choice of age groups – from 45 to 70 years.The survey focuses on the period of life from maturity to retirement andtakes account of the age structures of immigrants from different groups ofcountries. The lower age limit of 45 makes it possible to include more im-migrants from sub-Saharan Africa and the Maghreb, whose age structureis younger than that of Europeans who migrated in earlier years.
(2) This survey was co-funded by FAS (Fonds d’action sociale), ARRCO and AGIRC (sup-plementary pension schemes), MSA (Mutualité sociale agricole) and the Caisse des mines. It washeaded by Claudine Attias-Donfut, with the collaboration of Rémi Gallou and Alain Rozenkier.INSEE participants include Guy Desplanques, Daniel Verger and Catherine Borrel, among others.
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The national survey was conducted in twelve regions of metropolitanFrance which count 90% of the country’s immigrants. The random samplewas drawn by INSEE from the 1999 population census: 12,000 “addressfiles” of dwellings occupied by at least one person aged 45 to 70 bornabroad to non-French parents were drawn to obtain a final sample of 6,211persons living in a private household(3). The survey collected informationon the characteristics of immigrants, their migration history, their familycircle, their social network and their transfers of savings. The section onretirement and retirement projects included questions on their intentionsto stay in France or to return to their home country. They were also askedabout their attitudes and opinions concerning retirement, family ties, reli-gion, society in the host country and the home country.
The aim of the survey was to gain a clearer understanding of how im-migrants experience the transition from work to retirement in France andto observe how their lives are affected by this transition. This period in lifeis a good time to assess the life trajectory and to examine how the effectsof the culture inherited from the home country are interlinked with thoseof schooling, socio-occupational category, social status and standard ofliving in the country of residence. Focusing on ageing and retirement, theapproach of the PRI survey is different to that of most other migrationstudies, which concentrate mainly on the issue of integration.
Regarding the topic covered in the present article, i.e. relative buriallocation preferences, the respondents were asked the following question:“Where would you prefer to be buried or cremated: in France, in yourhome country, in another country, or no preference?”. This information isnot available for spouses however(4). Information on the burial location ofthe parents, when deceased, was also obtained via the following question,asked for the father and mother respectively: “In which country was yourfather  (mother)  buried or  cremated?” The place – France or  homecountry – where the parents spent the majority of their lives and their re-tirement is also known.
The immigrants’ profiles differ substantially from one country of or-igin to another (Table 1). Migrants from northern Europe, like those com-ing from the American continent, are characterized by a higher proportionof women, longer schooling and higher income. They are more often homeowners and have lived in France for a slightly shorter time. Migrants fromsouthern Europe are more often married, count equal numbers of men andwomen, have lower incomes and less schooling, though they have been inFrance for longer. It is among migrants from North Africa that the propor-tion of men is highest; they have the fewest years of schooling, are rarelyhome owners and have the lowest incomes. Last, there are more men than
(3) Data was collected by INSEE interviewers at the respondents’ homes using thecomputer-assisted personal interviewing (CAPI) system. The face-to-face interviews lasted90 minutes on average.(4) This may be a problem in the case of widows and widowers, since their preferences arevery likely to be influenced by the burial location of their deceased spouse.
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women among migrants from the Middle East and Asia, they have been inFrance for the shortest time (around 25 years), and Asian migrants muchmore often have French nationality than the others.
In our empirical analysis, the way in which different migrant profilesaffect burial location preferences is taken into account. In the absence ofquantitative references, our approach is mainly exploratory in nature. Thedata of the PRI survey provide several indicators of the three dimensionsmentioned in the introduction. The first is approached via questions relat-ing to migration experience and history, revealing objective and subjectiveattachments to the home country and to France. The second is determinedvia a direct question on religion, a subject rarely evoked in French sur-veys. Last, the geography of kinship ties can be reconstituted via questionson the place of residence of family members, children and parents.

II. Burial location preferences
Burial location preferences are divided into three major groups(Table 2). The first and largest corresponds to individuals who wish to beburied in France. They represent 41.8% of the sample. The second groupcomprises persons with a preference for burial in their home country.More than a third of respondents expressed this preference (34.6%),though they fall into two separate categories. Though living in France atthe time of the survey, some plan to return to their home country after re-tirement, while others prefer to stay in France until they die and then beburied in their home country. The final quarter of the sample includes indi-viduals with no stated preference, either because they are indifferent(18.9%) or,  more rarely, because they are undecided (slightly morethan 4%).
Quite significant differences between men and women are observed.Men less often wish to be buried in France (38.3% of men versus 45.6% ofwomen), while women are less attached to burial in the home country
TABLE 2.– BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES OF IMMIGRANTS IN FRANCE

Preferred location Men Women Overall
% Number % Number % Number

In France 38.3 1,274 45.6 1,315 41.8 2,624
In the home country 37.5 1,248 31.4 906 34.6 2,172
In another country 0.6 19 0.4 10 0.5 29
Indifferent 19.8 658 17.8 514 18.9 1,184
Don’t know 3.9 130 4.8 137 4.3 269
Total 100.0 3,329 100.0 2,882 100.0 6,278
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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(31.4% of women versus 37.5% of men). The proportion of indifferent orundecided individuals is practically identical for both sexes.
To characterize the individual profiles associated with each of thesechoices, we performed a multivariate analysis using a multinomial logitmodel. We wanted to identify the factors influencing the preference forburial in the home country rather than in France and those which explainan attitude of indifference with respect to burial in France. The individualcharacteristics and geographical origins of the respondents were enteredinto the models presented in Table 3. The geographical origin enabled usto control for the heterogeneity arising from the initial geographical situa-tions, given that migration trajectories differ, in principle, according to or-igin. Variables concerning the family’s location were also entered.
Preferences vary firstly by sex. All other things being equal, womenless often wish to be buried in the home country than men. There is 23%less chance that a women will prefer burial in the home country over bur-ial in France. This may reflect a “pure” effect of the sex variable. Tribalat(1996) showed in a previous survey of foreign-born populations thatwomen are more likely than men to wish to stay in France. Other factorsmay account for these differences. With a longer life expectancy, womenwill probably spend a longer retirement period in France and be morestrongly attached to the country. It is also more difficult for survivingspouses to organize the future repatriation of their own body to the homecountry. Last, the migration profiles of men are more closely linked towork, with a return to the home country after retirement.
Compared with married people, those who are single, widowed or di-vorced at the time of the survey less frequently prefer burial in the homecountry rather than France. Only widowhood reduces the probability ofbeing indifferent about burial in France. The influence of sex and maritalstatus shows that decisions made by spouses may be closely interlinked.When separate models are estimated for men and women, they reveal thatthe probability of choosing the home country over France is much smallerfor widowers than for widows(5). Since women more frequently wish to beburied in France (assuming that this was indeed the case for those who aredeceased(6)) widowers will have a higher probability than widows of hav-ing buried their spouse in France. Consequently, they are also more likelythan widows to express this preference.
Burial location preferences are stronger for older immigrants. For agiven duration of stay, the older the respondents, the smaller the propor-tion who report a preference for burial in the home country rather thanFrance. This reflects a selection effect. At the time of the survey, elderlypersons still living in France doubtless have stronger attachments to thecountry. Regarding the subjective state of health, persons in less good
(5) Very few widowers wish to be buried in their home country, while only just over half ofwidows wish to be buried in France.(6) The survey did not collect information on the burial location of deceased spouses.
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TABLE 3.– DETERMINANTS OF BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES 
OF IMMIGRANTS IN FRANCE(a)

Overall Men Women
In home country Indifferent In home country Indifferent In home country Indifferent

Respondent’s characteristics
Female 0.767*** 0.822***
Age 0.949*** 0.964*** 0.936*** 0.951*** 0.963*** 0.978**
Marital status
Single 0.697* 1.110 0.566** 1.045 0.885 1.143
Married (Ref.) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Divorced 0.637*** 0.893 0.679 0.963 0.641** 0.866
Widowed 0.629*** 0.643*** 0.324*** 0.776 0.717* 0.622**

Perceived state of health
Very good (Ref.) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Good 1.166 1.300** 1.302* 1.330* 0.964 1.248
Fair 1.272* 1.312** 1.382** 1.508*** 1.129 1.134
Poor 1.136 1.381** 1.169 1.646** 1.055 1.113
Years of schooling 0.910*** 0.950** 0.893 0.911*** 0.932* 0.981
Years of schooling squared 1.027* 1.039*** 1.036* 1.058*** 1.014 1.024
Household income 1.156 1.824** 1.365 2.337** 0.985 1.408
Household income squared 0.953 0.852 0.930 0.823 0.990 0.877
Home owner 0.455*** 0.715*** 0.452*** 0.707*** 0.462*** 0.742***
Duration of stay (years) 0.969*** 0.973*** 0.979*** 0.976*** 0.956*** 0.964***
French nationality 0.257*** 0.495*** 0.257*** 0.466*** 0.238*** 0.506***

Geographical region of origin(b)
Northern Europe 0.484*** 0.686** 0.336*** 0.471*** 0.591* 0.813
Eastern Europe 0.829 0.624*** 1.144 0.829 0.654 0.501***
Southern Europe (Ref.) 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Maghreb 4.183*** 1.320*** 4.394*** 1.429*** 4.062*** 1.194
Other African countries 2.325*** 1.089 3.157*** 1.176 1.487 0.960
America 1.012 1.063 1.202 0.740 0.772 1.172
Middle East 2.280*** 0.741 2.885*** 0.925 1.720* 0.549*
Asia 0.417*** 0.514*** 0.547** 0.449*** 0.295*** 0.584**
Location of family
Parents alive in France 0.441*** 0.638*** 0.314*** 0.433*** 0.660* 0.968
Parents alive in home country 1.180* 1.269*** 1.002 1.109 1.424*** 1.462***
Siblings in France 0.915 0.910 0.949 0.905 0.911 0.943
Siblings in home country 1.619*** 1.404*** 1.606*** 1.290** 1.617*** 1.519***
Children in France 1.070 0.959 1.157 0.999 0.946 0.933
Children in home country 1.965*** 1.553*** 1.984*** 1.553*** 1.925*** 1.545***
Number of observations 6,211 3,329 2,882
Pseudo R∑ 0.209 0.199 0.229
Log likelihood –5272.9 –2876.7 –2355.1

(a) The model used is a multinomial logit model, the reference category being preference for burial in France.The table presents the odds ratios. The significance thresholds are respectively 1% (***), 5% (**) and10% (*).(b) See Table 1.
Interpretation: all other things being equal, the chance that immigrants who have acquired French nationalityprefer to be buried in the home country rather than in France (reference category) is 74% (1 – 0.257 = 0.743)lower than that of immigrants who kept their foreign nationality (reference modality).
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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health more often prefer to be buried in the home country(7).  This isconsistent with the study by Khlat and Courbage (1995, p. 29) which re-veals the below-average mortality of Moroccan men in France while hy-pothesizing that male emigration may affect mortality measures since menin poor health may prefer to end their life and be buried in their homecountry.
Individual choices are also steered by economic factors. Interpreta-tion is complex however, given the variability of funeral costs in Franceand elsewhere. Though repatriation of bodies is expensive, the cost shouldbe weighed against the cost of a funeral in France, which may be higherthan in other countries, such as those of North Africa(8). There is a generaluptrend in spending on funerals, linked to a rise in the standard of living,in parallel with a trend towards greater simplicity and austerity in thechoice of coffins and grave monuments (Barrau, 1992). Transporting abody to the home country is expensive and this service cannot be offeredwith the low-cost funerals (in some cases practically free of charge) towhich the poorest families are entitled. All in all, though the length ofschooling has a somewhat negative effect on the choice of the home coun-try rather than France, income level is not a relevant independent variablein the regression.
Home ownership, on the other hand, is highly determining. Com-pared with non-home owning immigrants, home owners much more fre-quently prefer burial in France over burial in the home country. Thisvariable is closer to an integration indicator than an economic indicator,since property has low liquidity. It would appear that tenants include morepersons wishing to return to their home country at some time in their lifeor who make frequent return trips. Conversely, the purchase of a primaryresidence indicates a desire to spend one’s old age and be buried inFrance.
This last variable suggests that the migration trajectory has a strongimpact on the choice of burial location. One question concerns the mo-ment in time when respondents left their home country to come and live inFrance. This refers to the time when they came to settle permanently inFrance, excluding short-term visits, and the duration of migration (or du-ration of stay) used in the multivariate analysis is deduced from this infor-mat ion.  This  var iable  has  a  very  s t rong negat ive  influence on theprobability of preferring burial in the home country (and on that of beingindifferent) rather than in France. Each additional year spent in France re-duces by 3.1% the preference for burial in the home country. Acquisitionof French nationality also has an influence: after controlling for effectslinked to geographical origin, we observe that compared with immigrantswho have become French, those who have not been naturalized much more
(7) Though the study by Khat et al. (1998) tends to confirm that migrants from theMaghreb, men in particular, are in much better health than their socioeconomic profile would ap-pear to indicate.(8) See for example Auby (1997) or Chaib (2000).
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frequently wish to be buried in their home country rather than France.Likewise, a larger proportion are indifferent.
Certain aspects of their migration history shed further light on thesepreferences (Table 4). The frequency of visits to the home country is an in-dicator of its importance in immigrants’ lives. Among those who havenever or only once returned to their home country since settling in France,
TABLE 4.– BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES BY MIGRATION TRAJECTORY
Respondent’s characteristics

Burial location preferences (%)
NumberIn France In home country Indifferent Don’t know

Return trips to home country
Yes, several times 37.8 38.2 19.4 4.6 5,418
Yes, once 69.2 12.5 16.2 2.1 328
No, never 72.3 9.6 15.4 2.8 436

Main reason for coming to France
Insecurity in home country 64.8 14.5 16.0 4.7 725
Work-related reason 36.9 40.1 18.9 4.1 2,972
Family reunion 38.4 39.6 17.8 4.3 1,736
Other reason 47.7 22.8 24.6 4.9 749

Discrimination in home country
Yes, severe 60.7 18.4 16.7 4.2 526
Yes, moderate 49.9 27.5 18.6 4.0 425
No, not at all 39.3 37.1 19.3 4.3 5,216

Sense of being unwelcome in France
Often 41.9 37.9 17.7 2.5 322
Sometimes 37.4 40.8 17.4 4.4 936
Rarely 40.2 36.9 19.0 3.9 921
Never 43.3 32.7 19.4 4.5 4,001

Choice of other retirees from the same country
Stay in France 72.8 15.0 10.4 1.9 635
Return to live in home country 44.8 34.4 14.6 6.3 96
Make return trips 34.4 44.6 17.9 3.2 285
Few contacts in home country 76.9 8.1 12.1 2.9 173

Choice of other non-retired persons from the same country
Stay in France 52.6 25.6 18.3 3.6 1,699
Return to live in home country 25.8 46.7 22.5 5.1 454
Make return trips 22.9 49.1 23.8 4.2 1,258
Few contacts in home country 45.5 21.5 26.2 6.7 549

Non-retired respondent’s preferences for retirement
Stay in France 55.2 21.8 18.6 4.4 2,548
Return to home country 4.9 75.4 18.1 1.6 309
Make return trips 12.7 57.1 26.0 4.3 1,036
Don’t know 20.5 36.3 32.7 10.5 419

Note: Persons preferring burial in another country are not included because their number is very small(29 observations).
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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7 respondents in 10 report a preference for burial in France. This propor-tion is 40% lower for those who have returned to their home country sev-eral times. Asked about the main reason for coming to France, immigrantsmention insecurity in their home country (12%), work-related reasons(48%), family reunion (28%) or other reasons (12%). It is the respondentswhose main reason for immigrating is the existence of a threat or a senseof insecurity in the home country who most frequently wish to be buried inFrance (64.8% of cases)(9). Preference for burial in the home country isslightly more frequent for respondents who migrated for work-related rea-sons (40.1% prefer burial in the home country and 36.9% in France).
Respondents were also asked about the customs of other citizens oftheir country who they know and who are living in France: do they tend togo home, to make return trips or to stay in France after retiring? Prefer-ence for burial in France is much more frequent if other immigrants fromthe same country choose to be buried in France. Conversely, preference forburial in the home country is more frequent if the norm observed in thesurvey is to return home or to make frequent return trips between Franceand the home country.
Regarding individual preferences about the place of residence afterretirement, the proportion of non-retired immigrants who wish to spendtheir retirement in their home country is low (7.1%). Of these, 75.4% wishto be buried in their home country, while among persons preferring tospend their retirement in France the proportion is 21.8%, and among indi-viduals planning to make return trips between France and the home coun-try it is 57.1%.

III. Influence of the home country and of religion
Persons born outside France form a heterogeneous population fromcountries with very different cultures and with specific migration profiles(Table 1)(10). Not all origins can be specifically analysed, since in somecases the numbers in the sample are very small.
(9) Respondents were also asked about discrimination or persecution for religious, ethnicor other reasons to which they or their family may have been subjected in their home country.Such situations are not rare: more than 15% of respondents have suffered discrimination of thiskind, and almost 9% severe discrimination. This variable has a strong influence on individualpreferences. A preference for burial in France is expressed by 60.7% of persons who have suf-fered severe discrimination, compared with only 40% for those who have never encountered thisproblem.(10) This question was examined in the geographical mobility and social integration survey(Mobilité géographique et insertion sociale, MGIS) in 1992, which distinguished between migra-tion flows from different geographical regions, on the assumption that there is no single modelbut a series of models specific to the different migration flows (Tribalat, 1996, p. 134). Compari-son between the results of the PRI survey and those of the MGIS survey can only be partial, sincethe MGIS sample was limited to seven countries or groups of countries (Algeria, Morocco, Spain,Portugal, Turkey, Southeast Asia and sub-Saharan Africa) and to persons aged 20 to 59, except forthose of Spanish origin (age 25 to 59), Southeast Asia and sub-Saharan Africa (age 20 to 39)
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On a global level, the majority of respondents born in Europe reporta preference for burial in France (in 55.5% of cases), whereas the attach-ment to the home country is very strong (57% of cases) for migrants ofAfrican origin (Table 5). The same applies to immigrants from the MiddleEast, while those from Asia prefer to be buried in France. These are cruderesults however, and do not take account of the length of time alreadyspent in France, which varies according to the region of origin.
This doubtless explains the specific traits brought to light by a moredetailed analysis. Immigrants from northern Europe often express a desireto be buried in France,  while few prefer the home country (around10%)(11). The same applies to immigrants from Spain and Italy, with al-most 7 respondents in 10 preferring burial in France. Immigrants of Portu-guese origin stand apart however, with 34.4% wishing to be buried in

(11) People of Belgian, German and British origin have slightly different profiles. Respond-ents born in Germany more frequently wish to be buried in France and less frequently opt fortheir home country. This may be for historical reasons, since some were born in the east of Franceat a time when the region was under German rule.

TABLE 5.– BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES BY COUNTRY OF ORIGIN
Geographical region(a)

Burial location preferences (%)
NumberIn France In home country Indifferent Don’t know

Europe 55.5 18.6 21.5 4.4 3,028
Northern Europe 56.8 10.6 29.0 3.6 442
Belgium 56.4 11.8 30.0 1.8 110
Germany 62.4 7.1 24.8 5.7 141
United Kingdom 52.9 8.2 35.3 3.5 85

Southern Europe 54.4 20.5 20.6 4.5 2,319
Portugal 31.5 34.4 28.7 5.4 1,000
Spain 66.5 12.1 17.1 4.3 602
Italy 76.9 8.1 11.9 3.1 705

Eastern Europe 62.9 15.4 16.5 5.2 267
Africa 23.6 57.0 15.4 4.0 2,455
Maghreb 23.0 59.2 13.7 4.1 2,078
Morocco 22.2 60.4 14.5 2.9 781
Algeria 21.1 58.9 14.5 5.5 961
Tunisia 30.1 57.4 9.5 3.0 336

Other African countries 27.1 44.8 24.7 3.5 377
America 40.3 18.6 33.1 8.1 124
Middle East 29.6 51.2 16.8 2.4 250
Turkey 20.0 68.2 11.2 0.6 170

Asia 63.1 12.3 19.1 5.5 325
Note: Persons preferring burial in another country are not included because their number is very small(29 observations).(a) See Table 1 for the definition of geographical regions.
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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Portugal versus 31.5% in France. Immigrants from Eastern Europe mostfrequently wish to be buried in France, with more than 6 respondents in10 expressing this preference.
A majority of North African immigrants from Morocco, Algeria orTunisia (6 respondents in 10) wish to be buried in their home country.Slightly more Tunisians opt for burial in France however. A large majority(68%) of respondents born in Turkey express a preference for burial intheir home country, while among Asian-born immigrants they are a verysmall minority.
By comparison, the data of the MGIS survey indicate very similarpreferences for the countries or groups of countries studied (Tribalat,1996, pp. 130-133)(12). Of course, to compare these data more specificallywith those of our survey, we would need to have homogeneous age groupsand cohorts. The overall results nevertheless suggest that the situation haschanged very little over the last ten years. The differences by country ofbirth reveal that the expense of repatriation is certainly not a decisive fac-tor in burial location preference, whereas cultural factors definitely are.
The PRI survey also collected data on religious affiliation. Based ona breakdown into six main categories, Table 6 shows that burial locationpreferences vary substantially from one religion to another. A large major-ity of Muslims (68%) wish to be buried in their home country, while burialin France is preferred most frequently among Christians other than Catho-lics and Protestants, migrants with no religion and those grouped in the“other religion” category. Among the latter, Jews very rarely wish to beburied in the home country (1.9%), opting in most cases for burial inFrance(13). The same is true, to a lesser extent, for Buddhists. This is be-cause these religious groups have been targets of discrimination or perse-cution in their countries of origin. Among Christians, Protestants are theexception,  with the lowest  level  of  preference for burial  in France(40.8%). In this category, 22.8% prefer their home country and 30.5% areindifferent. The majority of protestants come from European Union coun-tries and 20% are from sub-Saharan Africa, which explains the relativelyhigh level of preference for burial in the home country.
Given that these results may be affected by differences in the lengthof time already spent in France, we examined preferences according to du-ration of stay for the two most represented religions (Catholic and Mus-lim). For a given duration of stay, there are always differences betweenreligions. For example, for long durations (above 40 years), a preferencefor burial in the home country is expressed by 5.5% of Catholic migrants,
(12) In 1992, preference for burial in the home country was expressed by 53% of men and48% of women from Algeria, 52% of men and 56% of women from Morocco, 48% of men and45% of women from sub-Saharan Africa, 63% of men and 70% of women from Turkey, 33% ofmen from Portugal (the overall percentage for women is lacking), and only 12% of men and 13%of women from Spain.(13) Jews more often express a preference for a country other than France or the home

country, though this is still a minority choice (around 6%). This other country is generally Israel,
chosen because they have close relatives there or because of a personal attachment to the country.
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compared with 55.5% of Muslim migrants. Table 6 also shows that thepreferences of Muslims vary much less than those of Catholics by durationof stay.
Religious observance, whether regular or occasional, has a signifi-cant influence on preferences. This was verified for the two religions towhich the immense majority of respondents belong, i.e. Catholicism andIslam, with 27% of regularly practising Catholics preferring burial in thehome country, compared with 22% of occasional churchgoers, 15% ofnon-practising Catholics with a religious attachment and 12% of thosewith no religious attachment. Differences are even more pronouncedamong Muslims(14). The stronger attachment of practising Catholics andMuslims to their home country can be explained by their desire to ensurethat all necessary rituals are observed. This is not the only reason however,since these rituals can also be practised in France, in the case of Catholicsespecially. Religious observance must be interpreted as one component ofthe systems of life and thought that honour attachment to traditions andancestors.

TABLE 6.– BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES BY RELIGION

Religion
Burial location preferences (%)

NumberIn France In home country Indifferent Don’t know
Catholic 55.3 19.9 20.7 4.1 2,790
Duration of stay: 0 to 19 years 35.9 26.9 33.0 4.3 212
Duration of stay: 20 to 29 years 36.7 30.2 27.2 6.0 368
Duration of stay: 30 to 39 years 42.7 27.5 25.1 4.7 1,072
Duration of stay: 40+ years 80.9 5.5 11.0 2.6 968

Muslim 14.9 68.0 13.4 3.7 2,036
Duration of stay: 0 to 19 years 15.7 64.2 16.7 3.4 204
Duration of stay: 20 to 29 years 13.1 72.4 11.7 2.9 590
Duration of stay: 30 to 39 years 13.2 69.6 12.8 4.4 665
Duration of stay: 40+ years 26.1 55.5 12.7 5.8 330

Protestant 40.8 22.8 30.5 6.0 233
Other Christian religion 56.8 15.8 22.7 4.7 278
Other religion 62.7 9.6 21.9 5.8 365
Buddhist 63.3 10.2 19.9 6.6 166
Jewish 72.4 1.9 21.9 3.8 105

No religion 54.2 17.3 22.7 5.8 480
Note: Persons preferring burial in another country are not included because their number is very small(29 observations).
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.

(14) For this sub-population, the proportions of those preferring burial in the home country,by decreasing intensity of religious observance are 75%, 68%, 49% and 20% respectively.



THE PREFERRED BURIAL LOCATION OF PERSONS BORN OUTSIDE FRANCE 715

IV. Influence of kinship ties
The last aspect of burial location preferences concerns the role of theburial site in maintaining kinship ties, a factor that the PRI survey enablesus to study in more depth. The survey provides information on the buriallocation of deceases parents and parents-in-law(15). The data also includesthe respondents’ parents’ birthplace. More than 80% of deceased parents(father or mother) are buried in their home country (Table 7). This unsur-prising result simply indicates that the sample corresponds to a first gener-ation of immigrants in France. Less than 15% of parents are buried inFrance,  while the proport ion of  those buried in another country isaround 5%.
The parents’ burial location varies according to the place where theyfinished their lives. Though 95.5% of mothers who never came to Franceare buried in their country of birth, among mothers who spent most oftheir life in France or who ended their life there, 83.5% are buried inFrance, only 14.7% in the home country (mainly Algeria and Portugal) and1.8% in another country. By contrast, among those who ended their daysabroad after spending a part of their life in France, 75.7% are buried intheir home country, while 13.2% were transferred back to France for bur-ial after death. A similar asymmetry is observed for fathers. Repatriationof bodies away from France is slightly more frequent, concerning 19.5%of fathers who died in France, while the proportion of fathers who diedabroad and whose body was brought back to France for burial is smallerthan for mothers (7.9%).

(15) However, there is no information about future burial preferences of parents still living
at the time of the survey. It was considered insensitive to ask persons selected to answer the ques-
tionnaire about their parents  future burial preferences.

TABLE 7.– PARENTS’ BURIAL LOCATION BY PLACE OF DEATH
Burial location preferences (%) Number

In France In home country In another country Number
Mother deceased
Died in France 83.5 14.7 1.8 589
Died elsewhere 13.2 75.7 11.1 186
Never came to France 0.4 95.5 4.1 2.888
Overall 14.4 81.5 4.1 3.663

Father deceased
Died in France 79.1 19.5 1.4 783
Died elsewhere 7.9 87.1 5.1 528
Never came to France 0.4 94.0 5.6 3.618
Overall 13.7 81.5 4.8 4.929

Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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The majority of deceased parents are buried in the country wherethey ended their lives, in most cases their country of birth. In the next gen-eration, more respondents report a preference for burial in France. Table 8indicates the preferences of the surveyed immigrants according to theplace where their parents live or are buried.
We will begin with the case where both parents are deceased. Whenthe father and mother are buried in France, more than 9 respondents in 10also wish to be buried in France, compared with only 1.4% who preferburial in the home country. Conversely, when both parents are buried inthe home country, a much larger proportion of respondents also wish to beburied in their country of birth (42.5%)(16). When only one parent is de-ceased and buried in France, a large proportion of respondents again re-port a preference for burial in France: 91.4% if it is the mother and 88% if

(16) In parallel, a larger proportion of respondents are undecided, whereas preferences arevery clear for respondents with both parents buried in France.

TABLE 8.– BURIAL LOCATION PREFERENCES BY PARENTS’ BURIAL LOCATION
Burial location preferences (%)

NumberIn France In home country Indifferent Don’t know
Both parents deceased
Father and mother in France 92.0 1.4 6.3 0.3 349
Father and mother in home country 34.6 42.5 18.4 4.5 2,556
Father and mother in another country 48.2 14.8 35.2 1.9 54

Father deceased
Father in France 88.0 2.1 9.2 0.7 674
Father in home country 34.3 41.7 19.1 5.0 4,011
Father in another country 55.4 15.1 26.0 3.5 231

Mother deceased
Mother in France 91.4 1.7 6.1 0.8 525
Mother in home country 34.8 41.5 19.2 4.6 2,984
Mother in another country 51.4 19.0 26.8 2.8 142

(Living) father’s place of residence
Whole life in France 60.1 17.1 19.8 3.1 258
Partly in France 39.9 33.6 22.9 3.7 301
Short stays in France(a) 31.6 37.2 25.1 6.1 215
Never came to France 26.1 47.5 21.6 4.8 394

(Living) mother’s place of residence
Whole life in France 70.3 11.4 15.3 3.0 437
Partly in France 54.8 20.7 19.8 4.6 469
Short stays in France(a) 30.0 39.9 23.6 6.4 576
Never came to France 24.1 48.8 22.2 4.9 1,023

Note: Persons preferring burial in another country are not included because their number is very small(29 observations).(a) Visits of under three months.
Population: Immigrants aged 45 to 70.
Source: PRI survey 2003.
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it is the father(17). However, though the parents’ burial in France results ina strong tendency for respondents to make the same choice, the parents’burial in the home country does not influence them likewise.
When the father is still living in France and has spent most of his lifein the country, 60.1% of respondents wish to be buried in France. Thisproportion decreases when the father has been in France for a shorter time,and falls to just 26.1% when the father has never been to France. In paral-lel, preference for burial in the home country increases sharply, from17.1% for respondents whose father has spent most of his life in France to47.5% for those whose father has never been to the country. Similar resultsare obtained for the influence of the mother’s place of residence, and thisinfluence is even stronger when the mother has spent at least part of herlife in France.
Alongside the respondents’ parents’ place of residence, the PRI sur-vey gathered information on the presence of children and of siblings inFrance and the home country. We also know whether respondents haveother family members in the home country. All these variables were en-tered into the multinomial regression in the form of dichotomous varia-bles, making it possible to estimate whether the location of differentfamily members has a specific influence on burial location preferences, allother things being equal.
Firstly, there is a strong tendency for the same choices to be repeatedfrom one generation to the next. When the parents live in France, the prob-ability that the respondent will prefer to be buried in the home countryrather than France is significantly reduced (Table 3). Conversely, thisprobability is slightly higher (at the 10% threshold) when the parents livein the home country. The presence of other family members – primarilyascendants – in the home country, also increases the probability that re-spondents will prefer burial in the home country rather than France. Sec-ondly, the PRI survey highlights the influence of the place of residence ofdescendants. Respondents much more frequently wish to be buried in thehome country when they have children who live there, while having chil-dren who live in France has no significant effect.

(17) We also examined whether the mother’s burial location had a stronger influence onwomen’s preferences, and the father’s on those of men. The data tend to invalidate this hypothe-sis. More women than men wish to be buried in France when their father is buried in France, andlikewise when the mother is buried in France. This simply reflects the difference between menand women, with women preferring burial in France. When both parents are deceased, in 91% ofcases they are both buried in the same country. In situations where one of the spouses in buried inFrance and the other in the home country, it is more often the father’s grave which is in the homecountry. As the mother has a statistically higher chance of outliving her spouse, she is likely toprefer burial in the country where her children live.
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Conclusion
In accordance with our hypothesis, preference for burial in France orin the home country, or an attitude of indifference or indecision appear tobe strongly determined by religious affiliation and by the family and socialattachments of immigrants. An individual’s projection of his or her futureburial site is founded upon a sense of attachment to a territory, a group ora family network. Whatever the importance of these determinants, they donot fully explain the preference for burial in the home country, since sucha preference may be associated with a desire to end one’s days in France.The preferences expressed are influenced by a remarkably large number ofdifferent variables.
The preferences revealed by the PRI survey show firstly that thisquestion is by no means a subject of indifference among immigrants livingin France (or only in very rare cases), especially as they grow old. This re-flects the growing preoccupation with death among old people and theneed to prepare one’s future demise(18).  The preference for burial inFrance is very strong among women, among those who have French na-tionality, those who arrived at an early age in France and among homeowners. The desire for burial in the home country is stronger among per-sons from Africa and Middle East and among Muslims. Family geographyalso exerts a powerful influence. In particular, the home country is chosenmuch more frequently when the respondent’s children live there, but alsowhen their parents live or are buried there. By contrast, preference for bur-ial in France is very strong when the parents are buried there. This appearsto be a powerful factor in the development of a sense of belonging inFrance. In this context, the stability of preferences for burial in the homecountry during the last decade indicated by comparison with data from theMGIS survey is undoubtedly a sign of the enduring symbolic power ofdeath rituals among the immigrant population.

Acknowledgements:  This text was presented at the INED Démody-namiques seminar on 9 February 2004, during which we received manyhelpful comments from our discussant, Patrick Simon. We also wish tothank an anonymous referee of the journal and the members of the editorialcommittee for their remarks and suggestions on previous versions of thismanuscript.

(18) Banks, insurance companies and undertakers have latched onto this market and offer agrowing range of specific products (funeral contracts, etc.). The repatriation of deceased bodies isoften also included in their offer. In this way, customers can decide where they wish to be buriedand organize their funeral in advance.
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Claudine ATTIAS-DONFUT,  François-Charles WOLFF.– The preferred burial location of
persons born outside France
The question of the burial location preferences of immigrants in France and of their de-terminants is examined using the results of a national survey of retirement among the Frenchimmigrant population (PRI survey) conducted in 2003. The survey was conducted on a randomsample, taken from the population census, of 6,278 persons aged between 45 and 70, born out-side France to non-French parents. Three profiles were identified: persons preferring burial inFrance, those preferring burial in the home country and those with no preference, because theyare either indifferent or undecided. The results reveal a stronger preference for burial in thehome country among persons from Africa and among Muslims, while highlighting the multiplefactors underlying such preferences.

Claudine ATTIAS-DONFUT,  François-Charles WOLFF.– Le lieu d'enterrement des per-
sonnes nées hors de France
La question des préférences relatives au lieu d'enterrement des immigrés en France et deses déterminants est traitée à partir des résultats d'une enquête nationale sur le passage à la re-traite des immigrés vivant en France (enquête PRI) réalisée en 2003. Cette enquête a été réaliséeauprès d'un échantillon aléatoire tiré du recensement de la population comprenant 6 278 per-sonnes âgées de 45 à 70 ans nées hors de France, d'origine étrangère. Trois profils se dégagent :ceux qui souhaitent une inhumation en France, ceux qui préfèrent être enterrés au pays d'origineet ceux qui n’expriment pas de préférence, qu'ils soient indifférents ou indécis. L’examen de cesrésultats met en évidence une plus forte préférence pour l'inhumation au pays d'origine parmiles personnes originaires d’Afrique et les musulmans, tout en montrant la complexité des moti-vations à ce propos.

Claudine ATTIAS-DONFUT,  François-Charles WOLFF.– El lugar de inhumación de las per-
sonas nacidas fuera de Francia
Este artículo analiza las preferencias relativas al lugar de inhumación de los inmigrantesen Francia y sus determinantes a partir de los resultados de una encuesta nacional sobre la lle-gada a la edad de jubilación de los inmigrantes (encuesta PRI), llevada a cabo en el año 2003.Esta encuesta se realizó con una muestra aleatoria extraida del censo de población, formada por6,278 personas de 45 a 70 años nacidas fuera de Francia, de origen extranjero. Tres perfilesaparecen en la encuesta: el de inmigrantes que desean ser inhumados  en Francia, el de aquellosque prefieren ser inhumados en su país de origen y el de aquellos que no tienen preferencia, seaporque son indiferentes o porque no han tomado una decisión. El análisis de los resultados indicaque los individuos originarios de África y los musulmanes muestran una fuerte preferencia porla inhumación en el país de origen, y que las razones de ello son complejas.
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