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Resumen

A pesar de no formar parte de laregion
histérica generadora de migracion hacia
Estados Unidos, Guerrero experimenta un gran
crecimiento de la migracion internacional
desde la Ultima década del siglo XX, por lo
cual ha pasado aformar parte de los estados
expulsores emergentes del pais. Se midi6 el
impacto social de lamigracion internacional y
el impacto econdémico de las remesas familiares
y colectivas. Se aplico una encuestay se
realizaron 27 entrevistas. Las remesas
familiares suplen principalmente las
necesidades basicas del hogar. Las remesas
colectivas atendian la marginacion. En general,
las remesas se destinan sobre todo al consumo
de bienesy servicios basicos; marginamente, a
lainversion productiva generadora de empleos.
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procesos migratorios, redes sociales,
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I ntroduction

Abstract

International migration and remittances:
socio-economic impact on the Sate of
Guerrero

In spite of not belonging to the historical region
of the international migration of Mexico
towards the United States, Guerrero
experiences aremarkable growth of the
international migration since the last decade of
the XX century, becoming part of the emergent
States of the country. The objective was to
measure the social and economic impact of the
international migration on both familial and
collective remittances. One survey and 27
interviews were applied. Familial remittances
mainly replace the basic necessities of the
households. The collective remittances alleviate
marginalization. In general, remittances are
essentially destined to the consumption of basic
goods and services, scarcely to generate
productive investment.

Key words: international migration, migratory
processes, social networks, communitarian
organizations.

nternational migrationisaworldwidephenomenonwhichhasintensifiedin
recent decades, upturning the economic and social spheresof thecountries.
In Mexico, migratory processestowardsthe United States date back to the
XIX century, and nowadays they represent the largest global-scaled migratory

circuit between any two countries.
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Unlike the traditional migratory pattern between Mexico and the U.S. that
involved a male population with rural background and an average stay of six
months, nowadayswe seeflowsof population of urban origin, inadditiontothe
rural one, and astay shorter than six months, greater feminine participation and
of inactive demographic sectors (children and the el derly). The aftermathisthe
abandonment of communities, therefore agrowing loss of work force; thisloss
of development potential —as human resources are exported— is the most
important negative impact of the communitiesinherent the social phenomenon
of international migration (UNDP, 2007). Partida(2006) hasrecogni zed abetter
qualificationinthepotential workforcethat fleesinrelationtothat whichremains
inthe country.

In spiteof not belonging to the states of traditional migrationfromMexicoto
the United States, Guerrero experiences, asof thelast decade of the XX century,
an unprecedented growth initsinternational migratory flow, whose destination
isin 99 percent of the cases the U.S. (INEGI, 2001b). On average, in every
municipality in Guerrero, eight percent of the householdsreceivesremittances;
nonethel ess there are municipalities where up to 34 percent of the households
receivesremittances. Themigratory index by CONAPO (2002) ranks Guerrero
at ahighmigratory intensity degree, comparableto that of Jalisco and San Luis
Potosi, which belong to the traditional region of Mexican migration to the U.S.

Zamudio (2004) points out that the migration from Veracruz to the United
States is characterized by its youth, velocity and heterogeneity; these features
area soobservedinGuerrero. Both statesbel ongtoagroup called emergent, due
to their recent incorporation into the Mexico-U.S. migratory dynamics.

As from the 1960's decade the tendency of the mean annua rate of
demographic growth has been negative. In the 1960's decade it reached 3.1
percent; inthe1970’s, 2.7 percent; inthe 1980’ s, 2.2, percent; inthe 1990's, 1.6
percent; and between 2000 and 2005 it only grew 0.3 percent, being one of the
lowestinthecountry (INEGI, 2001a; INEGI, 2005). Therelative stability of the
birthrates and those of mortality uncover the loss of population derived from
migration.

The main reason of international migration in Guerrero is the lack of
opportunities to work; nevertheless, social networks' (Gonzélez, 2006) and
better wages are elements that influence on the decision of migrating, so the

t A datum thus far unknown is the role migrants from Guerrero have played in the shaping of asocial
migrant organization, to the extent of being a pioneering community altogether with the migrant
communities from Zacatecas and Michoacan (Soto, 2006).
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geographic distances and economic costs of the displacements become second
inimportance. The theory that fits best Mexican migration is that of the social
capital (Faret, 1998; Durston, 2000; Massey and Aysa, 2005). Migratory
networks configureacomplex system of social relationshipsthat contributesto
the preservation of the migratory process, according to Domingo and Viruela
(2002).

A particularity of migrationthrough networksisitsunidirectionality; Durand
and Massey (2003) in their survey, Project of Mexican Migration, whose 73-
community sampleincluded four from Guerrero, found that 56.3 percent of the
inhabitants of Guerrero have chose the state of Chicago, lllinois, U.S., as a
destinationcity.

Theobjectivesof the survey that makesroomfor thisarticlewereto observe
the socio-territorial impact of international migration fromthestate of Guerrero
towards the U.S., to measure the economic repercussion of individual and
collective remittances, and contribute to the documentation and analysis of the
phenomenon of international migration of Guerrero, particularly observing the
organi zationof migrantswholiveinChicago. lllinois. Thisinformationwill work
asaprimary sourcefor thoseinterestedinthemigration of the State of Guerrero.

Materials and methods

Thecasestudy wascarried out inthecommunity of San Juan Union, municipality
of Taxco de Alarcon, located in the northern region of the State of Guerrero, at
1350 m.as.l., 18°25' 56" N latitude and 99° 37’ 47"’ W longitude. Fieldwork
beganin February 2006 with participativeobservation; weregistered demographic
and geographic typical aspects. At the same time we conducted in-depth
interviews (10/27) with key informers of the community: teachers, former
migrants, themunicipal deputy, housewives. In September 2006, wetravelledto
Chicago, Illinois,togoontoperformin-depthinterviews(17/27). Theinterviews
wereheldwithleadersof community organi zationsfrom Guerrero, representatives
of the Mexican and U.S. governments, as well as pioneer migrants. By means
of the technique of participative observation in Chicago, we learnt the ways of
communal organization of the migrants from Guerrero and their bi-national
worldview.

Based onthemethodol ogi cal proposition by Y inez-Naudeand Taylor (1999)
to study small rural populations, in February 2007 we applied a socioeconomic
survey in San Juan Union; the measurement instrument was a semi-structured
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guestionnaire. Out of auniverse of 152 households comprised in AGEB 038-9
(INEGI, 2002), which represents a hundred percent of the community, a
representative sample of 27 households was selected, using the technique of
simple random sampling. Confidence level was 95 percent and the margin of
error of + fivepercent. Thefirst questions(4/39) allowedidentifying gender, age,
schooling and marital statusof theinterviewed; therest of the questions (35/39)
provided information on the amounts, frequencies, ways of remitting and
spendingof individual remittances, other sort of employment, lifelevel, migratory
status, timesof stay, among other analysisvariables. The questionnairewasthe
thematic guide of the collectiveinterview held with students (ninegirlsand ten
boys) of sixth grade in the primary school in San Juan Union, so asto learn the
perception of international migration from early ages.

A database was designed, whose analysiswas performed with the Statistical
Packagefor the Social Sciences (SPSS). Each questionnairewasverifiedinthe
database by its consecutive numeration. The analysis of data consisted in the
application of descriptive statistical analysis. Figures of the variables were
elaborated to be shown in the results section.

Results and discussion

Toanalyzetheterritorial impact of migrationfrom San Juan UniontotheUnited
States and based on the proposition by Durand and Massey (2003), four stages
were identified; first attempts (1890-1941); Bracero Program (1942-1964),
undocumented migration (1965-1986), | egali zation of migrationand clandestine
migration (1987-2007). The economic echo was measured through individual
and collective remittances, according to the definitions by ECLAC in the 2000
SymposiumandinGoldring Typing (2005).

First attempts (1890-1941)

The first migrations from Guerrero to the United States were detected by
Foerster and Gamio in the second decade of the XX century, reaching 0.2
national percent (Durand and Massey, 2003). In San Juan Union, the first
migratory movement datesback to 1941. Asof itsbeginnings, themigrationwas
of the labor sort; farmers who dare to leave the community were few, they
worked in maintaining railway tracks and fruit and vegetable picking in the
Border States.
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Bracero Program (192-1964)

TheBracero Programwascharacterized by fomentinglegal masculinemigration,
of rural background, and non-permanent. The community of San Juan Union
complied with the profile; hence it was one of the first to enter the programin
Guerrero. Thepioneering migrationshad themultiplying effect of spreading new
migratory practicesinrural communitieswhere spatial mobility already existed
but over shorter distances. So the experiences under a contract worked in the
first place to extend the phenomenon to other neighboring communities. In the
early days, the possibility of having atemporary jobintheU.S. did not havethe
desired impact, asit occurred in Zacatecas or Jalisco, regions of international
migratory tradition. To leave, the volunteers had to go to the nearest recruiting
center, inthiscasein Chilpancingo, at 144 km. the expenditure to apply for the
next recruitment was afforded by the interested, which represented an obstacle
for those in a self-consumption economy; additionally, the uncertainty of
travelling to another country that was on war was also ainhibiting factor.

An initial requirement to apply to the Bracero Program was to have been
discharged frommilitary serviceand beof legal age; theofficia contract wasas
follows: the Secretariat of Government sent the call to the deputy offices of the
region, then the deputies gathered the people in an assembly and the interested
inworkingintheagricultural fieldsintheU.S. hadtowritetheir namesinarole,
which in the case of San Juan Union never surpassed 20 members; once the
documentation was complete, the secretariat issued the definite role of those
who had been accepted into the Program.

Theappearancein San Juan Union of thel ogicsof temporary migrationtothe
U.S. mainly responds to a set of factors of attraction from the place of
destination, thisis to say, the United States. That is the trajectory of the first
migrants in the United States who really played the part of sketching the
migratory chain that would be later devel oped.

Inthelocal history of migration, the observed schemawasthe following: at
afirst moment, amigrant spurred by the Bracero Program or hisrelationswith
other people from other town in the region, such as Huahuaxtla, |catepec,
Huixtac, Zapoapa or Temaxcalapa (map 1), spreads in his environment the
possibilities of working in agricultural activities in the U.S. the work was
fundamentally the same as that in the Mexican fields, however better paid. At
asecond moment, that pioneer or some other person decided to quit their usua
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rural activitiestotry their chancesabroad; theheavy demand of poorly-qualified
personnel, willing to work for low wages and no guarantee of permanence, then
opensapath for other community inhabitants. Some work pinching cotton and
tomato; other in picking beet, celery and broccoli, in the agricultural fields of
California, Arizonaand Texas. Theinhabitantsof San Juan preferredtoworkin
picking vegetables, as it was an activity close to their labor experience. The
payment was 0.85 by the hour and the working day was about 10 hours a day;
as of then the migratory system begins directly between the community in
Mexico and the urban center in the U.S. (Faret, 1998).

Each of the applicants was subject to afirst physical inspection; once this
examwas passed in Mexico, they went ontheir trip, alwayson land, towardsthe
city of Mexicali, Bgja California, where they crossed the border to Calexico,
California, where asecond and definitive medical examination was carried out
ontherecruited Mexicanlaborers, whoseresult determinedthetemporary hiring
intheagricultural fieldsin the southern U.S.

Once the sanitary inspection was over, a photograph of the migrants was
takenfor their ID cardswhich they would carry during their stay inthe U.S. and
thenthey went onto signtheir contract. Depending ontheactivity to devel op, up
to three thousand workers were chosen to work in a single plantation. Among
theadvantages of the Bracero Programwasthefact that themigration waslegal,
therewasasecurejob, aswell as punctual payment for thelabor concluded; the
agriculturists had facilities for the migrant workers, where they slept, ate and
clean; moreover, they had a shuttle service between these facilities and the
fields. Themigrationwastemporary; thecontractscould befor only 45daysand
if the worker satisfied the boss, the contract was extended beyond six months;
inspiteof beingamigrationinstitutionalized by the governmentsof Mexicoand
theU.S,, it had some biases. Some applicantsfor thefollowing season travelled
to Mexico searching for a‘ coyote’ to beincluded inthelist of the Secretariat of
Government for an amount of money which oscillated between 300 and 500
MXN, back then equivalent to aweek of work abroad. It is necessary to point
out nonetheless, that on the background there was aso an illegal migration
between these two countries.
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Undocumented migration (1965-1986)

Although the Bracero Program concluded, international migration from San
Juan Union to the United States continued then aside from institutionalism.

Datafrom the survey do not register displacementstoward the U.S. between
1965 and 1969, and theinterviewsverify said evidence. Asfrom 1970 migration
restarts in San Juan Union after the Bracero Program; its main characteristic
was being undocumented. The migrants who decided to cross the Mexican
northern border sought to do it hiring the services of a‘coyote’.

In1970thecost of crossing the border illegally was 200 USD on average; by
the end of said decade it was 500 USD. In the 1980’ s decade, the price was
doubled, reaching 1000 USD per person. In the 1990's the cost of crossing
illegally grew again twice as much, and reached 2000 USD per person (graph).

Theincrease in the charges of coyoteswere dueto alarger demand to cross
theborderillegally, aswomenand completefamiliesenteredintotheundocumented
migratory flow who crossed through the bridgewith counterfeit identifications,
aswell astheincreaseinthevigilanceand control of theborder patrol intheU.S.

For women, the lowest cost of crossing the border illegally in 1990 was a
thousand dollars and the highest cost in the year 2003 was two thousand USD.

Half of the surveyed people said they crossed in Mexico-U.S. border for the
first timein the period from 1965 to 1986. The two main crossing points were
Nogales and Tijuana; other points of lesser flow were Laredo, Piedras Negras
and Matamoros.

In San Juan Unionthereisstill register masculine migration, yet theaverage
age has descended in relation to the previous stage; they are the children of
migrants in the Bracero Program who also reclaim their right of “trying their
luck” and asthey go “visit the North” whichisalwaystalked of asthe panacea.

Between 1980 and 1986, the appearance of a flow of temporary workers
marked akey phasein the whole migratory movement of San Juan Union; ever
sincethe dynamics of flowsweremoreintense. | n this stage migration was still
circular (departure and return); however with a tendency to remain longer in
relationto the Bracero Program. Thetotal of inhabitantsof San Juan Unionwho
decidedtomigrateinthisperiodalready regularized their migratory situation; 53
percent had residence and 47 percent citizenship; their ages range between 40
and 62 years of age, with an extreme case of 71 years of age, who decided to
return to San Juan Union to spend their last days.
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In 1986 thel mmigration Reformand Control Act wasproposed; itsobjective
was to put an end to undocumented migration and regularize the migratory
situation of unauthorized immigrant workers; 2.7 million immigrants were
regularized, most of them Mexican (Durand and Massey, 2003); nevertheless,
said measure had side effects contrary to the stated goal's, for instead of slowing
the migration down it broadened. The impacts on San Juan Union were the
growing abandonment of the fields and the loss of individuals in the most
productive agesand completefamilial units.

Legalization of migration and clandestine migration (1987-2007)

Data from the survey indicate that 40.7 percent of the undocumented migrants
arrivedintothe U.S. asof 1987, oncethe amnesty wasover. After 20 yearsthey
have not regularized their migratory situation. On the other side, those who
managed to become regular with the amnesty had brought more members, had
married, had had childrenand that madeacritical massthat inthe 1980’ sdecade
was fundamentally undocumented; nowadays they are documented, but there
are also many undocumented who require anew amnesty that putsan endto the
uncertainty of two decades.

San Juan Union is fully framed in this reality; migrants who arrived into
Chicagobefore1982, weregiventheir residencein 1986, appealingto IRCA. As
from 1991 they began to become U.S. citizens; this stage is called clandestine
asin some cases they resorted to counterfeit identifications or to alter datesto
be able to demonstrate their entrance in the U.S. before 1982.

Enter andleavethe United Statesillegally wasfor them agreat achievement;
theright toreintegratetheir nuclear familiesincreased theflowsnoticeably; this
migratory |ogic unlocked by theamnesty accel erated theinternational migration
inthe 1990’ s decade, thus strengthening the familial and communal networks.

The collectiveinterview verified that all of the sixth grade students have at
least a relative working somewhere in the U.S. The perception of migration
varies according to gender; while boys waited to be 15 to go to work to “the
North”, the girls were not interested in going to work abroad. The main reason
istheir parents prohibition to leave their households as single women and to
marry someone from other community, state and even other country and never
return to their hometowns, besidesthey were not expected to send remittances.
Notwithstanding, thesurvey reveal sthat asfrom 1990 thereisafeminineillegal
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migration from San Juan Union, being observableacontinuity intheflowsfrom
18 years of age, despite their parents’ resistances. An in-depth interview with
ayoungwoman confirmsthedatainthe survey; she coursed tel e-secondary, she
remained for three years without studying or working, she was decided to
migrate to the U.S. before the end of 2007.

Secondary isthe highest schooling astudent canreachin San JuanUnion. To
go on to high school, youths must migrate to Iguala or Taxco (both cities in
Guerrero). If they want to continue to higher education, the migration hasto be
towards Chilpancingo or Acapul co, citieswhich concentratetheoffer of thissort
of education in Guerrero. The truth is, youths prefer to migrate to the U.S,, as
they do not see schooling as an option to overcome their current life levels.
Successful experiences of some migrants is the only labor referent of the
adolescents and children in San Juan Union, even if there have been cases of
casualties and disabilities of migrants who went to work in the U.S. (Don
Macario Guzman, interview, February 24%, 2007, San Juan Union, Taxco de
Alarcon, Guerrero; former migrant in Bracero Program).

Datafrom AGEB 038-9 (INEGI, 2002), which comprises 100 percent of the
territory of San Juan Union, show that workforce is only 12.7 percent; the
prevailing activity is the primary, which comprehends 59 percent of the
workforce; nonethel ess the abandonment of the fieldsis evident.

The constant migratory flows have atered the demographic structure of the
community; theaftermath hasbeen agreater infantileand elderly presence. The
index of masculinity is85.1 percent, which reachesits most critical value (64.2
percent) taking into account the segment of popul ation of 18 yearsand older; on
the other side, asyouths emigrate thereis aloss of potentiality of development
(UNDP, 2007).

The survey carried out in San Juan Union details the information from the
collectiveinterview in relation to the places of arrival and stay of the migrants.

The main destination for San Juan Union in the U.S. is Phoenix, Arizona,
however the main city wherethey liveis Chicago (graph 2); other arrival cities
areFlorida, Michigan, LosAngeles, DallasandNew Y ork. Inrelationtothecities
tolivewefound: Florida, Michigan, Los Angeles, Dallas and Carolina. Worth
mentioning isthat 22 percent of theintervieweeslivesin San Juan Union; al of
themarein advanced agesand opined that they arenolonger considered towork
inthe U.S.
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Familial remittances

Recognizing that thereisnot aconsensuson the conceptsand definitionsrel ated
to remittances, aspect that causes discrepancies both in the methodol ogy used
tomeasuretheseflowsandinthevery official datafrom said measurements, the
World Bank summonedin2005theinterestedinthetopicincludingthecompilers
and users of that information to reach an agreement (CEMLA, 2006). Tuiran,
Santibafiez and Corona(2006) criticized themethodol ogy of theBank of Mexico
to calculate the familial remittances, stating that not all of the resources are
familial remittances, not overlooking that by means of this sending it would be
possibleto have some other sortsof privatetransferences, even of illicit nature.

Nevertheless, for the effects of this work we will use the concept of
remittances reached by the scholars in the Costa Rica Symposium (2000)
organized by ECLAC. Wewill understand asremittancesthose sent by migrants
totheir familiesto support them; whentheseremittancesareusedininvestment,
they aregenerally destined for improvingtheconditionsof thehousehold, buying
lands, working capital and fixed actives of small familial business or small
agricultural units. On their own, collective remittances have their originin the
contributions of the migrantsin the U.S. through their organizations, so as to
sponsor some collective action, project, event or festivity in their hometowns.
Three generic destinations may be recognized: sponsoring civic or religious
festivities, communal works and projects of entrepreneurial nature (ECLAC,
2000).

Familial remittances substantially increase the aggregated demand of the
country; because of their amount and being one of the main sourcesof currency
they might be abooster factor of devel opment; nonethel ess, astrategy based on
remittances is not the best scenario for the development of Mexico (UNDP,
2007).

Guerrero received in 2003, from familial remittances, 688 million USD, in
2004, they amounted 826 millionUSD; in2005, 957 millionUSD, andin2006they
reached a historical record of 1157 million USD. The inter-annua positive
variations oscillate between 16 and 21 percentage points; these evidence the
increasing migratory flows from Guerrero in recent years (Banco de México,
2007).

In 2003, familial remittances sent to Guerrero reached 688 million USD, for
2007, they grew 77.4 percent, reaching 1240 million USD.

Itisnoti ceabl eto appreciatetheuninterrupted ascensionof familial remittances
from 2003 to 2007. However, whereas from 2005 to 2006 they grew at arate
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of 23.5 percent, for the period from 2006 to 2007 they lost 20 percentage points.
Thisdiminutionintherate of growth of familial remittancesisanational reality.
The Bank of Mexico (2007) points out that the annual growth of remittances
closed at 1.4 percent, whilst in 2006 the annual growth reached 20.4 percent in
Mexico. The causesof said diminution aredueto the hardening of the measures
to attenuateillegal migration to the United States, the decel eration in the sector
of the construction and the expectationsof slower growth intheeconomy of that
country.

Familial remittancesrepresented e ght percent of thegrossdomestic product
intheyear 2004 (INEGI, 2006). By 2007, saidincomesequal ed 53 percent of the
income budget of the state of Guerrero for said year (Banco de México, 2007;
Camara de Diputados, 2007).

In 1995, Guerrero held thefourth placeat national level asforincomesfrom
abroad by familial remittances, after Michoacan, Jalisco and Guangjuato, states
of thetraditional regionof MexicanmigrationtotheU.S.; by 2005 Guerrerofell
to the ninth place, due to a larger flow of familial remittances toward other
emerging states, such asthe State of Mexico, Federal District, Veracruz, Puebla
and Oaxaca, which hold from thefourth to the eighth place respectively (Banco
de México, 2007).

The jobs taken by migrants from Guerrero in the United States are: worker,
waliter, builder, layer and farmer; and to alesser extent: cleaner, operator, baker
and storekeeper. The wages from their labor vary from 500 to 4000 USD; the
average income was 1800 USD a month.

Remittances are sent through bank transfersin 37.5 percent of the cases; 25
percent via bureaus of exchange; 12.5 percent, through telegraphs; and 12.5
percent through grocery stores. The frequencies of sending are highly variable;
from every week up to ayear. Those who send weekly are the husbands who
send money to their wivesand children, who may depend on these remittances.
Those who receive money every week represent 5.3 percent; every fortnight
36.8 percent; once amonth 26.3 percent; every two months 5.3 percent; every
six months; and those who only receive money once a year represent 15.8
percent. By and large, those who send remittances once a year do so because
they have gathered their nuclear familiesinthe United Statesand they livethere
definitely; their beneficiariesin Mexico are relatives whom they do no longer
have direct dependency relations.

Thereisagreater contribution from those who have been living inthe U.S.
for long, however their frequency islower along the year.
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Out of thetotal of remittancesreceived, 91 percent is destined for the basic
needs of the household, food and health, mainly; to alesser extent, for clothing,
aswell asimproving the household. 4.5 percent isdestined for savingsinviews
of aheavy expenditurein the future and another 4.5 percent for investing on a
business, commonly general stores.

Sending remittancesto thefamilies, similarly totheuseand final destination
of these incomes is a private decision, where none of the three levels of
government has the authority to intervene on how those dollars will be spent.

In relation to the impact of remittances have had no familial economy, 59
percent of the surveyed manifested that they haveimproved their quality of life,
27.5 percent mentioned that they have scarcely doneit and 13.5 stated that their
lifelevel remains the same.

In 68.9 percent of the cases the mother is the one who decides on what the
money from remittances will be spent; in 12.5 percent both spouses decide; a
brother decides in 12.5 percent; and 6.1 percent of the cases only the father
makes said decision.

Collective remittances

Through collective remittances three relevant facts are achieved; cohere the
hometowns and recipient cities abroad; involvethethreelevels of government;
andfinancesocial worksinregionspreviously excluded (Garcia, 2005; Goldring,
2005). Inthe same sense, ECLAC (1999) stated that collective remittances are
important because they materialize a spontaneous and solid bond between civil
society groups; unlike familial remittances, they are resources fundamentally
destinedfor socia investment, they aremoresusceptiblethanfamilial remittances
tobeused asproductivefinancingsor inworksthat requirecertain accumulation
of capital.

The fact that collective remittances are not used as income, but as saving,
encourages the governments to orient migrant communities to invest their
resourceson infrastructurefor their communities, becausein asystem of mixed
economy whereprivateagentsorient theirinvestmentswithcriteriaof profitability
and risk, and with a state financially weak to fulfill its most elemental social
obligations, the Stateoptsto passthebill onthe“traitors’ of thepast and“ heroes’
of the present (Durand, 2005).
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The migrantsfrom San Juan Union who livein Chicago, Illinois, created in
2001 anon-profit social organization so asto support their community; at first it
bel onged to the Federation of Guerrero People, whichwascreated in 1995, then
the Association of Guerrero People, created by the end of the 1980's, was
merged to it. In spite of being a self-managed and voluntary organization, the
projectswereconditioned by political interestsof the stategovernment (Erasmo
Salgado, interview, September 227-24" 2006, Chicago, lllinois; General
Coordinator of United Clubs of Guerrero People Living in the Midwest).

By 2003, the club of migrants from San Juan Union quits its Federation
membership and createstogether with other 23 clubsthe organization Guerrero
People United Clubs of the Midwest. Asof 2004 they foster the construction of
a potable water system, a project associated to the Three by One for Migrants
Program, which dueto its high cost has had to be carried out on stages. Worth
mentioning, theclub of migrantsfrom San Juan Unionistheonly in Guerrerothat
has proposed a project every year (Sedesol Guerrero, 2007).

As San Juan Union, other neighbor communities such as Huahuaxtla,
Huixtac, | catepec, Tecuiciapa, Temaxcalapaand Zapoapa (map 1) take part in
the Threeby OneProgram, financing diverseprojects; themunicipality of Taxco
de Alarcon isthe most benefitted from this sort of remittancesin Guerrero. At
the same time, in the northern region of the state we find 73 percent of the 151
projects carried out between 2002 and 2006 (Sedesol, 2007).

Most of the migrants organized through clubslivein Chicago, Illinois. Asa
matter of fact, inn 2005, Guerrero held the first place by number of clubs it
represents above the states of migratory tradition (table 1).

Durand (2005) mentionsthat the Three by One Program for migrantsreveals
the new rol e of the Mexican neoliberal government, which triesto dischargeits
obligationstakingadvantageof themigrants generosity toundertakeinfrastructure
works in rural communities, works whose only obligation corresponds to the
State; what is more, it is intended to make the migrants co-responsible of the
urgent need of generating employment, investing their remittances on the
creation of enterprisesin their communities.

For the migrants, contributing with resourcesin benefit of their hometowns
demonstrates the love for their land and the eagerness to preserve a bond with
their peopl e; their actionslack doublepretensions. Canal es(2005) mentionsthat
remittances, in addition to poseamonetary value, are ameansto reproduce and
supportsocia, cultural andsymbolicrel ationsof themigrantsandtheir communities.
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Evenif theincomesfrom collectiveremittancesin 2006 only represented 0.2
percent of the familial remittancesfor said year, their impact istranslated into
basicinfrastructureworksand servicesinthecommunitiesof originin Guerrero,
whereastheimpact of familia remittancesfundamentally echoesonthefamilial
core of the people from Guerrero.

Conclusions

Thebehavior of SanJuan Unionissimilar tothat of other communitiesthat have
transformed the migratory system of Guerrero to the extent of becoming part of
the group of states called emergent as they entered the Mexico-U.S. migratory
process late.

Due to the temporariness of the employment in the fields and the low
productivity of agricultural activities, themobility of the popul ation of San Juan
Union haslasted morethan sixty years. With theinsufficiency of revenuesfrom
agriculture, demographic growth has made the inhabitants look for other
complementary activities outside the community; after sometime, thefamilies
from San Juan Unionhavesucceededin progressing thanksto employmentinthe
U.S,; theexperiencesof theadultsencouragetheillusionsof childrenandyouths
inthe community, who only await to belegal ageto migrate. What isworrisome
about thismigration isthe loss of potential workforce and the tendency to non-
returning migration. Out of al theinterviewed migrants, bothin Chicagoand San
Juan Union, none expressed their desireto returnto Mexicoimmediately; some
say they rather spend their last daysin their hometown, once they cannot work
inthe U.S. any longer.

It is true, migration from San Juan Union is not going to cease, as in the
community therearenoalternativesof employment and thefieldsareabandoned;
thisistheredity of therural Guerrero, despitethe U.S. anti-immigrant policies.

The efforts of the organized migrants impact at communal scale; the
eagernessto carry out basic infrastructure works reveal s the spirit of solidarity
andthedeep commitment totheir hometown, whichallowsthemtoreaffirmtheir
identity and preserver their culture, usesand customs. Intheannual celebration
of the patron saint the migrants participate not only displacing from the places
they live, but also making important economic contributions to the religious
festivities, that include musical performances and jaripeos (rodeos).
The members of the San Juan Union club living in Chicago are seen in the
community as peoplewho have managed to overcomethe conditionsof poverty
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TABLE1
NUMBEROFMEXICANMIGRANT CLUBSIN CHICAGO, ILLINOIS

Number of clubs
State of origin 1998 2005
Guerrero 36 59
Zacatecas 28 33
Jalisco 21 26
Guanajuato 22 30
Michoacan 14 37
Durango 3 20
San Luis Potos 6 13
Hidalgo 0 7
Oaxaca 4 6
State of Mexico 1 4
Chihuahua 0 4
Veracruz 0 4
Puebla 1 3
Federal District 2 2
Nuevo Leon 0 1
Aguascdientes 2 2
Tamaulipas 0 1
Total 140 251

Source: elaborated on the basis of Barcel6, 2005.

they livedin, hencethey areregarded asexamplestofollow; being nofactorsthat
attenuate this worldview.

Finally, sendingfamilial remittances, astheuseand final destination of these
incomesisaprivatedecision, wherepublic power lacksauthority tointerveneon
how these incomes are to be used and to promote their productive investment.
Trying to passthe State responsibility onthe migrant community isto avoid the
constitutional responsibilitiesof thegovernment toguaranteesocial wellbeingto
the Mexican people.

119 April / June 2008



Papeles de POBLACION No. 56 CIEAP/UAEM

Bibliography

BANCODEMEXICO, 2007, Ingresospor remesasfamiliares. distribucién por entidad
federativa, at http://www.banxico.gob.mx/pol monei nflaci on/estadi sticas/ bal anzaPagos/
bal anzaPagos.html: February 15", 2008.

BARCELO, M., Selene, 2005, “Ladiasporamexicanay el consulado en Chicago”, in
Foreign Affairsen Espafiol, 5:3, ITAM, Mexico.

CAMARA DEDIPUTADOS, 2007, “ Presupuesto deegresosdel afederaci 6n aprobado
2007”, H. CongresodelaUnion, LX Legislatura, at http://www.cefp. gob.mx/ edospef/
2007/pdf/gro.pdf: February 17™,2008.

CANALES, Algjandrol., 2005, “ El papel delasremesasenlaconfiguracionderel aciones
familiarestransnacionales’, in PapelesdePoblacion, num. 44, CIEAP/UAEM, Mexico.

CENTRODEESTUDIOSMONETARIOSLATINOAMERICANOS, 2006, News etter,
electronicbulletin, No. 11, at http://www.cemla.org/newsl etters/ newsl etter-0111.htm:
February 17",2008.

CEPAL, 1999, Usoproductivodel asremesasfamiliaresy comunitariasen Centroamérica,
Comision EcondmicaparaAmeérical atina, México.

CEPAL, 2000, Simposi o sobremigraciéninternacional enlasAmeéricas, San José, Costa
Rica

CONA PO, 2002, Col ecci6nindicessoci odemogr &ficos. Indicesdeintensidad migratoria,
2000 México-Estados Unidos, Mexico.

DOMINGO, Conchaand Rafael Viruela, 2001, “ Cadenasy redesenel proceso migratorio
espariol” in Scripta Nova, num. 94: 8, Universidad de Barcelona, Spain.

DURAND, Jorge and Douglas S. Massey, 2003, Clandestinos, migracion Meéxico-
Estados Unidos en los albores del siglo XXI, Miguel Angel Porrtia, Mexico.

DURAND, Jorge, 2005, “ Detraidoresahéroes. Politicasemigratoriasen un contextode
asimetriadepoder”, in Radl Delgado Wiseand BeatriceKnerr (coords.), Contribuciones
al analisisdelamigracioninternacional yel desarrolloregional enMéxico, Universidad
Auténoma de Zacatecas/Miguel Angel Porrda, Mexico.

DURSTON, John, 2000, “¢Qué es €l capital social comunitario?’ in Serie Politicas
Sociales, ONU/Cepal, Santiago de Chile.

FARET, Laurent, 1998, “Lesterritoires de lamobilité: champs migratoires et espaces
transnationaux entre le Mexique et les Etats-Unis’, doctora thesis, Universidad de
Toulouse-LeMirail, Toulouse.

GARCIA, Rodolfo, 2005, Las remesas colectivasy el programa 3x1 como proceso de
aprendizaje social transnacional, lecture at the Seminar: “La Participacion Civicay
Social de los Migrantes Mexicanos en Estados Unidos’, Washington, DC.
GOLDRING, Luin, 2005, “ Implicacionessocial esy politicasdelasremesasfamiliaresy
colectivas’, in Contribucionesal andlisisdelamigracioninternacional y el desarrollo
regional en México, Delgado Ralll and Beatrice Knerr (coords.), Miguel Angel Porrtal
UAZ/CamaradeDiputados, Mexico.

120



International migration and remittances: Socioeconomic... [A. biaz and M. Judrez

GONZALEZ, Juan Gabino, 2006, “Migraciony remesasenel sur del EstadodeMéxico”,
in Papeles de Poblacion, num. 50, October-December, Universidad Auténoma del
Estado de México, Toluca.

INEGI, 20014, XII Censo general de poblaciony vivienda, Aguascalientes.

INEGI, 2001b, Base de datos y tabulados de |la muestra censal, Aguascalientes.
INEGI, 2002, Sstemaparalaconsultadelainformacién censal 2000, SCINCE Guerrero.

INEGI, 2006, Sistema de cuentas nacionales de México. Producto interno bruto por
entidad federativa 1999-2004, Mexico.

MASSEY, DouglasS. andMariaAysa, 2005, Social Capital andInter national Migration
FromLatin America, Secretariade Naciones Unidas, Mexico.

PARTIDA, Virgilio, 2006, “ Impacto demogréfico delamigracion de M éxico aEstados
Unidos’, in Migracion México-Estados Unidos. Implicaciones y retos para ambos
paises, Conapo/UdeG/CIESA S/CasaJuan Pablos/Colmex, Mexico.

PNUD, 2007, Informe sobre desarrollo humano. México 2006-2007, at http:/
www.ime.gob.mx/investigaciones’2007/informe_desarrollo_humano.pdf, September 17,
2007, Mexico.

SEDESOL, 2007, Informeanual, Direccion General de AtencionaMigrantes, Guerrero,
México.

SOTO, P., 2006, “Programa 3x1 paramigrantes’, eleccion AméricaLatinay el Nuevo
OrdenMundia, UAZ, at http://www .estudiosdel desarrollo.net/coleccion_america latinal
relaciones-estadol1/Rel acionesEstadol _8programa3xl.pdf, September 19, 2007.

TUIRAN, Rodolfo, Jorge Santibafiez and Rodol fo Corona, 2006, “ El debatesobreel monto

delas‘remesasfamiliares”, in Este Pais, num. 185, Mexico.

Y UNEZ- Naude, Antonio and J. Edward Taylor, 1999, Matricesde contabilidad social
con base en encuestas socioeconémicas aplicadas a pequefias poblaciones rurales,
CEE/PROCESAM, ColegiodeMéxico, Mexico.

ZAMUDIOG., PatriciaEugenia, 2004, “ Geografiay patronesdelamigracioninternacional:
una andlisisregional del estado de Veracruz’, in Radl Delgado and Margarita Favela
(coords.), Nuevastendenciasy desafiosdela migracion internacional México-Estados
Unidos, H. Camarade DiputadosUAZ/UNAM, Mexico.

121 April / June 2008





