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SUMMARY

This paper discusses broad trends in the rates and levels of international migration over the past three
decades, the places that migrants leave from and the destinations they choose; and some of the
demographic and policy implications of these trends. It raises some features of international mobility
trends over the past three decades that are, superficialy, somewhat contradictory: stable rates of emigration
but growing numbers of emigrants;, and an apparent dynamism in the flow but a stable concentration of
migrants going to more developed nations. On the one hand, these facts can be somewhat simply resolved
by reference to the demographic divide between the less and more developed world. On the other hand,
these facts hold implications for the past and future impacts of admission policies on international

mobility.
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RESUME

Ce document examine |’ évolution générale des taux et des niveaux de migrations internationales au
cours des trois dernieres décennies, les points de départ des migrants et les destinations qu’ils choisissent,
ains gque quelques conséquences de cette évolution sur le plan de la démographie et des politiques. 1l met
en évidence certains aspects des tendances en matiére de mobilité internationale observées ces trente
derniéres années gui, a premiere vue, paraissent assez contradictoires : stabilité des taux d’ émigration mais
augmentation du nombre d’ émigrants, dynamisme apparent des flux mais stabilité de la concentration des
migrants partant pour les pays avancés. D’un cbté, on peut résoudre assez aisément cette énigme en
rappelant la fracture démographique qui sépare les pays avancés du reste du monde mais, d’'un autre coté,
cette rédité a des implications s agissant de I'impact passé et a venir des politiques d’admission sur la
mobilité internationale.
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TRENDSIN INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION FLOWSAND STOCKS, 1975-2005

I ntroduction

1 International mobility has significant impacts on the lives of millions of migrants, but also on the
fortunes of the billions of persons they leave behind and the millions of persons where they make their new
homes. It is little wonder that increasing attention is paid by policymakers to the trends and patterns of
international migration. This paper discusses broad trends in the rates and levels of international migration
over the past three decades, the places that migrants leave from and the destinations they choose; and some
of the demographic and policy implications of these trends.

2. Many of the basic presumptions about trends are mostly, but not completely correct. First,
international migration has been increasing since the 1980s; however, it has not been rising rapidly in a
continuous fashion. Rather, the worldwide rate of migration slowed somewhat over the final decade of the
last century. Secondly, globalization has led to significant increases in the mobility of goods and services,
but one cannot assert that immigration has failed to “free up” to the same degree. In fact, if one plots the
growth of immigration against other faucets of globalization it is clearly a key component of the
globalization process.’ International mobility has expanded significantly, if its magnitude and reative
importance is gauged on the basis of its inflow to more developed nations. Thirdly, while it is true that the
major regional flows of international migrants are divided roughly in thirds — north to north, south to north,
and south to south — the story remains primarily one of movement from poorer to richer economies; or
from less to more developed nations.

3. This paper has three sections. The opening discussion focuses on the volume of the international
stock of immigrants, its growth over the past three decades, and its regional distribution. Immigrants
relative share of the host population is plotted over time in the least, less, and more devel oped nations of
the world. This is primarily a discussion of the distribution and rate of inflows of where migrants tend to
reside. The next section switches over to a discussion of trends and patterns in emigration. Estimates of the
rate of emigration over time are presented, as well as changes in the volume of migration. These data
distinguish between less-skilled and skilled migrants and the discussion retains an interest in the pattern of
movement between less and more developed nations. The final section briefly discusses the role of policy,
economics, and demographics on the pattern of flows and speculates alittle about future patterns.

1. Inflows: growth and re-direction of immigrant stock

4, The United Nations estimates that the number of international migrants, or persons living outside
their country of birth, has reached about 190 million.? Thisis asmall number compared with the 6.7 billion
inhabitants of planet earth, but it is often not a trivial number compared with either the populations of the
migrant source or receiving nation. International migrants tend to reside in the more developed nations.
The more developed nations (including the former USSR) have had a growing share of al internationa
migrants. about 42% in 1975 and growing to 60% in 2005. The less developed and the least developed
nations have had, correspondingly, a slightly declining percentage of migrants over this three-decade span:
34% resided in less devel oped nations and 7% in the least developed nations in 2005.
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5. As can be seen in Figure 1, the greatest growth in the international stock of migrants occurred not
in the past decade, but rather between 1985 and 1995. The global migrant stock grew 62% in that ten-year
gpan and it more than doubled within the more developed nations. Although growth slowed, the immigrant
stock in the developed nations still increased by 23% after 1995. Outside of the more developed nations,
the rate of immigration actually decreased decade to decade from 1975 to 2005. The percentage growth of
immigrants in less developed nations decreased from 29% in 1975 and 1985, to 9% between 1995 and
2005. In the least developed nations, there was a 33% increase in each decade from 1975 to 1995, but the
immigrant stock decreased (-9.2%) in the decade after 1995.

Figure 1. Number of Immigrant Stock by Place of Residence
and Level of Development

120 000

100 000

80 000

60 000 ——

Millions

40 000 EE—

20 000 —

0 B More developed

1975 1985 1995 2005 OLess developed
@ Least developed

Source : United Nations (2006).

6. These patterns of growth are reflected in shifts in where the greatest proportion of the world's
immigrant population resides, e.g. a shift toward the more developed nations. Figure 2 shows that in 1975,
just under half of the world's international stock resided in the less developed nations, while 42% were
found in the more developed nations. The faster growth of the immigrant population in the more devel oped
world, over the past three decades, has shifted the bulk of the immigrant stock. Today, 60% of the world’s
immigrant population resides in the more devel oped nations compared with only 33% in the less devel oped
nations. The remaining 7% are in the least developed nations. Clearly, the more devel oped world became a
more attractive destination for immigrants over the latter part of the last century.
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Figure 2. Percentage of Immigrant Stock by Place of Residence
and Level of Development
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7. These stylized facts are relatively well known, but it bears repeating that the growth in the
number of international migrants, choosing more devel oped destinations, has led to substantially increasing
rates of inflows or immigration. Figure 3 shows the international migrant stock as a percentage of the host
nations populations by level of development. Since 1975, immigrants share of the host nations
populations in the more developed world nearly doubled from about 5 to 9% by 2005. Simultaneoudly,
immigrants share of the host nations' populations in both the less and |east devel oped world have declined
by almost one third from about 2.2 to 1.5%. These trends are consistent with the slowing and even the
decline of theimmigrant stock in selected nations and even entire regions such as Africa.

Figure 3. Immigrants Share of Host Population
by Level of Development
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8. Table 1 gives a more detailed look at the immigrant population in mgjor regions of the world, as
well as its decade-to-decade changes. First, note that 59% of the international stock resides in Europe and
North America. Another 26% of the international migrant stock resides in Asian nations, leaving just 15%
of the balance in the other major regions. So these patterns roughly line up with the figures shown above
on the distribution of the immigrant stock by level of development.

Table 1. International Migrant Stocks by main regions, 1975-2005

Latin
America
Northern and the
Europe America  Caribbean Asia Oceania Africa Total

Immigrant Population ('000s)

2005 63 997 44 461 5 825 48 355 4 815 16 922 184 375
1995 55183 33 525 5 388 43 320 4 878 17 864 160 158
1985 18 365 22118 5740 34 051 4 045 14 390 98 709
1975 16 474 15 267 5 381 25419 3270 10 990 76 801

Percentage Change from Prior Decade

1995 to 2005 16.0 32.6 8.1 11.6 -1.3 -5.3 15.1
1985 to 1995 200.5 51.6 -6.1 27.2 20.6 24.1 62.3
1975 to 1985 11.5 44.9 6.7 34.0 23.7 30.9 28.5

Source : United Nations Population Division 2007 (author's tabulations of online database).

0. The greatest growth in the stock of international migrants has occurred in Europe and, once
again, that spurt occurred from 1985 to 1995. Otherwise, it is interesting to note that the most consi stent
growth over time is the number of migrants in North America, while decade to decade growth declined
over time in all other regions. Between 1985 and 1995, the percentage of the world’'s immigrants residing
in Asia declined from 35 to 27, while the percentage in Europe increased from 19 to 35%. There has been
little change in the distribution of the international migrant population since then. This reinforces the
observation of mobility toward the developed world with a owing of growth in mobility elsewhere, with
some exception for mobility in Asia

2. Outflows: stability in emigration and the brain drain

10. Of course, immigrant stock in the receiving nations is built up through emigration from the
source nations. One measurement of the emigration rate is captured by dividing the stock of emigrants
abroad by the total number of individuals born in a given country. This is a measure of the percentage of
al emigrants living abroad or the cumulative emigration rate.®* Recently constructed data sets disaggregate
the emigrant population by its level of education and permit us to see how international mobility differs
according to whether or not migrants have completed tertiary (college) education. Typicaly, these data are
only for adults, individuals aged 25 and over, in order to measure only persons who have completed their
pursuit of education (versus say children still in school).

11. One data set has collected data for emigrants from 233 nations into just six nations — the United
States, Canada, Australia, the United Kingdom, Germany, and France — but mobility to these destinations
represents the vast magjority of international movers and the data are the only long-term trend data
available. Based upon a detailed analysis, Defoort concludes two things.* First, the rate of emigration of
tertiary-educated adults is two to three times greater than that of the total international flow. Secondly, the

10
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rate of emigration exhibits some fluctuation from 1975 until the 1990s, but then shows little increase
during the closing decades of the last century.

12. Figure 4 shows that the emigration rate of all adult migrants from the more developed nations
declined substantially, particularly after 1985, but just as the rate of emigration from less devel oped nations
began to increase. This pattern is consistent with the aforementioned spurt in the international migrant
stock from 1985 to 1995; and suggests that much of that spurt was due to growth in migration from the less
to the more developed nations. Today, the tota rates of emigration from both the more and less developed
nations are similar, while rates from the least developed nations are very low. Otherwise, these figures
show that the total emigration rates have increased only slightly during the 1990s.

Figure 4. Total Emigration Rate
Percent of All Source Nation Adults
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Source : Defoort 2006; note median of national percentages.
13. Changing focus to the highly educated, Figure 5 shows the emigration rates for just those adults

with a completed tertiary education. The tertiary emigration rates are much higher than the overal or total
rate of emigration. Here we can see that emigration ratesin 1975 were relatively high and actually declined
through 1985 before starting a longer-term trend upward. However, the rates of emigration of tertiary-
educated migrants appear to have stabilized from 1995 to 2005. Tertiary emigration (the so-called “brain
drain”) has gained importance because the rates of tertiary emigration increased during the 1980s; and
because rates of tertiary emigration are several times larger than the rate of emigration for less well
educated migrants.

11
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Figure 5. Tertiary Educated Emigration Rate
Percent of All Source Nation Adults
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14. A comprehensive database compiled by the OECD using international definitions provides the
possibility of capturing outflows of working adults who are immigrants in the year 2000, by level of
education.” However, this database does not allow one to measure change. For this, another database,
compiled by Docquier and Marfouk along similar lines, but incorporating data for 1990 as well, can be
used002E® The data include 93% of the OECD stock of international migrants for 190 countries in 2000
and 170 countriesin 1990 by level of education. These data can revea many things, but | focus here on the
net change in the number of working adults by level of education, tracking their movement fromanationin
one of the three-levels of development into either a more or less developed nation. The data cannot track
migrants into least development nations, but then we have aready seen that only about 7% of the global
stock of migrants resides in less devel oped nations.

15. Figure 6 shows that the greatest growth in the mobility of migrants with lessthan-a-tertiary
education was from the less developed to more developed nations. There was a net increase of just less
than 7.5 million non-tertiary-educated migrants from less developed and into more developed nations
during the 1990s (an increase of 64%). There was no growth of mobility from the more developed to less
developed nations. At the same time, there was almost no increase in inflows of migrants into less
devel oped nations from any other nations.

12
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Figure 6. Net Increase in the Number
of Less-than-Tertiary Educated Adult Migrants, 1990 to 2000
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Source : Docquier and Marfouk, 2006

16. Figure 7 focuses on the mobility of tertiary-educated adult workers. Net growth occurred within
the more developed nations but especialy from less developed nations. There was a net increase of nearly
two million tertiary-educated adults who moved from a more developed nation to another more devel oped
nation between 1990 and 2000 (an increase of 40%). At the same time, there was an increase of five
million tertiary-educated adults who moved from a less developed nation to a more developed nation (an
increase of 94%). The net increase in the number of tertiary-educated migrants from the least developed
nations to the more developed was small, just under 500 000, but that represented very significant growth
in relative terms (an increase of 129%). Likewise, net numerical increases into the less developed nations
were small, albeit the percentage growth was strong from all origins.

13
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Figure 7. Net Increase in the Number
of Tertiary Educated Adult Migrants, 1990 to 2000
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Source: Docquier and Marfouk, 2006

17. One of the central migration stories of the 1990s has been the substantial increase in the number
of skilled migrants, even though the rate of tertiary out-migration did not increase notably. Tertiary-
educated migrants were 30% of all adult emigrants as of 1990 and by 2000 they made up 35% of the
worldwide stock. And the numerical increases of the tertiary emigrant stock were greatest from regions of
the developing world such as Latin America and the Caribbean (97%), Asia (84%), Oceania, (69%), and
Africa (113%).

18. Tables 2 and 3 present a more detailed look at the flows of migrants from one region to another
in 1990 and 2000. Once again, the story over the past decade is one of relative stability in patterns,
although there is some difference between the origin and destinations of adult migrants with less-than-
tertiary education and those who complete tertiary education. Table2 shows the patterns of
origin/destination mobility for adult migrants with less-than-tertiary education. Over the decade the most
notable shifts were the increase in the European-to-European movement, an increase of Asian movement to
North America and, interestingly, an increase in movement from North America to Latin America
Nevertheless, nearly 90% of international migrants with lessthan-tertiary education are found in either
Europe or North America.

14
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Table 2. Regional Distribution of All Adult Migrantswith Less-than-Tertiary Education
by Sour ce and Receiving Region
Receiving Area

Latin
Source Area America Number
Northern and the Table of
Europe  America Caribbean Asia Oceania Total Residents
2000

Total 46.5 43.0 0.7 3.4 6.4 100 36878 487
Europe 64.5 21.1 0.4 3.9 10.2 100 14408 341
Northern America 27.7 47.4 17.2 4.8 2.9 100 689 008
Latin America &

Caribbean 9.2 88.7 0.9 1.0 0.3 100 10225 946
Asia 48.1 38.7 0.1 7.0 6.0 100 8001 457
Oceania 17.7 16.3 0.1 1.0 64.9 100 444 750
Africa 89.8 7.9 0.0 0.1 2.2 100 3108 984

1990

Total 48.8 37.9 0.8 4.5 7.9 100 28198 445
Europe 56.9 27.0 0.4 3.7 12.0 100 14003 383
Northern America 26.4 55.2 11.3 5.3 1.8 100 827 915
Latin America &

Caribbean 11.6 85.6 15 0.9 0.4 100 5122 185
Asia 49.8 33.6 0.2 11.8 4.6 100 5667 674
Oceania 18.1 16.1 0.0 1.3 64.5 100 318 488
Africa 93.1 4.8 0.0 0.1 2.0 100 2258 800

Note: Includes mobility across borders and within region. Data collected for OECD receiving countries.
Source: Docquier and Marouk, 2006 (author's tabulations of online database).

15
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Table 3. Regional Distribution of All Adult Migrantswith a Tertiary Education
by Sour ce and Receiving Region
Receiving Area

Latin

Source Area America Number
Northern and the Table of
Europe America Caribbean Asia Oceania Total Residents

2000

Total 23.6 64.8 0.7 2.4 8.5 100 20082 686
Europe 36.7 49.9 0.6 1.6 11.3 100 6686 361
Northern America 24.9 62.1 4.6 2.3 6.1 100 947 801
Latin America &

Caribbean 8.0 88.3 1.3 1.4 1.0 100 3655 136
Asia 14.5 73.1 0.1 4.2 8.0 100 7041 367
Oceania 22.4 27.2 0.1 0.7 49.6 100 364 055
Africa 47.8 445 0.1 0.1 7.6 100 1387 966

1990

Total 20.3 64.9 1.0 3.2 10.7 100 12086 508
Europe 27.2 57.2 0.8 0.9 13.9 100 4803 501
Northern America 19.1 67.2 4.8 2.9 6.0 100 722 634
Latin America &

Caribbean 7.9 87.3 2.2 1.2 1.5 100 1856 287
Asia 13.5 69.0 0.2 7.7 9.6 100 3836 581
Oceania 15.3 28.5 0.1 0.8 55.3 100 215591
Africa 46.8 43.2 0.1 0.1 9.8 100 651 916

Note: Includes mobilty across borders and within region. Data collected for OECD receiving countries.
Source: Docquier and Marouk, 2006 (author's tabulations of online database).

19. Table 3 shows the distribution of tertiary-educated adult migrants moving from one region to
another. These figures show notable increases in the concentration of movement of tertiary-educated
migrants toward Europe over the decade. The shift was primarily due to an increased movement of highly
skilled workers from European origins to European destinations; and away from North America (and
Oceania). This runs counter to today’ s perception that highly skilled Europeans have been moving to North
America, although one cannot rule out such a recurrent shift since 2000. It is not clear why Europe became
more attractive for these rather traditional sources of highly skilled workers during the decade. Within
European mobility may have been increased by a strengthening of the European Union, but the attraction
of migrants from North America and other regions suggests a strong economic demand. Concurrently,
there was a lesser increase in the mobility of Asian and Latin American migrants to North American
destinations. Once again, however, the most salient fact is that the proportion of tertiary-educated migrants

16
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remained heavily concentrated, just less than 90% of the international stock of tertiary-educated migrantsis
in either Europe or North America.

20. These facts are some of the multiple and seemingly contradictory features of recent international
mobility: somewhat stable rates of total and tertiary emigration, but growing numbers of emigrants,
particularly with tertiary education; and growing rates of total immigration, particularly in the receiving
nations of the more developed world. And despite the perception that there is a lot of dynamism in the
distribution of where migrants are headed, this is not borne out by the facts: there is a large and relatively
stable concentration of migrants going to more developed nations, particularly in Europe and North
America. On the one hand, these facts can be somewhat simply resolved by reference to the demographic
divide between the less and more developed world. On the other hand, these facts hold implications for the
past and future impacts of admission policies on international mobility.

3. International mobility: policies, economics and demogr aphics

21. Academics have many theories about the causes of migration and many guestions about which
theory works best.” While most policymakers believe that policies help shape the flow of skilled migrants,
their precise role, or the role of individual policy elements, has not been systematically studied. Yet,
analysts tend to agree that general features of admission policies have profound impacts on the skill
composition of immigration. The long dominance of family admissions in the United States and Europe,
for example, is thought to have reduced the skill levels of immigrants over time. A declining average skill
level appears also to have been akey reason that research has found somewhat poor economic assimilation
of newcomers in many European countries.® This may be one reason for the introduction of policies that tilt
toward the admission of workers on the basis of labor market skillsin many countries during the 1990s.”

22. However, whereas some researchers believe that policies reflect the political economy and play
only an indirect role in the level of mobility, they raise some interesting points. They do not necessarily
agree on whether policies impose a cost affecting migrants decisions or are a quantity constraint that
conditions the impacts of push/pull factors. But empirical analyses find that policies matter. Analysis of
emigration to the United States finds that quota consolidations reduced Asian immigration in the 1970s
while the legalization of nearly 3 million workers doubled Latino migration in the 1990s.'° At the same
time, an analysis of emigration to 14 nations found that pull factors are the dominant driver and that push
factors play no substantive role. So this analysis based on alarge sample of nations suggests that economic
pull factors are the driving force of international flows.™ In fact, an interaction of policy regimes with pull
variables suggests that laxer admission policies increase the power of pull factors in the host economy.™
As long as economic conditions favor migration, then reducing restrictions on immigration, by either
lifting caps or easing admission requirements, should increase overall levels of immigration. Thisis hardly
asurprising conclusion but it is at least consistent with recent trendsin skilled mobility.

23. Any liberalization of admission policies, given agrowing gap in economic opportunities between
less and more developed nations, leaves demography as a major driver of the trends in international
mobility, not in a Mathusian way, but because demography shapes the potential supply and its relative
impact on receiving nations. Consider the role of the relative size of the migrant-prone population in the
age groups 0 to 39. Figure 8 shows the UN’s past and projected population age 0 to 39 by level of
development which fits quite well with the foregoing discussion of trends. Note that this age group in the
more developed nations experienced very little growth from 1950 onward until around 2000 when a
decline sets in and is projected to continue until mid-century. Simultaneously, the population of the least
developed nations grows throughout the period but especialy from the 1960s through the 1990s, precisaly
the period of the introduction of increased numerical admission policies in some of the traditional receiving
countries and the evolution of the forces of globalization.

17
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Figure 8. Past and Projected Size of Population Ages 0 to 39
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24, Thus, even afairly stable rate of emigration, applied to such arapidly growing population, would
generate a significant growth in the number of international migrants. And this is what has occurred
because, as we have seen, data on the rate of international mobility shows little increase during this period
(from 2.5 to 2.9% of the world’s population from 1960 to 2000)." But the data show significant increases
in the number of international migrants, particularly those originating in the less developed nations.
Conversdly, the slowing population growth of the more developed nations, combined with the growing
emigration numbers, translates into increasing percentages of immigrants (rates of inflow) in the more
devel oped populations.

25. And even while the rate of population growth in the devel oping nations is now projected to slow,
the relative size of the populations in those nations will run from five to eight times larger than the
diminishing population of the more developed nations. If the distribution of immigrants across regions
remains congtant —if migrants from the developing world continue to choose to migrate primarily to the
more developed nations— then even small increases in the rate of emigration will induce substantial
increases in the immigrant stock’s percentage of the population in more developed nations (see Appendix
Figure 1). However, if migrants change to new destinations primarily in the less developed nations — and
even if the rate of emigration were to increase substantially —there would be little if any growth of the
immigrant share of the population in the developing world, but substantial ongoing migration to the more
developed nations (see Appendix Figure 2).

18
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26. The flow of highly skilled migrants, the tertiary-educated, should likely follow the same profile,
although some observers think that trends in highly skilled migration are particularly responsive to the
forces of globalization. Despite the fact that it is often opined that past and present levels of immigration
are somehow lower than might “naturally” occur without the prevalence of “redtrictive’ policies —
immigration levels do not lag other indicators of global integration. World trade volume increased by a
factor of about seven between 1975 and 2005. Over the same period, world immigrant stocks increased by
a factor of about two and one-half. A proper comparison, however, would be based on immigrant flows,
but an adequate measure of world immigrant flows does not exist. In any event, the mobility of labour,
although not as intense as that of goods and services, has aso increased significantly and most of this
mobility, as we have seen, originated in less devel oped nations.

27. Whereas globalization may have fostered the movement of highly skilled workers to the more
developed nations, and will likely continue to do so for the near future, some observers speculate that this
may change in the future. The ICT revolution appears to have been a mgor driver of highly skilled
mobility, an observation reinforced by the timing of increases in highly skilled mobility and the fact that
many governments started actively courting foreign ICT workers during the dot.com boom. The ICT
revolution has fueled globalization by helping to further flatten the differences between national markets. It
al'so feeds agglomeration economies and helps link global cities where skilled immigrants reside.® And the
ICT revolution favors highly skilled workers and may continue to do so unless what appears to be the
complexity of using today’s ICT technologies changes and becomes accessible to less skilled workers. But
so far the ICT revolution has atered the international specialization of production, enhancing demand for
skilled workers in the advanced economies. However, many transitional economies have a growing
educated class and increased R&D capacity which may alter this scenario. Some observers think the most
likely prognosis is for a decreasing north-north migration of highly skilled workers and an increasing
south-south migration.*

28. Figure 9 demonstrates that there is a relationship between policies and ICT demand in major
receiving nations. The United State’ s specialty temporary worker (H-1B) program caught a lot of attention
during the boom of the new economy’s dot.com bubble of the latter 1990s. At its peak in 2001, the number
of new H-1Bs issued hit just over 200 000 with the vast mgority in the ICT occupations, only to see the
numbers drop in 2002 with the dot.com bust. Subsequently, the US Congress let the cap on the H-1B revert
to 65 000, although the number of H-1B petitions easily exceeds that because there is no cap for non-profit
employers; and there are 20 000 H-1Bs set aside for foreign graduates of US colleges. Having gotten used
to easy access, US employers are clamoring for raising the cap to get more H-1Bs. In the United Kingdom,
the Work Permit has also seen substantia growth and many of the workers admitted are in the ICT
industry. Those UK numbers also tapered off with the 2001 recession and turned downward slightly last
year. Finaly, the New Zealand Work Permit numbers, for a small nation, are truly remarkable and
demonstrate a steady upward climb, although employers may be turning to a preference for permanent
admissions. Indeed, the majority of so-called temporary workers in these nations ultimately transition to
permanent status. What these examples show — and similar stories can be told for Canada, Australia, and
other nations —is that policies do matter and that significant numbers of temporary and highly skilled
workers have been admitted during the ICT phase of globalization. What remains to be seen, is whether or
not such programs continue to receive the support of the public and policymakers, and whether or not they
continue to make the more developed nations the major magnet for future flows of the educated
international migrant.
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Figure 9. Skilled Temporary Workers
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29. And there is likely to be increasing international competition from the developing nations,
particularly for highly skilled workers. In 2005, the United Nations included a question to governments
about their current policy perspective on highly skilled workers. Perhaps unsurprisingly, 15 of 46 more
developed nations reported that they planned to increase the number of highly skilled workers that they
admit.’” At the same time, 14 of 98 less developed nations reported planning to increase their intake of
highly skilled workers which is a smaller percentage of these nations, but equa to the number of more
developed nations with the same intention. What this suggests is that, while less developed nations are
getting into the game, the major competition for international migrants in the near future will be primarily
between more developed nations in Europe and North America.
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Appendix Figure 1. Projection of Immigrant Share of
Host Population: At Today's Rates of Emigration and
Destinations
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Appendix Figure 2. Projection of Immigrants' Share of
Host Nation: Assuming Today's Emigration Rates from
MDCs, Doubling Rates from LDCs, and Shift in
Destination to LDCs
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