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Abstract

Collective remittances are the money flows sent by hometown associations
(HTAs) to their communities of origin. In Mexico, the 3x1 Program for
Migrants matches by three the amounts that HTAs send back to their
localities to invest in public projects. In previous quantitative research, we
found that PAN-ruled municipalities were more likely to participate in the
program, controlling for a number of predictors. Once selected into the
Program, political strongholds of any municipal party receive more funds
per capita. The political bias in participation and fund allocation may be due
to two possible mechanisms: HTAs decisions to invest in some
municipalities but not others may reflect migrants’ preferences (a demand
driven bias). On the other hand, government officials may use the Program
to direct funds according to their own political objectives (a supply-driven
bias). To disentangle which of these two mechanisms is at work, we studied
a 2x2 matrix of statistically selected cases of high migration municipalities
in the state of Guanajuato. We carried out over 60 semi-structured
interviews to state and municipal Program administrators, local politicians,
and migrant leaders from these municipalities. Our qualitative study
indicates that, even though migrant leaders are clearly pragmatic, the
political bias of the Program is more likely to be driven by politicians’
preferences. Moreover, these biases are reinforced by the program’s
coordination requirements. This study raises obvious concerns about the
ability of this kind of programs to reach the areas where public resources
are needed the most.

Keywords: migration, collective remittances, 3x1 Program, hometown
associations, distributive politics.

Resumen

Las remesas colectivas son las transferencias enviadas por las asociaciones
de migrantes hacia sus comunidades de origen. En México, el Programa 3x1
para Migrantes multiplica por tres las cantidades que estas asociaciones
envian a sus localidades para invertirlas en proyectos publicos. En un
analisis estadistico previo, encontramos que los municipios gobernados por
el PAN tienen una mayor probabilidad de participar en el programa,
controlando por otros factores. Una vez dentro del programa, los bastiones
politicos de cualquier partido reciben mayores recursos per capita. Este
sesgo politico en la participacion y asignacion de recursos se debe a dos
posibles mecanismos: las decisiones de las asociaciones de migrantes de



invertir en ciertos municipios y no en otros pueden reflejar las preferencias
de los migrantes (un sesgo por parte de la demanda). Por otro lado, los
funcionarios publicos pueden usar el programa para asignar recursos en
funcién de sus objetivos politicos (un sesgo por parte de la oferta). Para
esclarecer cual de estos dos mecanismos funciona estudiamos una matriz
2x2 de casos estadisticamente seleccionados en municipios de alta
migracion en el estado de Guanajuato. Llevamos a cabo mas de 60
entrevistas semiestructuradas a los funcionarios estatales y municipales
responsables del programa, politicos locales y lideres migrantes de esos
municipios. Nuestro estudio cualitativo indica que, a pesar de que los lideres
migrantes son claramente pragmaticos, el sesgo politico del programa se
debe a las preferencias de los funcionarios publicos. Ademas, estos sesgos
son reforzados por los requisitos de coordinaciéon del programa. Este estudio
plantea preocupaciones obvias sobre la capacidad de este tipo de
programas para allegar recursos a las zonas donde mas se requieren.

Palabras clave: migracién, remesas colectivas, Programa 3x1, asociaciones
de migrantes, politica distributiva.
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Introduction

Remittances in general and collective remittances in particular have recently
attracted the attention of policy makers in developing countries. Given the
absolute and relative weight of remittances in such countries (World Bank,
2006; OECD, 2007), these flows are believed to have a great potential to
promote community driven development. Parallel to this phenomenon,
policymakers have introduced specific policies to sustain the flow of
remittances, and to influence the way in which they are used (Spector and de
Graauw, 2006; Adida and Girod, 2011).

The Mexican 3x1 Program for Migrants is one such policy. Indeed, it is
usually regarded as international reference in the cooperation between
diasporas abroad and their communities of origin (World Bank, 2006;
Fernandez, Garcia and Vila, 2006). The Program matches each dollar sent by
hometown associations (HTAs) to finance local projects with one extra dollar
from municipal, state and federal governments. Typical projects include
electrification, water, road paving and maintenance, housing infrastructure,
educational and health projects, and town beautification, among others.
Since 2002, and following the impulse of the ruling Partido de Accién Nacional
(PAN), the Program has been implemented at the federal level, and today it
involves more than 1,000 HTAs abroad. As any other public policy, the
program may also be used politically. The involvement of the three levels of
government (municipal, state and federal) as well as of migrants themselves
raises coordination problems that may benefit some political parties at the
expense of others. Besides, the collusion of state and municipal governments
may be used to benefit partisan strongholds or to target politically
competitive localities.

In previous empirical work, we found that municipal strongholds governed
by the party of the presidency were more likely to participate in the program
than their PRI (Partido Revolucionario Institucional) and PRD (Partido de la
Revolucion Democratica) counterparts. Our statistical regression analysis
provided evidence of a significant association between political variables and
fund allocation by the program; but to precisely understand the mechanisms
underlying these correlations, a more qualitative approach is required.

The political bias that we found might be the result of the political
strategies of federal, state, and municipal politicians deliberately seeking to
benefit PAN municipalities —a supply-driven bias. Conversely, if migrants and
HTAs are more likely to propose projects in PAN localities, then the observed
bias might actually be driven by migrants’ political preferences - a demand-
driven bias.

To adjudicate between these two possible mechanisms, we conducted
fieldwork in four municipalities in the state of Guanajuato and in the state of
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Zacatecas. We used a propensity score matching procedure to identify a 2x2
matrix of cases where we carried out more than 60 semi-structured
interviews. We interviewed local politicians, state, and municipal program
operators and migrant leaders in these four municipalities and in Dallas,
Texas.

Our findings can be summarized as follows. The interviews evidenced,
first, the central role of municipalities in promoting migrant organizations and
therefore, program participation. Second, municipalities target localities
politically aligned with the municipality, both as a way to reduce transaction
costs and as a deliberate political strategy. And third, migrants are very
pragmatic and non-partisan. As it turns out, the political bias found in the
statistical analysis is most likely to be a supply-driven bias .

These findings are relevant for several theoretical debates. First, from the
point of view of the distributive politics literature, we are interested in
exploring the sort of political biases more likely to occur when policy makers
do not have the full monopoly of resources. Contrary to other public and
social programs, the public-private character of the 3x1 requires active
cooperation among municipalities, HTAs, and local beneficiaries. This has
consequences for the expected sort of political discretion that it is most likely
to occur. We posit that the bias in favour of political strongholds that we find
in the statistical tests is as much a political strategy of rewarding loyal voters
as it is the side effect of a policy design with high coordination demands.

Secondly, this paper contributes to the recent and growing literature that
studies the political impact of migration in countries with high levels of out-
migration (Bravo, 2007; Goodman and Hiskey, 2008; Pérez-Armendariz and
Crow, 2010). Scholars report decreasing levels of political engagement among
those left behind having connections with migrants, remittances being one of
those connections. This finding questions the virtuous influence that the
migrants’ experience in their democratic host countries may exert upon
returning home (Levitt, 1998). Our research aligns with the “not too
optimistic” view of the consequences of emigration, too: we find that policy
interventions supposedly designed to target collective remittances toward
developmental purposes are politically biased. The provision of public goods
under the 3x1 Program serves to reward political strongholds of the ruling
party regardless of the objective needs of these localities. This finding
crucially questions whether migrant involvement in their communities via this
type of interventions helps improving local governance and development.

The paper proceeds as follows. In section 1, we provide a background of
the 3x1 Program and of our previous empirical findings. We also discuss our
hypotheses. In section 2, we describe the empirical strategy and explain the
case selection strategy. In section 3, we present the findings of our fieldwork,
distinguishing two different moments in the decision making process: first, we
study the relationship between migrants, their localities, and municipalities,
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both in participating and not participating municipalities. Second, we move
up the ladder in the decision making process to explore how decisions take
place at the state and the federal level. Section 4 concludes with the
theoretical and policy implications of this study.

1. Program background and previous findings

Mexico has been an active country in the promotion of its relationships with
its diaspora. Since the 1990s, consular activity and official programs to assist
migrants abroad have multiplied. Starting in 1997, Mexico allowed for dual
nationality. In 2006 Mexicans abroad were allowed to vote in the presidential
election. From 2002, under the US-Mexico Partnership for Prosperity Program,
Mexicans could use the so-called matricula consular to open bank accounts in
the United States and transfer money, regardless of their legal migration
status. And state and federal administrations have courted the Mexican
diaspora, seeking its help in improving the living conditions of its communities
of origin (Goldring, 2002; Burgess, 2005; Alarcon, 2006; Spector and De
Grauw, 2006; World Bank, 2006; Fernandez, Garcia and Vila, 2006).

The purpose of the 3x1 Program for Migrants is to increase the coverage
and the quality of basic social infrastructure in localities a high proportion of
whose populations suffer from poverty or social backwardness or experience
high levels of emigration. It follows the investment initiatives of migrants
living abroad (Soto and Veladzquez, 2006). This is not the only objective of the
program, which also aims to strengthen the links between migrants and their
communities through collaborative development projects and the organization
of migrants abroad.

The precedents of the current 3x1 Program for Migrants are found in the
state of Zacatecas, which is the state with the strongest and oldest migratory
tradition in Mexico. The Federation of Zacatecan Clubs started in the early
1960s to raise funds to help expatriates abroad and to fund social and
recreational projects back home. Building on these spontaneous initiatives, in
1986 the 1x1 Program was born under the auspices of PRI state governor
Genaro Borrego. In its initial design, the program envisaged support from the
state alone to double the amount of money sent by migrant associations.
Parallel to President Carlos Salinas’s (1988-1994) interest in courting
migrants, the Zacatecan initiative received further support under Borrego’s
successor, Arturo Romo (PRI), resulting in the program of International
Solidarity among Mexicans, also known as the 2x1 Program. Under this scheme
not only the state but also the federation matched the contributions of HTAs.
Under Governor Ricardo Monreal, a member of the PRD, the program gathered
momentum. In the meantime, the initiative had been replicated by the state
governments of Jalisco, Durango, and Guanajuato (Goldring, 2002; Burgess,
2005; Iskander, 2010).
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When the panista Vicente Fox came to power in 2000, he set up the
Institute for Mexicans Abroad, and gave impulse to the matching-grant
program with federal support. The 3x1 Program-Citizen Initiative started in
2002. In 2005 it became the 3x1 Program for Migrants. Under the pressure of
Zacatecan migrant federations, this new version restricted program
participation to registered HTAs only.

Although collective remittances are small in magnitude when compared to
individual remittances, the program is crucial for many municipalities where
HTAs’ money can supplement the meager finances of local governments
(Goldring, 2002; Valenzuela, 2006). Thus, migrants have been actively courted
by municipal and state politicians seeking to obtain extra resources for
municipal public works.

Figure 1 shows the different actors involved in the 3x1 Program. It also
summarizes the different steps in the process leading to participation. The
Mexican Ministry of Social Development (SEDESOL) and state representatives
promote the program among migrants and in the municipalities. In turn,
municipalities establish contacts with localities and their HTAs. Migrant HTAs
propose a particular project through the municipality to be carried out in
their locality. Very frequently, local beneficiaries of projects also contribute
with their own funds or work, and therefore they are important actors. They
also take responsibility for the supervision of projects via mirror clubs (Fox
and Bada, 2008: 448).

In the localities, the delegate is another important actor. Delegates are
representatives elected in community assemblies shortly after the municipal
president takes office. Although not explicitly running under a particular party
label, we could observe that delegates’ political leanings were common
knowledge. Delegates are important actors because very frequently they act
as intermediaries between migrants (and their representatives in the locality)
and the municipality. As the current municipal president in Tarimoro put it,
the municipality gives information to the delegates and then the delegates
disseminate this information in the communities. Delegates help identifying
clubs and intervene as mediators and facilitators.

In its current design, the 3x1 Program for Migrants is administered by
SEDESOL and every single project has to be approved by state “Committees of
Validation and Attention to Migrants” (COVAMs), depicted in Figure 2 below.
COVAMs take place in each state. They include three representatives of the
four actors involved (migrants via a HTA, municipal, state, and federal
governments via SEDESOL), for a total of 12 members, and it decides by
majority vote which projects are to be funded. In most cases, each of the four
actors involved contributes 25% of the total cost of the approved project
albeit the financial mix can vary somewhat.

All project applications have to include a technical file assessing its
viability, showing, for instance, that projects have the necessary permits. This
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file is typically elaborated by the municipality. Upon reception at the state
offices, the technical file is evaluated as well as the project observation of
the rules of operation. If it is deemed to be not technically viable or if it
contravenes the rules of operation, the file is returned to the municipality
and it does not make it to the COVAM meeting. SEDESOL does not keep such
thing as a systematic record of these returned files. Once a project is
technically validated, it is voted in state COVAMs and it is approved with the
majority of the votes. Note that in Mexican states ruled by the PAN, with a
partisan collusion between the state and the federal government, it only
takes one more vote from a major or HTA to get the majority of votes
required for approving a project. On the other hand, if the state is not ruled
by the PAN, the federal government would find it more difficult to build a
winning coalition towards its preferences.

FIGURE 1. 3X1 PROGRAM ACTORS AND DECISION-MAKING PROCEDURES

locality

Migrant Municipal

HTA Govmt.

Note: Arrow width denotes linkage strength among actors. Grey arrows denote actors
promoting the program. Darker arrows denote government levels coordination.

In its current design, the 3x1 Program for Migrants is administered by
SEDESOL and every single project has to be approved by state “Committees of
Validation and Attention to Migrants” (COVAMs), depicted in Figure 2 below.
COVAMs take place in each state. They include three representatives of the
four actors involved (migrants via a HTA, municipal, state, and federal
governments via SEDESOL), for a total of 12 members, and it decides by
majority vote which projects are to be funded. In most cases, each of the four
actors involved contributes 25% of the total cost of the approved project
albeit the financial mix can vary somewhat.

All project applications have to include a technical file assessing its
viability, showing, for instance, that projects have the necessary permits. This
file is typically elaborated by the municipality. Upon reception at the state
offices, the technical file is evaluated as well as the project observation of
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the rules of operation. If it is deemed to be not technically viable or if it
contravenes the rules of operation, the file is returned to the municipality
and it does not make it to the COVAM meeting. SEDESOL does not keep such
thing as a systematic record of these returned files. Once a project is
technically validated, it is voted in state COVAMs and it is approved with the
majority of the votes. Note that in Mexican states ruled by the PAN, with a
partisan collusion between the state and the federal government, it only
takes one more vote from a major or HTA to get the majority of votes
required for approving a project. On the other hand, if the state is not ruled
by the PAN, the federal government would find it more difficult to build a
winning coalition towards its preferences.

FIGURE 2. COVAM STRUCTURE (12 MEMBERS, DECISIONS ARE MADE BY MAJORITY RULE)

3 Federal
govmlL.

3
Municipal

presidents

In a previous paper based on a panel dataset of the 3x1 Program for over
2,400 municipalities in the 2002 to 2007 period, we explored the political
economy of the program (Author, forthcoming). Since the funding of projects
is not granted according to any pre-established formula, or in light of any
observable criterion other than the technical viability of the proposals, it
opens the door to its political manipulation. Moreover, the involvement of the
three levels of government (municipal, state and federal) as well as of
migrants themselves, raises coordination problems that may benefit some
political parties or localities at the expense of others.

Our previous empirical analyses revealed that municipalities in states ruled
by the PAN were more likely to participate in the program than their PRI and
PRD counterparts (see Table Al in the Appendix, model 1). Similarly,
municipalities with greater PAN electoral support were also more likely to
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participate (Table Al, model 3). In other words, PAN strongholds have a
greater probability of being selected into the program. This result holds even
after controlling for a number of predictors of program participation such as
population, migration and poverty levels as well as state and year effects.

As mentioned in the introduction, the political bias in favor of PAN
strongholds that we found in the empirical analysis might be supply driven -
that is, the result of the political strategies of federal, state, and municipal
politicians deliberately seeking to benefit PAN municipalities. Yet, if migrants
and HTAs are more likely to propose projects in PAN localities, the observed
bias might actually be demand-driven. Indeed, recent studies have suggested
that migrants’ demographic characteristics make them likely to hold anti-PRI
political preferences (Bravo, 2007). If this is the case, the mechanism behind
our statistical finding would not be one of PAN politicians biasing the selection
of projects in favor of their strongholds; rather, it would be one of migrants
selecting PAN municipalities for their investments.

There are several observable implications that derive from the demand-
driven (H1) and the supply-driven (H2) hypotheses. If the demand-driven
hypothesis holds, we should observe that migrant HTAs are reluctant to
propose projects in municipalities not ruled by the PAN, and that this is the
main reason for non participation. However, if we observe that migrant HTAs
are willing to make investments in municipalities regardless of party label,
then we have good evidence against migrants’ political preferences as the
mechanism driving our statistical findings .

The partisan bias that our statistical analysis reports could, in turn, be
supply- driven. As with any other political or social policy, politicians may try
to address particular groups with the public and social projects that the
program finances. Models 3 and 5 in Table Al reveal that municipalities that
are political strongholds of the PAN (those in which the PAN wins with large
margins of victory) are more likely to be selected into the program. This is an
interesting finding. According to the predictions of the distributive politics
literature, the local public and social infrastructure that the program provides
could be used to tilt the balance in competitive jurisdictions rather than to
reward voters that have already shown their support (Cox and McCubbins,
1986; Dixit and Londregan, 1996; Stokes, 2005; Magaloni, 2006; Kitschelt and
Wilkinson, 2007; Diaz Cayeros et al., 2007). However, note that contrary to
other public or social programs, the 3x1 Program for Migrants is a public-
private partnership. This implies that politicians are not completely free to
decide how to allocate the program resources because a successful
participation requires the cooperation of at least migrants and the
municipality. As the fieldwork makes clear, the side effect of these high
coordination demands is that it is easier to propose partnerships and projects
in political strongholds than in competed municipalities.
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If the supply driven hypothesis holds (H2), it also has some observable
implications: First, we should observe that PAN localities and municipalities
are clearly favored during the decision making process leading to project
selection . This has to be especially evident in states ruled by the PAN, as
opposed to states ruled by other parties where the decision making process is
politically fragmented . Additionally, we should observe that the main reason
for not or less participation in the case of high migration municipalities ruled
by parties not under PAN control is that they get punished during the decision
making process leading to project adjudication .

Of course, in municipalities, a lack of migrant organization may also be
causing non participation. Recall that having the signature of a Club
registered at the corresponding Mexican Consulate is a prerequisite for
participation. This is a background condition that we have to consider, too .

Note that empirically testing these hypotheses and the observable
implications that derive from them demands exploring the operation of the
program in participant and non participant municipalities, under and not
under the control of the ruling PAN. It is to the selection of cases that we now
turn.

2. Empirical Strategy and Case Selection

There are three reasons that motivate the fieldwork research that we report
in this paper. First, there is no systematic data on HTAs regarding their size,
economic capacity, history, or political preferences, etc., which could be
incorporated into our regression analysis. Lacking this information, we relied
on a migration intensity index, based on census data, as a proxy of migrants’
organizational capacity. But as it will be made clear in what follows, this is an
inexact measure because some high migration communities may not be as well
organized as others.

Second, even though we have data for each single project, we aggregated
the 3x1 Program data at the municipal level to match it with the election
returns data that are only available at that same level. Since local elections
are organized by different state authorities, precinct or locality level returns
for municipal races are not available for our entire sample period. However,
many projects and HTAs originate in smaller Mexican localities. Therefore
much of the action of the program takes place at the local level and in the
relationship between localities and the municipalities they belong to. As
Burgess shows (2006: 113), a very high percentage of the Program investments
occur in outlying villages and hamlets outside of municipal centers or
cabeceras. In the states of Guanajuato, Guerrero and Michoacan these
percentages are as high as 82, 84 and 73% respectively. Fieldwork allowed us
to incorporate the level of the locality to our study. This level of analysis
turned out to be particularly rich in understanding that the correlation found
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in favor of political strongholds is in part the result of a deliberate electoral
strategy; but it is also in part the unintended consequence of the high
coordination requirements the Program design imposes. In a program requiring
the coordination of three government levels and some HTAs, politicians are
not completely free to decide the allocation of the resources. As it will be
made clear, matching grants demand the contribution and coordination of so
many actors that relying on your known political friends and allies may be a
guarantee of successful participation.

Third, SEDESOL data on the 3x1 Program only has information concerning
successful projects. SEDESOL does not systematically collect information
about the entire pool of project applications. This means that we lack
information about the characteristics of “unsuccessful” HTAs, unsuccessful
localities or municipalities, or projects that were rejected for technical or
procedural reasons. Thus, another goal of the fieldwork we carried out was to
collect information from non participating HTAs, non participating localities,
and non participating municipalities. By doing so, we gained an important
understanding about the causes of not participation or projects being
rejected.’

With quite a few actors and levels of government involved —migrants,
localities, municipalities, state government, and the federation— and no
guantitative information to operationalize crucial variables, such as migrant
organization or municipal capabilities, fieldwork and qualitative research are
essential to understand how the 3x1 Program actually works. There are a
number of case studies about the 3x1 Program (see, for instance the
collection in Fernandez de Castro et. al. 2007). Yet, the selection of cases is
usually not well justified: sometimes they cover municipalities with a high
number of projects only, with no comparison with non-participant
municipalities; or sometimes they deal with high migration localities or those
with highly organized HTAs, again without comparing with similar
counterfactual cases. This raises obvious concerns about selection bias and
therefore about the external validity of their findings.

Our first decision concerned which Mexican state to study. As mentioned
above, there are four states with high and long standing migration tradition in
México, all of them located in the central area: Jalisco (ruled by the PAN),
Zacatecas (PRD), Guanajuato (PAN), and Michoacan (PRD). These states alone
received 63.6% of the Program resources and accumulated 69.5% of the
projects in 2007, the final year of our sample period. As Figure 3 indicates, at
the beginning of the Program in 2002, Zacatecas had a head start with 40.5%
of the Program total outlays but in recent years Jalisco’s relative share has

I However, rejection is frequent. Between 2002 and 2004, 192 3x| Program Projects were rejected in the state of
Michoacan, of which 73% were projects outside the cabecera (Fox and Bada, 2008: 452). In 2010, at SEPLADER
Zacatecas almost 50% of the projects presented were rejected, and about 60% of projects lacked a technical file
(SEDESOL Zacatecas).
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come to par with them. Michoacan and Guanajuato receive fewer funds but
their participation has also increased steadily. For instance, Guanajuato’s
participation in the program has risen from 5% in 2002 to 10.3% in 2007.

FIGURE 3. 3X1 PROGRAM RELATIVE AMOUNTS IN SELECTED STATES

3x1 Program total amounts, 2002-2007

State share
\
/

T T T T T T
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Year
GTO ————- JAL
—-—- MICH ZAC

Fieldwork in Michoacan municipalities was ruled out due to the current
insecurity situation in the region. Since we were looking for variation in
participation (participant and non-participant municipalities) in line with PAN
ruled municipalities, we ruled out Zacatecas, where only 14% of the
municipal-year observations are under PAN rule —thereby providing little
variation in partisanship. Jalisco, on the other hand, has enough variation in
municipal partisanship but more than 90% of its municipalities participate in
the Program in recent years: therefore, this state had little variation in
participation rates.

We chose the state of Guanajuato, a PAN state located in the centre of the
country comprising 46 municipalities. The selection of Guanajuato allowed us
to control for the collusion at the state and the federal level (both panistas).
We then allowed variation at the municipal level along two binary dimensions
of interest: program participation and partisanship. This resulted in a 2x2
matrix design with two municipalities ruled under the PAN and two more
under non-PAN rule on one dimension, and two participating municipalities
and two non participating cases on the other dimension. As our fieldwork later
on revealed, there is a further source of political variation at the level of the
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locality, which was more relevant than we had initially expected. In
particular, the locality level turned out to be very enlightening to understand
the coordination problems that the program entailed and the political
consequences derived from these coordination demands.

The next issue was to select the municipalities to be studied. In order to
identify four municipalities that were relatively similar but with two of them
ruled by the PAN, and two of them ruled by the PRI, we used propensity score
matching. The idea underlying propensity score matching is to adjust multiple
case comparisons for their pre-treatment observable differences. In our case,
we want to identify cases that were otherwise similar in a series of observable
characteristics that predict being under PAN rule, but with the exception that
some will in fact be observed as panistas, and some others will not. To do so,
our first step was to estimate a probit regression model to predict the
probability of a given municipality of being under PAN rule, which is our
treatment variable of interest, conditional on a series of covariates. Our
probit model has the following general form:

Pr(PANmunicip: = 1 | X) = F(BMIGRATION;; + yPOVERTY i + $MIGXPOVERTY j; +
SOCIODEMOG;S + 1 + V)

Where i, j and t, denotes municipalities, states and years, respectively.
The model controlled for migration intensity, poverty intensity, poverty
squared, an interaction between migration and poverty, log population, public
services coverage, as well as state and year effects. Once the model is
estimated, we obtain the predicted probability of being under PAN rule,
conditional on the covariates included in the model —that is, the propensity
scores for each municipality. Some of the cases predicted as panistas
(treated) were in fact observed as panistas, but some other cases also
predicted as panistas, will not be so (untreated). Figure 4 below illustrates
the distribution of our propensity scores, that is, the probability of being
under PAN rule, estimated for all Mexican municipalities in our sample period.
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FIGURE 4

Probability of PAN municipality = 1
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Table 1 shows our selection of treated and non-treated municipalities for
the year 2007. All of these municipalities are high migration municipalities
with a similar propensity to be PAN-ruled according to their observable
characteristics. According to our previous statistical research, PAN
municipalities have a higher probability of participating in the 3x1 Program.
This means that, on average, high migration PAN municipalities are predicted
to participate more often in the program than high migration non-PAN
municipalities. The PAN municipalities we chose are Tarimoro (a municipality
with high program participation) and Cuéramaro (a non-participating
municipality).

We also explored the workings of the Program in two cases “off the
regression line”, that is to say, two cases badly predicted by our statistical
model: one case would be a PAN ruled, high migration municipality that does
not participate in the Program (Huanimaro). The fourth case would be a non-
PAN ruled, high migration municipality that did participate nonetheless
(Santiago Maravatio). If the program is indeed used as an instrument of the
federal government to benefit PAN political strongholds in PAN states, cases
such as Huanimaro and Santiago Maravatio should be rather rare. Indeed, they
are atypical. Still, studying how the Program worked or did not work in these
municipalities is very informative, and it actually helps us to identify
alternative factors in play.

Note that since the table below refers to the year 2007 only, we made sure
that high and low/not participation was not idiosyncratic to this year. In other
words, municipalities of high and low participation that are consistently
participating or not participating during the years we covered in the database.




Supply or Demand? Politics and the 3x1 Program for Migrants

For instance, Jaral del Progreso is a PAN municipality of high participation in
2007 (12 projects) and yet it did not participate in the previous years. Note
also that we did not have that many options when it came to choosing a
comparable non-participating/non-PAN municipality. Only Cuerdmaro and
Dolores Hidalgo fell in that category. However, Dolores Hidalgo is much more
populated than the rest of our selected municipalities. Given the high
correlation that exists between municipal resources and population, and the
role that municipal finances play in matching the resources migrants invest,
we opted for Cueramaro to avoid extra variation coming from very different
budgetary capacities. By the same reasoning, we chose Santiago Maravatio
over Abasolo as our non-PAN participating municipality.

Table 1. Case selection using Propensity Score Matching in Guanajuato, 2007

2007
MUNICIPALITY Propensity PAN ruled Pr.D.gran.'l Nur.n. of M!gratlon P.Dverty P[.)pl.l|ﬂtIDI'I

score (treated) participation Projects  index index in "000s
SANTA CATERINA 0.498 Yes No 1] 1.029 3.144 4,544
OCAMPO 0.544 Yes Mo ] 2.981 2.368 20.579
PUEBLO NUEVO 0.564 Yes Mo ] 1.136 2.031 9.750
SAN DIEGO DE LA UNION 0.579 Yes No 1] 1.716 2.684 34.401
TARANDACUAO 0.617 Yes Yes 5 1.342 1.689 10.252
TARIMORO 0.628 Yes Yes 7 2.733 1.970 33.014
COMOMFORT 0.636 Yes Mo ] 1.403 2.230 70.189
SANM LUIS DE LA PAZ 0.649 Yes Yes 3 1.187 2.205 101.3270
ROMITA 0.652 Yes No 1] 1.071 2.114 50.580
HUANIMARO 0.698 Yes No 1] 4.330 1.997 18.456
JARAL DEL PROGRESO 0.703 Yes Yes 12 1.167 1.553 31.780
ACAMBARO 0.704 Yes Yes 1 2.194 1.525 101.762
SALVATIERRA 0.713 Yes Yes 12 1.087 1.626 592411
MAMNUEL DOBLADO 0.621 No Yes 11 2.616 2.075 34.313
CUERAMARO 0.648 No No 1] 2.465 2.065 23.960
DOLORES HIDALGO 0.662 No No 1] 1.011 2.139 134.641
SANTIAGO MARAVATIO 0.668 Mo Yes 8 3.660 1.969 6.389
ABASOLO 0.672 Mo Yes 6 1.986 2.093 77.094

Figure 5 shows a map with the municipal division of Guanajuato. Our
statistically selected municipalities are comparable in the following sense:
based on their observable features, they have a very similar propensity to be
PAN ruled, which is our key variable of interest (treatment). Thus, these four
cases are high migration municipalities with similar levels of poverty,
population, public services coverage, and all of them are located in the
southern region of the state. This information is summarized in their
propensity scores, which range from 0.628 to 0.698.

DIVISION DE ESTUDIOS POLITICOS
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FIGURE 5. STATISTICALLY SELECTED MUNICIPALITIES IN GUANAJUATO, MEXICO
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TABLE 2. CASE SELECTION: CASES ON AND OFF THE REGRESSION LINE

PROGRAM

PAN MUNICIPALITY NON PAN MUNICIPALITY

PARTICIPANT _
TARIMORO SANTIAGO MARAVATIO
YES 2003-2006: UNDER PRI RULE 2003-2009: UNDER PRI RULE
2006-2009: UNDER PAN RULE 2006-2009: UNDER PRD RULE
HUANIMARO CUERAMARO
NO 2003-2006: UNDER PAN RULE 2003-2006: UNDER PAN RULE
2006-2009: UNDER PAN RULE 2006-2009: UNDER PRI RULE

Note: Mexican municipal elections take place every three years but the local electoral calendar is
staggered.

The main hypotheses to be tested are spelled out below, and they are
summarized in Table 3. First, we consider the cases that are well predicted by
the statistical model (see Table A2). Tarimoro is a high migration intensity
PAN municipality which has successfully participated in our sample period. The
political explanation for this success would be a well organized migrant
community, with PAN leanings, which finds it easy to coordinate with a PAN
municipal president. In turn, the PAN municipality can easily gain the favor of
the state and SEDESOL (both under PAN control).

On the contrary, Cueramaro represents the exact opposite case: a PRI
municipality that does not receive 3x1 subsidies. On the one hand, we have to
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consider the possibility that, being a high migration intensity municipality, it
might not have a well organized migrant community. Recall that being a
registered HTA is essential to participate in the program. Alternatively, not
participation could be due to political conflicts of different nature along the
decision-making timeline: (a) it could be the case the an anti-PRI leaned
migrant community strongly disliked the idea of making investments in a PRI
municipality or that (b) there is a pragmatic, well organized migrant
community willing to present projects with the municipality support. Yet,
being a PRI municipality, it gets punished during the selection process at
state/federal level.

TABLE 3. CASE SELECTION AND HYPOTHESES

PROGRAM PARTICIPANT

PAN MUNICIPALITY NON PAN MUNICIPALITY

YES

NECESSARY CONDITION FOR
SUCCESSFUL PARTICIPATION:
MIGRANT ORGANIZATION (CLUBS
EXIST AND KNOW ABOUT THE
PROGRAM).

TARIMORO
HO: COLLUSION BETWEEN
MIGRANTS AND THE
MUNICIPALITY,
AND
COLLUSION BETWEEN THE
MUNICIPALITY, THE
STATE/SEDESOL

SANTIAGO MARAVATIO
HO: NO POLITICAL CONFLICT
BETWEEN THE MIGRANTS AND
THE MUNICIPALITY
AND
NO POLITICAL CONFLICT
BETWEEN THE MUNICIPALITY
AND STATE/SEDESOL

NO

HUANITMARO
HO: NONEXISTENT OR WEAK
MIGRANT ORGANIZATION.

H1: CONFLICT BETWEEN
MIGRANTS’ POLITICAL
PREFERENCES AND THE
MUNICIPALITY.

CUERAMARO
HO: POLITICAL CONFLICT
BETWEEN MIGRANTS AND THE
MUNICIPALITY
AND/OR
POLITICAL CONFLICT BETWEEN
THE MUNICIPALITY AND
STATE/SEDESOL

H1: NONEXISTENT OR WEAK
MIGRANT ORGANIZATION

Consider now the non typical cases, or the cases badly predicted by the

statistical model. Huanimaro is a PAN locality with no program participation.
The possible alternative explanations for this outcome are (a) that there is
not a well organized migrant community abroad despite being a high
migration municipality or (b) an anti-PAN diaspora declines making
investments in a PAN municipality. Finally, Santiago Maravatio represents an
interesting case: at the time of our study, Santiago was a PRD municipality
(previously a PRI municipality) that had successfully and consistently enjoyed
the resources of the 3x1 Program for Migrants. This can be explained if (a) a
well organized and pragmatic migrant community presents projects that are
supported by the municipality and (b) despite being an opposition
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municipality it has not been politically punished in the adjudication of
projects at the state/federal level.

Our fieldwork consisted of over 60 semi-structured interviews in these
municipalities, and in Dallas, TX during the Summer/Fall 2010 and January
2011. We interviewed local politicians, state, and municipal program
operators and migrant leaders coming from these municipalities. A large
number of HTAs turned out to cluster in the Dallas/Fort Worth area.? Most of
the interviews were carried out in person and only a few of them, mostly to
migrant leaders, were carried out by phone.

In each municipality, we used personnel directories to identify our sample
frame: relevant local politicians and bureaucrats, which where mostly located
at the Social Development departments. We took great pains to avoid
selection bias in our interviews. Therefore, we interviewed incumbent and
opposition local politicians, current majors, and past ones. Concerning
migrant leaders, we used as sample frame the directories of Clubs provided by
some municipalities, by the SEDESOL office in Guanajuato, the directory of the
Institute for Mexicans Abroad (IME), and the directory of the Mexican
Consulate in Dallas. In this case, our biggest concern was to make sure that
our sample included both participating and not participating HTAs. A good
number of interviewees were referred by other interviewees, as we make
explicit on our list.

Finally, to increase the external validity of our findings, we carried out
interviews at the state/federal level in the widely researched state of
Zacatecas. Zacatecas was a PRD stronghold until 2010 and for the entire
sample period of our study. By extending our study to Zacatecas, we could
understand how adding political variation at the state level and, therefore,
having a more fragmented decision making process at COVAMs, can certainly
complicate politicians’ attempts to target the Program according to their
political goals. Moreover, Zacatecas has a very well organized migrant
movement, which has been able to shape the rules of the Program so as to
avoid any easy political appropriation.

3. Qualitative analysis

For the sake of clarity, we report our findings distinguishing two different
moments: first, we look into the relationship between migrants, localities,
and municipalities in the municipalities that participate and in the
municipalities that don’t. This stage already constitutes an important filter,
with municipalities exerting a strong gate keeping role on what projects make
it successfully to the next stage. Then, we move up the ladder in the decision

2 The list of interviewees and the questionnaires are available upon request.
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making process and we study how COVAMs work, adding the state and the
federation to the decision making process.

Our interviews show the centrality of municipalities in (1) promoting
migrant organizations and, therefore, Program participation; (2) in picking up
localities politically aligned with the municipality, both as a way to reduce
transaction costs and as a deliberate political strategy and (3) the political
pragmatism of migrants. The comparison of Guanajuato with Zacatecas
further showed that (4) the difficulties in using the Program politically the
more fragmented the decision making process and the stronger migrant
organization are. Indeed, a very strong migrant organization is an important
factor explaining the fragmentation of the decision making process itself.

As it will be made clear, whichever political bias we found in statistical
analysis, it is more likely to be a politically motivated or top-down bias, than
driven by the demands or partisan preferences from migrants.

3.1. Migrants, Localities, Municipalities

3.1.1. Non Participating Municipalities: Huanimaro and

Cueramaro

Cuerdmaro (PRI) and Huanimaro (PAN) are the two non participating
municipalities. They have 32 and 17 localities (also called ranchos)
respectively. We approached these cases considering two possibilities: First,
that the lack of a well organized migrant community may explain non
participation - recall that having the signature of a Club registered at the
corresponding Mexican Consulate is a prerequisite for participation. Secondly,
that political conflicts among migrants, the municipality, and the higher ranks
in the decision making process resulted in a bias against these municipalities.

The evidence shows an interesting fact: high intensity migration is not
always a good predictor of a well organized diaspora. In both municipalities,
the reason for not participation has to be found in a poor migrant
organization, in great part due to a passive municipality.

In Cueramaro, there is only one organized Club in the city of Hawaiian
Gardens, California, but this Club has been consistently losing membership.
This HTA has not participated in the Program. Instead, it has promoted the
collaboration between the city and the municipality. Through this
brotherhood, the municipality received an ambulance and a bus; yet all the
relationship between the HTA and Cueramaro happened outside of the 3x1
Program. Despite a bad partnership experience with a former municipal
president (Carlos Ramirez, 2000-2003), the leader of this Club still shows
interest in resuming collaboration as long as the municipal president “makes a
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move”.® The delegate of the community of Tupataro explained that there is
no HTA in the community because migrants are not well organized. He
complained that under the prior administration (PRI, 2006-2009) ““nobody
explained us anything about the Program.”* The delegate of the community of
San Gregorio also stated that he did not know how the Program works. “The
cabecera has not informed us”, he added.”

The case of Huanimaro is slightly different: although in the years we
covered in our study the municipality did not participate in the Program due
to the inexistence of registered HTAs, this has been changing rapidly since
2008. Interestingly, the contrast between Cueramaro and Huanimaro, two
relatively close municipalities, reveals the centrality of municipalities and
community delegates in activating their diasporas abroad. If the municipal
administration does not engage in this proactive role, migrant organizations
may not emerge or they may decay. As the responsible for Migratory Issues in
Huanimaro told us, program participation depends on whether municipal
presidents and their personnel “move or not.”® In the same vein, the Social
Development officer stated that the municipality is crucial in helping and
motivating clubs to organize and register at the consulates.” The delegate of
the locality Rancho de Guadalupe told us that she knew about the 3x1
Program through the municipality. In turn, she informed migrants from her
community about it.® And the former municipal president of the PAN (2006-
2009) put it clearly: “we tell them [migrants], we start having contact with
them. There is a very important thing: not all localities have a Club, but in all
localities there are people in the US. Identifying who is abroad and asking for
the address of migrants that just left (...), we tell them ‘these are the forms’
(...) that is the way we work as municipality.”’

In sum, these two municipalities did not participate in the Program during
our sample period because they did not have a very well organized migrant
community.’® High migration intensity is a rough proxy for migrant

3 Phone interview, 7 October 2010. The leader of the Club recalled that they were requested to collaborate with
funds to set up a shoe magquiladora. “The business failed and trust was lost”, said the leader.

4 Tupataro, Cuéramaro, 2| September 2010.

5 San Gregorio, Cueramaro, 23 September 2010.

6 Huanimaro, 22 September 2010. One interesting thing is that the responsible for Migratory Issues in Huanimaro
under the current PT administration (2009-12) was in charge of migratory issues in the municipality of Cuéramaro
during the PRI administration (2006-09).

7 12 November 2010.

8 12 November 2010.

9 Huanimaro, || November 2010.

10 Our interviews in Zacatecas revealed the same. According to one member from the State Secretaria de
Planeacién y Desarrollo (SEPLADER), the reason why municipalities do not participate is because their migrants are
not organized, being the municipalities responsible for that organization (25 January 2011). Another member from
SEDESOL mentioned that HTAs are clearly promoted by municipal presidents and referred to them as “Triennial
Clubs” (25 January 201 1). The former representative at SEPLADER mentioned that non participation is due to the
fact that municipalities have not devoted themselves to promote migrant organization (26 January 2011). A similar
opinion was given by another representative from SEDESOL and the former representative of SEPLADER. All
interviews were held at Zacatecas in January 201 |.
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organization when the municipality and the localities do not make the effort
to contact their members abroad, to activate clubs or to provide information
about how the Program works, and to help with the tramitologia [the
bureaucratic red tape].'! Therefore, in municipalities that do not participate,
the organization of their diaspora will not happen spontaneously. It needs to
be an explicit municipal policy. The current municipal sub-secretary in
Cueramaro puts it bluntly: the municipality has to present a budget to the
delegates, explain them how the Program works, and let them organize in the
community. “Here we need to start from scratch. If we start with one or two
Clubs this year it would be great.”*?

3.1.2. Participating Municipalities: Tarimoro and Santiago

Maravatio

There are two main findings concerning participating municipalities: first,
whereas having a well organized migrant community is a necessary condition
to participate in the program, it is not a sufficient one: municipalities
handpick which HTAs to approach or whose projects to admit. Municipalities
support projects and HTAs in localities that share their party label. Second, it
is the municipality, not the political preferences of HTAs, the source of this
bias: migrant leaders are very pragmatic. Whereas they exhibit a good
knowledge of local politics, they care much more about the specific major in
office than they care about his or her particular party label. Migrants may
decide not to propose projects following a bad partnership experience;*® but
we found no evidence of migrants’ political preferences affecting the decision
to participate in the first place.

The municipality of Tarimoro (PAN) with 14 localities has been a successful
participant in the 3x1 Program. Tarimoro was under PRI rule between 2003
and 2006. In 2006, it became a PAN municipality and it will continue to be so
from 2009 to 2012. On closer inspection, it turns out that most public
infrastructure (road paving) recently provided under the 3x1 program has
been allocated to the community of Huapango: of the 18 projects funded in
Tarimoro in 2009, 10 belonged to Huapango. In some of these projects, the
state government paid more than 25% of the total costs once the municipality

I Social Program Coordinator at the Municipality of Cueramaro, Cuéramaro, 22 September 2010.

12 Sub-secretary at the municipality of Cuéramaro, 22 September 2010.

13 Migrants and delegates frequently referred to a problem of cost inflation under the Program and to unmet
commitments on the part of municipalities. They perceived that the costs of public works were intentionally inflated
so that public work executors (who were selected by the municipality) could benefit. Many Program administrators
mentioned to us that one of their first tasks with migrants had to be restoring trust after failed partnerships
(Delegate of La Moncada, Tarimoro, | July 2010; Municipal President of Santiago Maravatio, Santiago Maravatio, 14
July 2010; Social Development Coordinator in the Municipality of Santiago Maravatio, 13 July 2010; Delegate of Ojo
de Agua, Santiago Maravatio, 14 July 2010; Leader of the Club La Joyita, Santiago Maravatio, 23 November 2010;
Former delegate of Panales Galera, Tarimoro, 30 June 2010; The leader of Club Huapango, phone interview, 7
October 2010; The leader of Club Hawaiian Gardens, phone interview, 7 October 2010; The co-leader of Club San
Nicolas de la Condesa, Dallas, 2 November 2010).
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ran out of funds. Huapango has a very well-organized HTA based in Chicago,
[llinois, since 1998. The delegate of Huapango (which is a PAN stronghold) has
been instrumental in securing smooth communication between the
municipality and the HTA.

In an interview with Tarimoro’s former municipal president in the period
2003-2006 (ruled by PRI), he stated that “the PAN plays safe”, meaning that
the Clubs that are actively supported are those from the localities that are
PAN strongholds.** Interestingly, Tarimoro’s former municipal president (2003-
2006) showed us the public projects subsidized under the 3x1 Program that
were undertaken during his tenure in office. As he openly stated, the works
were carried out mostly in PRI communities, whose delegates nowadays
complain about being ignored by PAN municipal presidents.’® The delegate of
the priista locality Panales Galera mentioned that the former municipal
president did not even visit the locality. “We did not have any support in the
cabecera”, he added.

Migrant leaders coming from Tarimoro PRI localities corroborated this
view. The co-leader of the Club San Nicolas de la Condesa remarked that the
important thing about the municipality is that they can bring benefits to the
community. Yet he added: “the truth is that panistas have not helped us...”
He explained that after the municipality turned panista in 2006, San Nicolas,
which is “90% priista”, has not received any public works under the 3x1
Program.'” In the same vein, the leader of the HTA El Acebuche —another
priista locality— also complained about the municipality investing more in the
localities that shared the same party label of the municipality.'®

We observed the same phenomenon in Santiago Maravatio, the smallest
municipality in our study, with only 13 localities. During the period 2003-06,
Santiago was ruled by the PRI. The period 2006-09, Santiago was under a PRD
administration. Santiago is now ruled by the PRI again (2009-12). The current
municipal president told us that during his electoral campaign he called
migrants abroad to urge their relatives back in Santiago to vote for him (a
practice that was frequently reported to us by migrant leaders and municipal
presidents).'® The localities where the PRI won are clearly being favored with
investments, which in the municipality of Santiago consist mostly of
recreational infrastructure (rodeo rings).?° The delegate of the locality of Ojo
de Agua, a small PRI community in Santiago, put it bluntly: “where the party
does well, that is where the projects go.”*

14 Tarimoro, 30 June 2010.

I5 Delegate of Panales Galera, Tarimoro, 30 June 2010.

16 Panales Galera, 30 June 2010.

17 Dallas, TX, 2 November 2010. Also, interview to the co-leader of the Club San Nicolds de la Condesa,
interviewed the 2 November, 2010 in Dallas, TX.

I8 Telephone Interview, | November 2010.

19 Tarimoro, 30 June 2010.

20 Santiago Maravatio, 14 July 2010.

21 Santiago Maravatio, 14 July 2010.
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We found another example of the stronghold advantage plus the gate-
keeping role of municipalities in impeding access to the Program in the
locality of Santa Rita. Santa Rita is a PRD stronghold. It has an active HTA in
Houston, Texas: Club Santa Rita. We visited the locality and talked to the
Club leader. He told us that he was involved in the electoral campaign in
support of his brother-in-law, who happened to be the PRD candidate in the
2009 election. Having lost the election, the Club representative complained
that the doors of the presidential municipality have been closed to him and
that Santa Rita will not be receiving investments under the 3x1 Program
“because it [Santa Rita] is yellow [the PRD color].”?

The previous PRD administration (2006-2009) was not very different,
though: according to the leader of the Club el Agila, Santa Teresa did not get
3x1 subsidies when the PRD was in power because it was a PRI locality.?

Thus, municipal authorities favor their localities when endorsing projects
under the 3x1 Program, regardless of their party label. The abovementioned
account evidences that the PAN, PRI and PRD all sought partnerships in
localities politically aligned with them. Yet, the core voter or “rewarding
loyalty” electoral strategy is only part of the explanation for the outcomes
that we observe. After seeing in detail the workings of the program and the
very contentious character of local politics, one wonders whether
municipalities wanting to use these resources, but not having complete
control over them, can do anything but to approach their political allies.
Municipalities need HTAs to guarantee migrants’ contributions, and HTAs need
an anchor in their localities. Delegates and the local beneficiaries often
contribute and supervise the execution of the works, exerting the role of
anchors. But the relationship between delegates, beneficiaries, and the
municipality is heavily politicized along partisan lines. In turn, HTAs need the
endorsement of municipalities and their technical and economic support to
present project applications at the COVAM. This generates a mutual need that
is best satisfied when migrant HTAs belong to localities politically aligned with
the municipal government.

In order to make a convincing case that biases are supply driven, we need
to rule out the alternative hypothesis that migrants’ political preferences are
driving the outcome. For instance, we need to show that the reason why PAN
municipalities have a greater probability of participating is not due to
migrants’ reluctance to invest in municipalities ruled by other parties.
Interviews with migrant leaders helped us to adjudicate between the supply
driven and the demand driven alternative explanations. As we saw above,
migrant leaders openly complained about supply driven biases. Besides, the
interviews portray HTA leaders as very pragmatic actors. The migration

22 Santiago Maravatio, 14 July 2010.
23 Dallas, TX, | November 2010.
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scholar Rodolfo Garcia Zamora attributed this pragmatism to a learning
process on the part of migrants. Being aware of the volatility of local politics
and the short tenures of municipal administrations, the best thing migrants
can do is to avoid taking clear partisan stances. Garcia Zamora describes HTAs
as highly mobilized, but not according to traditional party lines.**

The Club Huapango (Tarimoro) has a long history of participation in the
3x1 Program under administrations led by different parties. Club Huapango’s
leader told us “we do not care about the party; we care about the person [of
the municipal president].”?® The leader of the San Juan Bautista HTA, also
based in Chicago and a locality from Tarimoro too, made clear that the
constitutive acts of Clubs explicitly state that they do not belong to or support
any political party. “l would present this project even if this municipality
were not panista.”? And according to the former PRI municipal president in
the 2003-2006 administration “migrants want public works and they do not
care who provides them.”?’

Similarly, the leader of the Club Ojos de Agua/Novillero, located in
Anaheim, California, forcefully stated “we want to work with everybody,
regardless of their party.” This newly created HTA from the municipality of
Huanimoro has already worked with two municipal governments from
different parties (PAN and PT, Partido del Trabajo) “and found no
differences”. The Club refused the invitation to participate in the campaign of
the PAN candidate in the last municipal election (2009-2012). “Our policy is to
work with whoever is in power...” he insisted.?® “Migrants do not care about
the party that is in power. They want to work with whoever is there” stated
the leader of the mirror HTA at Ojos the Agua locality.?

In the same vein, the leader of the Club Hawaiian Gardens from the
municipality of Cueramaro made it clear that her father was a former PRI
municipal president but that she does not mind working with the current PAN
(2009-2012) municipal president “as long as he works well.”*® The leader of
the Club El Agila from the community of Santa Teresa (Santiago Maravatio)
was the only migrant leader we interviewed who voted in the 2006
presidential elections. He voted for the PAN presidential candidate, Felipe
Calderdn. Interestingly, his Club presented a project in the municipality,
which is currently ruled by the PRI (2009-2012). “I am not interested in the

24 Zacatecas, 25 January 201 1.

25 Phone interview, Mexico City, 7 October, 2010.

26 Tarimoro, July 1, 2010.

27 Tarimoro, June 30, 2010

28 Phone interview, Mexico City, October 7, 2010.

29 Leader of the Mirror HTA at Ojos de Agua (22 September 2010). Although Huanimaro qualified as a non
participating municipality, migrants have started to get organized from 2008 on. The responsible for Migratory
Issues at the municipality also stated that migrants do not make participation contingent on party labels (Huanimaro,
22 September 2010). The former delegate of the locality of Otates held that migrants talk about what can be done
and how they can help; but they do not care about politics (I | November 2010).

30 Phone interview, Mexico City, October 7, 2010.
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party that is in the municipality. | just want them to work for us”, he stated.*
Finally, the president of the Club Hermosillo (Santiago Maravatio) explained
that they want the best for their community. Yet, “we do not take official
positions.”%

The two main findings coming out from our fieldwork in participating
municipalities —political bias in favor of local strongholds and migrants’
pragmatism— can be best summarized in the words of the leader of the HTA
La Condesa. This Club based in Dallas belongs to the locality of San Nicolas de
la Condesa, a PRI locality in Tarimoro (PAN). This HTA is currently in the
process of submitting several applications under the 3x1 Program; but the
leader complains about the difficulties in reaching the municipality: “We can
work with whoever is there, but the municipality does not treat the ranchos
equally [parejo]...””

To sum up, close inspection of the relationship among migrants, their
localities, and their municipalities turned out to be very illuminating in
understanding several sources of political bias in the actual implementation of
the 3x1 Program. In our view, the most important evidence is the central role
of municipalities, which casts doubt on the characterization of this particular
program as driven by the demands of migrant clubs. As the non participating
municipalities revealed, high migration intensity is a rough proxy of a good
migrant organization. When this organization does not exist, the role of
municipalities is central in spreading information and helping migrants to
organize and activate HTAs. Lacking this proactive role, participation in the
Program may not materialize, even in municipalities with a long tradition of
out-migration.

In turn, the study of participating municipalities revealed that not all
existing HTAs that are potentially interested in the Program receive support
from municipal or state officials. Migrants are aware of local politics, but for
the most part their approach to it is very pragmatic and non partisan. After
fieldwork, it was evident that migrants’ political preferences are not the
source of any observed partisan bias. HTAs need the municipality commitment
of resources and their technical help to put together the application files.
This gives municipalities a strong gate keeping role. In choosing which HTAs
and projects to support, municipalities of all party labels favored their
political strongholds. Moreover, fieldwork made clear that this type of local
investments under the 3x1 Program can hardly be qualified as investments in
pure public goods (non excludable). Rather, they fall under the category of
club goods (Kitschelt and Wilkinson, 2006: 11), which provide benefits for
subsets of citizens who have already delivered their electoral support (loyal
localities). But it is also important to take into account that given the mutual

31 Dallas, TX, | November 2010.
32 Dallas, TX, | November 2010.
33 Dallas, TX. 2 November 2010.
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need that exists between HTAs and municipalities, we learned that favoring
strongholds is a clientelistic strategy in as much as it also is the side effect of
a policy design in which municipalities do not have full control of the program
resources, and face high coordination demands.

3.2. Committees of Validation and Attention to Migrants
(COVAMES): Municipalities, States and SEDESOL

We started out our fieldwork with two statistical findings in mind: the
allocation of resources under the program benefits political strongholds
regardless of party. As we saw in the previous section, PAN, PRD, and PRI
municipalities all supported HTAs that proposed projects in localities sharing
their party labels. Recall that we found this bias after controlling for the
selection process, which favoured strongholds of the ruling PAN in the first
place. In short, at the national level, there are more cases like Tarimoro than
cases like Santiago Maravatio participating in the Program. Non PAN
municipalities successfully receiving 3x1 subsidies are atypical. The next issue
we explore is how the selection process that takes place at state COVAMs may
easily result in a bias in favor of projects presented by PAN municipalities in
PAN states.

After the municipal filter, proposals reach SEDESOL and the state offices.
Before being discussed and voted at COVAMs, SEDESOL and the state inspects
the technical files and whether proposals meet the rules of the Program.
Figure 1 showed COVAMs composition. According to the rules of operation,
COVAMs consist of three representatives of the four actors involved. There has
to be at least one COVAM meeting per year. In Guanajuato, COVAMs are held
every month until the budget is over. More importantly, projects approval
occurs on a first come-first served basis. This obviously implies that
municipalities with a well organized diaspora and expertise in putting
together applications have a clear advantage when it comes to secure
successful participation. Decisions about which projects to fund are taken by
majority rule. In the case of Guanajuato, SEDESOL and the State share party
label (PAN). Every year, the SEDESOL state delegation decides which
municipalities participate in COVAMs on the basis of somewhat arbitrary
criteria, such as migration intensity and previous participation in the
Program.3* Thus, it is obvious that COVAMs’ composition can be easily aligned
with the preferences of SEDESOL and/or the state of Guanajuato. We attended
a COVAM meeting in which all three municipal representatives came from PAN
municipalities: Cortazar, Jaral del Progreso, and Manuel Doblado. In other
words, 9 of the 12 votes in that COVAM were politically aligned, and they were
PAN votes.

34 Sub-delegate from SEDESOL Guanajuato, Mexico City, 3 March 201 I.
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In this COVAM, decisions were made concerning the approval of several
public infrastructure and productive projects. The validation and approval of
productive projects is left to three experts (Reglas de Operacién del Programa
3x1 para Migrantes 2010). Migrant representatives do not have a say in this
decision. Seventeen productive projects were evaluated. Ten of them were
precisely proposed by the municipality of Santiago Maravatio (PRI), a
previously participating municipality. The expert committee considered all of
them as non viable. Interestingly, all viable projects were located at PAN
municipalities.®® A representative of the state of Guanajuato who asked to
remain anonymous openly acknowledged that this type of partisan biases in
project allocation is not at all infrequent.

Making a convincing case that the bias in favor of PAN municipalities in PAN
states has to do with political collusion during the decision making process
implies showing that this sort of political manipulation does not occur in
states ruled by a different political party. In other words, the political
fragmentation of the decision making process in a non-PAN state should
complicate the political manipulation of the Program.

Table 4 below shows the correlation between municipal participation and
partisanship in the four high migration states that concentrate most of the
participation and the resources of the 3x1 Program: Jalisco (PAN), Guanajuato
(PAN), Zacatecas (PRD), and Michoacén (PRD, under the PRI since 2010). As it is
possible to see, during the period 2002-2007, only in Jalisco and Guanajuato is
the share of participating PAN municipalities significantly overrepresented
relative to the proportion of total PAN jurisdictions. On the other hand,
program participation of PRD municipalities in Zacatecas is strikingly
proportional to the fraction of PRD municipalities in the state.

35 Guanajuato, 16 July 2010.
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TABLE 4. Municipal Participation in the 3x1 Program vs. Ruling Party
All municipalities and selected states, 2002-2007

Full sample (all states) PAN PRD PRI Other Total
Non participatin 2,258 1,875 5433 351 9917
& 22.77% 1891% 54.78% 3.54% 100%
Participatin 683 456 907 70 2,116
& 32.28% 21.55% 42.86% 3.31% 100%
Total 2,941 2,331 6,340 421 12,033
24.44% 19.37% 52.96% 3.50% 100%
Chi2 p-value =0.000
Guanajuato (PAN state) PAN PRD PRI Other Total
Non participatin 75 13 45 ’ 140
& 5357% 9.29% 32.14% 5.00% 100%
Participatin 96 2 29 o 136
& 70.59% 1.47% 21.32% 6.62% 100%
Total 171 15 74 16 276
61.96% 543% 26.81% 5.80% 100%
Chi2 p-value=0.003
Jalisco (PAN state) PAN PRD PRI Other Total
Non participatin 110 15 142 16 283
& 3887% 530% 50.18% 5.65% 100%
Participatin 221 28 200 14 463
& 47.73% 6.05% 43.20% 3.02% 100%
Total 331 43 342 30 746
44.37% 5.76% 45.84% 4.02% 100%
Chi2 p-value=0.043
Michoacan (PRD state) PAN PRD PRI Other Total
Non participatin 21 166 131 2 320
& 6.56% 51.88% 40.94% 0.63% 100%
Participatin 49 171 133 5 358
& 13.69% 47.77% 37.15% 1.40% 100%
Total 70 337 264 7 678
10.32% 49.71% 38.94% 1.03% 100%
Chi2 p-value=0.015
Zacatecas (PRD state) PAN PRD PRI Other Total
Non participatin 11 45 36 > 97
& 1134% 46.39% 3711% 515% 100%
Participatin 37 113 90 6 246
& 15.04% 45.93% 36.59% 2.44% 100%
Total 48 158 126 11 343
13.99% 46.06% 36.73% 3.21% 100%

Chi2 p-value=0.515

Another set of interviews in the state of Zacatecas made clear that the
strength of migrant organizations in this state actually made very complicated
for PRD or PAN politicians to systematically favor their own municipalities. As
in the case of Guanajuato, all interviewees portrayed migrant federations as
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very pragmatic and only “conveniently” partisan.*® Thanks to their strength,
migrants have secured a decision making process that is fragmented enough to
impede an easy political manipulation of resources by governmental actors.*

To begin with, COVAMs at Zacatecas are composed of four representatives
for each of the actors involved (migrants, municipalities, the state, and
SEDESOL Zacatecas) making a total of 16 members. Thanks to rules specifically
adopted in Zacatecas, each political party has a municipal representative in
the COVAM: PAN, PRD, PRI, and more recently the PT (Partido del Trabajo).
Their participation in COVAMs is decided by municipalities in the meetings of
COPLADEs (Comités de Planeacién y Desarrollo).® Thus, a situation like the one
we witnessed in Guanajuato, where all three representatives of municipalities
were appointed by SEDESOL and belonged to the same party, is impossible in
Zacatecas.

Also, migrant organization is the strongest and has the longest tradition in
Zacatecas. Migrants have secured increasing levels of political autonomy over
time (Goldring, 2002). There are 14 active federations which control Program
participation: HTAs can only submit projects through migrant federations.*
According to one representative from (SEDESOL), there is also an ever
increasing competition among federations to attract HTAs and to occupy the
position of migrant deputy in the state legislature —another peculiarity of this
state that indicates the political strength of migrants in policymaking.* The
power of these organizations is such that migrants have secured veto power at
COVAMs: it is necessary the positive vote of at least one of the four migrant
representatives for decisions to be taken.** During our interviews, SEDESOL
representatives openly mentioned to us their weak position vis-a-vis the state
and migrants. And both the state and SEDESOL agreed in that their
relationships being good and “very institutional.”*

Therefore, the strength of Zacatecan migrant federations, and the
juxtaposition of federal and state governments, resulted in an increased

3¢ Former representative at SEPLADER. Former representative at SEDESOL. Rodolfo Garcia Zamora, University of
Zacatecas. All interviews held in Zacatecas, 25 January 201 1. One representative of SEDESOL, 26 January 201 I.
Project Director at the Zacatecan Federation of Southern California, 26 January 201 |. The Zacatecan Federation of
Southern California has traditionally been identified with the PRI. Yet, a faction of it supported Ricardo Monreal
(PRD) during his campaign in 1998 (Goldring, 2002).

37 Goldring’s (2002: 83) study of the relevance of Zacatecas under PRI rule follows a similar argument of partisan
alignment to explain migrants’ organization ascendance. As Goldring explains, the alignment of the powerful
Zacatecan federation of Southern California with the PRI, a PRI governor (Arturo Romo), and PRI rule at the
federal level empowered migrants as strategic transnational actors in Zacatecas as opposed to other states where
those political alignments did not take place.

38 Former representative at SEPLADER, 25 January 2011. Former representative at SEDESOL, 25 January 201 1.
Former representative at SEPLADER, 26 January 201 1.

39 Project Director at the Zacatecan Federation of Southern California, 27 January 201 1.

40 Former representative of SEPLADER, shared this same opinion, 26 January 201 I.

41 Project Director at the Zacatecan Federation of Southern California, 27 January 201 1.

42 The former representative at (SEPLADER), 25 January 201 I.
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political fragmentation of the decision making process to allocate funds under
the Program. In contrast, shared PAN control of this process in Guanajuato and
Jalisco has guaranteed a steady increase in the participation of these states in
the 3x1 Program total outlays —a growth rate that cannot be simply justified
on the basis of “the strength of its migrant organizations.”*

43 27 January 201 |. Regarding Jalisco, Rodolfo Garcia Zamora shared the same opinion.
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Conclusions

The Mexican 3x1 Program for Migrants is usually regarded as international
reference in the cooperation between diasporas abroad and their communities
of origin (World Bank, 2006; Fernandez, Garcia and Vila, 2006). The 3x1
Program matches each dollar sent by hometown associations (HTAs) to finance
local projects with one extra dollar from municipal, state and federal
governments, respectively. In previous statistical research, we found evidence
of two sorts of political biases in the incidence of the 3x1 Program, controlling
for migration, poverty and other covariates: First, a bias in favor of PAN
municipalities or PAN strongholds in program participation. Second, once
selected into the program, there is a bias in favor of political strongholds
across political parties in the amounts per capita devoted to public projects.
Our statistical regression analysis provides evidence of significant association
between political variables, participation, and fund allocation by the
program. However, to precisely understand the mechanisms underlying these
correlations, a more qualitative approach is essential.

We posit that the political bias in participation and fund allocation may be
due to two possible mechanisms: on the one hand, HTAs decisions to invest in
some municipalities but not others may reflect migrants’ preferences (a
demand driven bias). On the other hand, it may be the case that government
officials use the Program to direct funds according to their own political
objectives (a supply-driven bias). To disentangle which of these two
mechanisms is at work, we studied a 2x2 matrix of statistically selected cases
of high migration municipalities in the state of Guanajuato.

We chose the state of Guanajuato to hold constant the party label of the
state and the federal governments (both panistas). We then allowed for
variation at the municipal level along two dimensions of interest: program
participation and municipal partisanship. In order to identify four
municipalities that were relatively comparable, we used propensity score
matching. We carried out over 60 semi-structured interviews to state and
municipal Program administrators, local politicians, and migrant leaders from
these four municipalities as well as in Dallas, Texas.

A closer look at the relationship among migrants, their localities, and their
municipalities illuminates several sources of political bias in the actual
implementation of the 3x1 Program. In our view, the most important piece of
evidence to adjudicate between a demand- or supply-driven bias is the
central role of municipalities in promoting the program and in facilitating a
successful participation. Clearly, this finding casts doubts on the
characterization of this program as driven by the demands of migrant clubs.
The experience of non-participating municipalities also revealed that high
migration intensity is not always a very good predictor of migrants’
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organization. When this organization does not exist, the role of municipalities
is central in spreading information, helping migrants to organize, and to
activate HTAs. Lacking this proactive role, participation in the Program may
not materialize, even in municipalities with a long tradition of out-migration.
To further demonstrate that the bias in favor of PAN municipalities in PAN
states has to do with political collusion during the decision making process,
we also find evidence that this sort of political manipulation does not occur in
states ruled by a different political party.

All in all, the statistical and qualitative evidence suggests that the 3x1
Program is being used as a political instrument to reward high-migration
strongholds of the ruling party. This result shows that this policy is ill designed
to devote public resources where they are most needed. Our research also
points to the emergence of an important political “partnership” between
hometown associations in political strongholds and local politicians. Without
disregarding the economic benefits that the projects may bring to the
communities that actually receive them, we contend that the 3x1 Program for
Migrants is used in part as an instrument for exchanging public infrastructure
for political support. This raises fundamental questions about the social
impact and incidence of this sort of policy intervention, as well as on the
limits of collective remittances as poverty reduction tools.
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Appendix

Al. DETERMINANTS OF PARTICIPATION IN THE 3X1 PROGRAM IN MEXICAN

MUNICIPALITIES, 2002-2007

Heckman selection models

Program

Program

Program

Participation log(Amount) Participation log(Amount) Participation Log(Amount)
)] (2 3 4 ©)] (6)
Migration Index 0.261 0.093 0.278 0.093 0.278 0.091
[0.018]*** [0.023]*** [0.022]*** [0.024]*** [0.022]*** [0.024]***
Poverty 0.833 -0.102 0.864 -0.058 0.864 -0.078
[0.096]*** [0.131] [0.106]*** [0.139] [0.106]*** [0.140]
Squared Poverty -0.133 0.016 -0.148 0.014 -0.149 0.016
[0.018]*** [0.025] [0.020]*** [0.027] [0.020]*** [0.027]
Politics
PAN State 0.214 0.006 0.167 0.071 0.16 0.074
[0.100]** [0.128] [0.111] [0.131] [0.110] [0.130]
PRI State 0.161 0.067 0.114 0.134 0.138 0.135
[0.107] [0.145] [0.110] [0.145] [0.112] [0.146]
PAN Municipality 0.112 -0.013 0.024 0.084
[0.049]** [0.057] [0.076] [0.083]
PRI Municipality -0.066 0.011 0.007 0.108
[0.043] [0.049] [0.066] [0.078]
PAN Municipal Vote Share 0.338 0.185
[0.126]*** [0.142]
PRI Municipal Vote Share -0.295 -0.24
[0.170]* [0.191]
PAN-PRI Municipal Vote Share
Municipal Competitiveness 0.018 0.756
[0.407] [0.468]
Shared Partisanship 0.025 -0.001
[0.036] [0.043]
Local Election -0.159 -0.039
[0.040]*** [0.046]
Effective number of parties
Competitiveness*PAN Municipality 1.272 -0.717
[0.528]** [0.589]
Competitiveness*PRI Municipality -0.198 -0.863
[0.456] [0.547]
Log (Population) 0.15 0.171 0.143 0.17 0.14 0.173
[0.017]** [0.025]*** [0.020]*** [0.026]*** [0.020]*** [0.026]***
Water 0.249 0.192 0.193
[0.086]*** [0.095]** [0.095]**
Sewage 0.211 0.168 0.165
[0.085]** [0.097]* [0.097]*
Electricity 0.006 0.022 0.008
[0.087] [0.094] [0.094]
Constant -0.846 0.303 -0.784 0.183 -0.863 0.071
[0.259]*** [0.204] [0.287]*** [0.215] [0.282]*** [0.210]
Observations 14,519 14,519 10,897 10,897 10,897 10,897

Units are municipality/year observations. Program participation is a binary outcome
Robust Standard errors in brackets. * significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%.

All models include state and year effects.
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HUANITMARO

A2. LIST OF LOCALITIES

SANTIAGO
MARAVATIO

TARIMORO

CUERAMARO

CERRITO ALTO NUEVO
CERRITO ALTO VIEJO
CERRITO DE AGUIRRE
COPALES

GRANJA BEATRIZ
GRANJA LA JOYA

LA TINAJA

LOS OTATES

MONTE BLANCO

0JOS DE AGUA

RAMON GARCIA

SAN ANTONIO
BUENAVISTA

SAN ISIDRO DE AYALA
SAN JOSE DE AYALA
SAN RAMON

ZAPOTE DE AGUIRRE
ZAPOTITO DE MANCILLA

COLONIA MORELOS

0OJO DE AGUA DE LA
YERBABUENA

LA MAJADA

LA LEONA

EL DORMIDO
HERMOSILLO
JOYITA DE PASTORES
LA JARA

LA JOYA GRANDE
SANTA RITA

SANTA TERESA

LA PILA

SAN NICOLAS

LA MONCADA
PANALES GALERA
PANALES JAMAICA
HUAPANGO

LA NOPALERA

SAN JUAN
BAUTISTA

0JO DE AGUA DE
NIETO

LA NORIA

EL TERRERO

EL ACEBUCHE

LOS FIERROS
CHARCO LARGO
RANCHO DE
GUADALUPE

TUPATARO

SAN GREGORIO
0JO DE AGUA

EL SAUCILLO

LA BATALLA

PUERTA DE LA RESERVA
PRESITA DEL SAUZ
NUEVA ESPERANZA
PUERTA DE LA CANA
NUEVO EDEN

LA SABINA
PLATANAR

LA LLAVE

SANTA RITA

18 DE MARZO

LOS HORNOS

LA SARTENEJA

LA SOLEDAD

GALERA DE LA GRULLA
LA PALMA

PLAN SEXENAL

SAN JOSE DE 0JO DE
AGUA

BARRANCA DE LA
HUERTA

EL NOVILLERO

LA REGALADA
BUENA VISTA

LINDA VISTA
CERRITO DE AGUA
CALIENTE

PRESA DE URIBE
SAN JOSE DE RAMALES
LUZ MAZAS

TRES VILLAS

Visited localities as well as those from which we interviewed migrant leaders appear in boldface.
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http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/cerrito-alto-nuevo/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/cerrito-alto-viejo/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/cerrito-de-aguirre/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/copales/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/granja-beatriz/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/granja-la-joya-2/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/la-tinaja-32/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/los-otates-3/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/monte-blanco/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/ojos-de-agua/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/ramon-garcia/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/san-antonio-buenavista-14/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/san-antonio-buenavista-14/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/san-isidro-de-ayala/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/san-jose-de-ayala/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/san-ramon-55/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/zapote-de-aguirre/
http://mexico.pueblosamerica.com/i/zapotito-de-mancilla/

Supply or Demand? Politics and the 3x1 Program for Migrants

References

Adida, C. and D. Girod. 2011. Do Migrants Improve Their Hometown? Remittances
and Access to Public Services in Mexico, 1995-2000. Comparative Political
Studies 44(3): 3-27.

Alarcén, R. 2006. Hacia la construccién de una politica de emigracion en México.
In Carlos Gonzéles (ed.), Relaciones Estado-Didspora: Aproximaciones desde
cuatro continentes. Mexico: SER, IME, Universidad Autonoma de Zacatecas,
ANUIES, Miguel Angel Porrua, pp. 157-179.

Aparicio, F. J., C. Maldonado and B. Beltran. 2007. “Evaluaciéon externa de
consistencia y resultados 2007 del Programa 3x1 para Migrantes”. SEDESOL.

Bravo, J. 2008. “Mexico without (some) Mexicans: Migration and politics in
Mexico.” Chapter 4. Unpublished Ms, Nuffield College, Oxford University.

“Emigration and Political Engagement in Mexico”. Unpublished Ms,
Nuffield College, Oxford University.

Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, Alistair Smith, Randolph Siverson and James Morrow.
2003. The Logic of Political Survival. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Burgess, K. 2005. “Migrant Philanthropy and Local Governance in Mexico in Merz,
Barbara”. Chapter 10 in New Patterns for Mexico. Remittances, Philanthropic
Giving and Equitable Development, Cambridge MA, Harvard University Press.

Burgess, K. 2006. “El impacto del 3x1 en la gobernanza local”. In Rafael
Fernandez de Castro, Rodolfo Garcia Zamora and Ana Vila Freyer (eds.), El
Programa 3x1 para Migrantes. ;Primera politica transnacional en México?
Mexico: ITAM, Miguel Angel Porrla, Universidad de Zacatecas, pp. 99-118.

Calvo, E. and M.V. Murillo. 2004. “Who Delivers? Partisan Clients in the Argentine
Electoral Market. American Journal of Political Science, 48(4): 742-57.

Cano, G. and A. Délano. 2007. “The Mexican Government and Organised Mexican
Immigrants in the United Status: A Historical Analysis of Political
Transnationalism (1848-2005). Journal of Ethic and Migration Studies, 33(5):
695-725.

Chhibber, P. and |. Nooruddin. 2004. “Do Party Systems Count? The Number of
Parties and Government Performance in the Indian States”. Comparative
Political Studies, 37(2): 152-187.

Cleary, M. R. 2007. “Electoral Competition, Participation and Government
Responsiveness in Mexico”. American Journal of Political Science, 51(2): 283-
299.

Cérdova, A. and J. Hiskey. 2008. Migrant Networks and Democracy in Latin
America. Unpublished Ms., Vanderbilt University.

Cox, G. and M. McCubbins. 1986. “Electoral Politics as a Redistributive Game™.
Journal of Politics, 48: 370-389.

De Graauw, E. 2005. “Government Courtship of Migradollars: International
Migrants’ Remittances and Policy Intervention in the Case of Contemporary
Mexico”, 2" Annual Political Science Graduate Student Conference, University
of California at Berkeley, 2 May.

De Remes, A. 2005. “Elecciones yuxtapuestas a nivel municipal: La cohabitacién
silenciosa”. In Espinoza, V. A. and L. M. Rionda (eds.), Después de la

DIVISION DE ESTUDIOS POLITICOS



Francisco Javier Aparicio y Covadonga Meseguer

alternancia. Elecciones y nueva competitividad. Colegio de la Frontera Norte,
195-207.

Diaz Cayeros, A., F. Estévez and B. Magaloni. 2007. “Strategies of Vote Buying:
Social Transfers, Democracy and Welfare in Mexico”. Unpublished book
manuscript, Stanford University.

Dixit, A. and J. Londregan. 1996. “The Determinants of Success of Special
Interests in Redistributive Politics”. Journal of Politics, 58(4): 1132-55.

Durand, J., E. Parrado and D. Massey. 1996. “Migradollars and Development: A
Reconsideration of the Mexican Case”. International Migration Review, 30(2):
423-444.

Fernandez de Castro, R., Rodolfo Garcia Zamora and Ana Vila Freyer (eds.). 2006.
El Programa 3x1 para Migrantes. ;Primera politica transnacional en México?
Mexico: ITAM, Miguel Angel Porria, Universidad de Zacatecas.

Fox, J. and X. Bada. 2008. Migrant Organization and Hometown Impacts in Rural
Mexico. Journal of Agrarian Change, 8 (2 and 3): 435-461.

Garcia Zamora, R. 2006. “El Programa 3x1 y los retos de los proyectos productivos
en Zacatecas” in Rafael Fernandez de Castro, Rodolfo Garcia Zamora, Ana
Vila Freyer, coordinadores, El programa 3x1 para migrantes: ;Primer politica
transnacional en México?, México, ITAM, UAZ, Miguel Angel Porrda, 157-170.

Ghosh, B. 2006. Migrant’s Remittances and Development. Myths, Rhetoric and
Realities. Geneva: International Organization for Migration.

Goldring, L. 2002. The Mexican State and Transmigrant Organizations: Negotiating
the Boundaries of Membership and Participation. Latin American Research
Review, 37(3): 55-99.

Goodman, G. L. and J. Hiskey. 2008. “Exit without Leaving. Political
Disengagement in High Migration Municipalities in Mexico.” Comparative
Politics, January, 169-188.

Hatton, T. and J. Williamson. 2002. What Fundamentals Drive World Migration?
Discussion Paper 3559. Center for Economic Policy Research, London.

Hiskey, J. and D. Montalvo. 2008. Governance Quality and Emigration Intentions in
Latin America. Unpublished Ms, Vanderbilt University.

Imaz, C. 2003. “Poder politico de las organizaciones transnacionales de migrantes
mexicanos en sus comunidades de origen. Estudio comparativo de clubes
sociales de migrantes”, in Nayarit-California y Puebla-Nueva York. In G. Lanly
and M. B. Valenzuela (eds.), Clubes de migrantes oriundos mexicanos en los
Estados Unidos. Universidad de Guadalajara.

Iskander, N. 2005. “Social Learning as a Productive Project: The 3x1 (Three for
One) experience at Zacatecas, Mexico”, Chapter 14 in OECD, Migration,
Remittances and Development. Paris: OECD.

Jiménez, A. 2008. “Remittances and Votes: The Rise of the Migrants as a New
Actor in Mexican Politics”. Paper prepared for delivery at the 66th MPSA
Annual National Conference, Chicago, 3-6 April.

Kitschelt, H. and S. Wilkinson. 2007. Patrons, Clients, and Policies: Patterns of
Democratic Accountability and Political Competition. Cambridge University
Press.

Leite, P. and L. Acevedo. 2006. Migracion internacional en México: Balance y
retos politicos. Mexico: CONAPO.




Supply or Demand? Politics and the 3x1 Program for Migrants

Levitt, P. 1998. “Social Remittances: Migration Driven Local-Level Forms of
Cultural Diffusion”. International Migration Review, 32(4): 926-948.

Laakso, M. y R. Taagepara. 1979. Effective Number of Parties: A Measure with
Application to West Europe. Comparative Political Studies, 12, 3-27.

Londregan, J. 2006. “Political Income Redistribution”. In B. Weingast and D.
Wittman (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Political Economy. New York, NY:
Oxford University Press, pp. 84-101.

Magaloni, B. 2006. Voting for Autocracy: Hegemonic Party Survivial and Its Demise
in Mexico. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Moctezuma, M. and O. Pérez. 2006. “Remesas colectivas, Estado y formas
organizativas de los mexicanos en Estados Unidos”, in Rafael Fernandez de
Castro, Rodolfo Garcia Zamora and Ana Vila Freyer (eds.), El Programa 3x1
para Migrantes: ;Primer politica transnacional en México?, México, ITAM,
UAZ, Miguel Angel Porria, 119-138.

Moctezuma, M. 2002. “Los migrantes mexicanos en los Estados Unidos y la
inversion productiva en México”, Migraciones Internacionales, 1(3), 149-162.

Moreno-Jaimes, C. 2007. “Do Competitive Elections Produce Better-Quality
Government? Evidence from Mexican Municipalities, 1990-2000”. Latin
American Research Review, 42(2): 138-153.

OECD. 2007. Policy Coherence for Development: Migration and Developing
Countries. Paris: OECD Development Center.

Orozco, M. 2003. Hometown Associations and their Present and Future
Partnerships: New Development Opportunities? Washington: USAID.

Orozco, M. and K. Welle. 2005. “Clubes de migrantes y desarrollo: Pertenencia,
concordancia, sustentabilidad y replicabilidad”. Chapter 5 in New Patterns
for Mexico. Remittances, Philanthropic Giving and Equitable Development,
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Pérez-Armendériz, C. and D. Crow. 2010. “Do Migrants Remit Democracy?
International Migration, Political Beliefs, and Behavior in Mexico”.
Comparative Political Studies, 43(1): 119-148.

Person, T. and G. Tabellini. 2003. The Economic Effects of Constitutions.
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Pfutze, T. 2007. “Do Remittances Promote Democratization? How International
Migration Helps to Overcome Political Clientelism”. Unpublished Ms.

SEDESOL. 2010. Reglas de Operacion del Programa 3x1 para Migrantes.
www.sedesol.gob.mx

Shannon, A. 2006. “Las organizaciones transnacionales como agentes del
desarrollo local. Retos y oportunidades del Programa 3x1 para Migrantes”, in
Rafael Fernandez de Castro, Rodolfo Garcia Zamora and Ana Vila Freyer (eds),
El Programa 3x1 para Migrantes: ;Primera politica transnacional en México?
México, ITAM, UAZ, Miguel Angel Porria.

Smith, M. P. 2003. “Transnationalism, the State and the Extraterritorial Citizen”.
Politics and Society, 31(4), 467-502.

Soto, S. and M. A. Velazquez. 2006. “El proceso de institucionalizacion del
Programa 3x1 para Migrantes”, in Rafael Fernandez de Castro, Rodolfo Garcia
Zamora and Ana Vila Freyer (eds.), El Programa 3x1 para Migrantes. ;Primera

DIVISION DE ESTUDIOS POLITICOS



Francisco Javier Aparicio y Covadonga Meseguer

politica trasnacional en México? ITAM, Miguel Angel Porrda, Universidad de
Zacatecas, 11-44.

Spector A. R. and Els de Graauw. 2006. “Capitalizing on Remittances: A Cross-
National Comparison of Remittance Actors and Policies”. Paper presented at
the 2006 Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association,
Chicago 31 August-3 September.

Stokes, S. 2005. “Perverse Accountability: A Formal Model of Machine Politics with
Evidence from Argentina”. American Political Science Review, 99(3): 315-325.

Valenzuela, M. B. 2004. “Retos y perspectivas de la sociedad civil en los Estados
Unidos: Entre la participacion politica y la quimera del desarrollo local”. In G.
Lanly and M. B. Valenzuela (eds.), Clubes de migrantes oriundos mexicanos
en los Estados Unidos. Universidad de Guadalajara.

Valenzuela, M. B. 2006. “La instauracién del 3x1 en Jalisco. El acomodo de los
gobiernos locales a una politica adoptada por el gobierno del estado”, in R.
Fernandez de Castro, R. Garcia Zamora and A. Vila Freyer (eds.), ElI Programa
3x1 para Migrantes. ;Primera politica transnacional en México? México, ITAM,
UAZ, Miguel Angel Porrda, 139-156.

World Bank. 2006. Global Economic Prospects: Economic Implications of
Remittances and Migration. Washington, DC: World Bank.

Zarate, G. 2005. “The Development Impact of Migrant Remittances in Mexico”,
Chapter 7 in Inter-American Development Bank, Beyond Small Change-Making
Migrant Remittances Count, IADB, Washington, DC.

CIDE



Novedades

DivISION DE ADMINISTRACION PUBLICA

David Arellano et al., Control de los conflictos de interés, DTAP-255

David Arellano, Victor Figueras y Walter Lepore, Politica de transito en el DF de
México: una introduccién a su estudio empirico, DTAP-254

Sergio Cardenas y Maximiliano Cardenas, La participacion del poder legislativo en la
definicién de la politica educativa en México, DTAP-253

Sergio Cardenas, Administracién centrada en la escuela, DTAP-252

Joanna D. Lucio, Edgar Ramirez y Sergio Cardenas, ;Libertad para quién? El efecto de
comunidades cerradas en el espacio urbano, DTAP-251

Edgar E. Ramirez, Land Development Permitting, DTAP-250

Rodrigo Sandoval-Almazéan, Luis F. Luna-Reyes y J. Ramon Gil-Garcia, indice de
Gobierno Electronico Estatal: La medicion 2009, DTAP-249

J. Ramén Gil Garcia y Armando Aldama, Gobierno electronico en Canada:
Antecedentes, objetivos, estrategias y resultados, DTAP-248

J. Ramon Gil Garcia y Luis F. Luna Reyes, Teoria institucional y simulacion dindmica
para una mejor comprension del gobierno electronico, DTAP-247

Ernesto M. Flores-Roux y Judith Mariscal, Politica de generacién de infraestructura
de telecomunicaciones en México: Una critica, DTAP-246

DivISION DE ECONOMIA

David Mayer, Urbanization as a Fundamental Cause of Development, DTE-501

Arturo Antén y Alan Villegas, ElI papel de la tasa de interés real en el ciclo
econdmico de México, DTE-500

Victor Carredn, La arquitectura de mercado del sector eléctrico mexicano, DTE-499

Sonia Di Giannatale et al., Confianza, redes sociales y habitos financieros: un
estudio empirico, DTE-498

Antonio Jiménez, Coordination Incentives for Information Acquisition with a Finite
Set of Players, DTE-497

Rodolfo Cermerio et al., Trade Flows and Volatility of their Fundamentals: Some
Evidence from Mexico, DTE-496

Kaniska Dam, Principal-Agent Assignment, DTE-495

Luciana Moscoso, Who Runs Against the Incumbent? Candidate Entry Decisions, DTE-
494

Juan Rosellon et al., El modelo HRV para expansién 6ptima de redes de transmision:
aplicaciones en Ontario, DTE-493

Alejandro Villagémez, Notas sobre la primera crisis global del siglo XXI, DTE-492



DiIvISION DE ESTUDIOS INTERNACIONALES

Alvaro Morcillo, Towards Europeanization?, DTEI-208

Kimberly A. Nolan Garcia, Enforcement by Design: The Legalization of Labor Rights
Mechanisms in US Trade Policy, DTEI-207

Kimberly A. Nolan Garcia, Norms Socialization and NAFTA’s Side Accord on Labor,
DTEI-206

Jorge Chabat, Combatting Drugs in Mexico Under Calderon, DTEI-205

David Crow, (Can’t Get No) Satisfaction: An Application of Dynamic Loglinear
Models..., DTEI-204

Ugo Pipitone, Los dafios del rey sabio: Mao y China, DTEI-203

Irina Alberro and J. Schiavon, Shaping or Constraining Foreign Policy?, DTEI-202

Jorge Schiavon, La diplomacia local de los gobiernos estatales en México (2000-
2010), DTEI-201

Luis Fernandez y J. Schiavon, La coordinacién en la politica exterior de Brasil y
México, DTEI-200

Alejandro Anaya, Internalizacion de las normas internacionales de derechos
humanos en México, DTEI-199

Rafael Veldzquez y Karen Marin, Politica exterior y diplomacia parlamentaria: El
caso de los puntos de acuerdo durante la LX Legislatura, DTEI-198

Jorge Schiavon y Rafael Velazquez, La creciente incidencia de la opinion publica en
la politica exterior de México: Teoria y realidad, DTEI-197

Jorge Chabat, La respuesta del gobierno de Calderén al desafio del narcotréfico:
Entre lo malo y lo peor, DTEI-196

DiIvISION DE ESTUDIOS JURIDICOS

Rodolfo Sarsfield, The Mordida”s Game. How institutions incentive corruption,
DTEJ-52

Angela Guerrero, Alejandro Madrazo, José Cruz y Tania Ramirez, Identificacion de
las estrategias de la industria tabacalera en México, DTEJ-51

Estefania Vela, Current Abortion Regulation in Mexico, DTEJ-50

Adriana Garcia and Alejandro Tello, Salaries, Appelate Jurisdiction and Judges
Performance, DTEJ-49

Ana Elena Fierro and Adriana Garcia, Design Matters: The Case of Mexican
Administrative Courts, DTEJ-48

Gustavo Fondevila, Estudio de percepcion de magistrados del servicio de
administracion de justicia familiar en el Distrito Federal, DTEJ-47

Jimena Moreno, Xiao Recio Blanco y Cynthia Michel, La conservacion del acuario del
mundo, DTEJ-46

Gustavo Fondevila, “Madrinas” en el cine. Informantes y parapolicias en México,
DTEJ-45

Maria Mercedes Albornoz, Utilidad y problemas actuales del crédito documentario,
DTEJ-44

Carlos Elizondo y Ana Laura Magaloni, La forma es fondo. Como se nombran y cémo
deciden los ministros de la Suprema Corte de Justicia de la Naci6n, DTEJ-43



DIvISION DE ESTUDIOS POLITICOS

Ana Carolina Garriga, Objetivos, instrumentos y resultados de politica monetaria.
México 1980-2010, DTEP-225

Andreas Schedler, The Limits to Bureaucratic Measurement. Observation and
Judgment in Comparative Political Data Development, DTEP-224

Andrea Pozas and Julio Rios, Constituted Powers in Constitution-Making Processes.
Supreme Court Judges, Constitutional Reform and the Design of Judicial
Councils, DTEP-223

Andreas Schedler, Transitions from Electoral Authoritarianism, DTEP-222

Maria de la Luz Inclan, A Preliminar Study on Pro and Counter Zapatista Protests,
DTEP-221

José Antonio Crespo, México 2009: Abstencion, voto nulo y triunfo del PRI, DTEP-220

Andreas Schedler, Concept Formation in Political Science, DTEP-219

Ignacio Marvén, La revoluciéon mexicana y la organizacion politica de México. La
cuestion del equilibrio de poderes, 1908-1932, DTEP-218

Francisco Javier Aparicio y Joy Langston, Committee Leadership Selection without
Seniority: The Mexican Case, DTEP-217

Julio Rios Figueroa, Institutions for Constitutional Justice in Latin America, DTEP-
216

DIVISION DE HISTORIA

Adriana Luna, La era legislativa en Napoles: De soberanias y tradiciones, DTH-71

Adriana Luna, El surgimiento de la Escuela de Economia Politica Napolitana, DTH-70

Pablo Mijangos, La historiografia juridica mexicana durante los Gltimos veinte afios,
DTH-69

Sergio Visacovsky, “Hasta la proxima crisis”. Historia ciclica, virtudes genealdgicas y
la identidad de clase media entre los afectados por la debacle financiera en la
Argentina (2001-2002), DTH-68

Rafael Rojas, ElI debate de la Independencia. Opinion publica y guerra civil en
México (1808-1830), DTH-67

Michael Sauter, The Liminality of Man: Astronomy and the Birth of Anthropology in
the Eighteenth Century, DTH-66

Ugo Pipitone, Criminalidad organizada e instituciones. El caso siciliano, DTH-65

Ugo Pipitone, Kerala, desarrollo y descentralizacion, DTH-64

Jean Meyer, Historia y ficcién, hechos y quimeras, DTH-63

Luis Medina, La Comancheria, DTH-62



Ventas

El CIDE es una institucion de educacion superior especializada particularmente en las disciplinas
de Economia, Administracion Puablica, Estudios Internacionales, Estudios Politicos, Historia y
Estudios Juridicos. El Centro publica, como producto del ejercicio intelectual de sus
investigadores, libros, documentos de trabajo, y cuatro revistas especializadas: Gestién y
Politica Publica, Politica y Gobierno, Economia Mexicana Nueva Epoca e Istor.

Para adquirir cualquiera de estas publicaciones, le ofrecemos las siguientes opciones:

VENTAS DIRECTAS: VENTAS EN LINEA:

Tel. Directo: 5081-4003
Tel: 5727-9800 Ext. 6094 y 6091

Fax: 5727 9800 Ext. 6314 Libreria virtual: www.e-cide.com

Dudas y comentarios:

Av. Constituyentes 1046, ler piso, publicaciones@cide.edu

Col. Lomas Altas, Del. Alvaro Obregén, 11950,
México, D.F.

iiColecciones completas!!

Adquiere los CDs de las colecciones completas de los documentos de trabajo de todas
las divisiones académicas del CIDE: Economia, Administracion Publica, Estudios
Internacionales, Estudios Politicos, Historia y Estudios Juridicos.

ity [t =
D i
16 com
—
0e ooe | 0 |=w  cm

iNuevo! jjArma tu CD!!

.....

Visita nuestra Libreria Virtual www.e-cide.com y selecciona entre 10 y 20 documentos
de trabajo. A partir de tu lista te enviaremos un CD con los documentos que elegiste.



http://www.e-cide.com/



