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“ Cortaran mis flores
cortaran mis hojasz *

cortaran mis ramas

y mi tallo,
pero mis rafces nunca ”

A T h e ycut maflowers
they can cut my leaves
they can cut my branches
and my trunk,
but my roots nevero
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Abstract

This thesis investigates the multiple impacts that demographic and cultural changes
through human owmnigration are having olong-standing resource management regimes
Oaxaca arguably the most biologically diverse statdviexico. The vast majoriiyd®a x ac a 6 s
forestsareterrenos comunalg@g€ommunal lands)egally owned and managed by mainly
indigenous communitie$n most areashe local subsistence econoimgs traditionally been
depen@énton a widely shared body of knéedge focused on territorial, plant and animal
resources. This knowledge is tied tawanberof different environmental practices framilpa
agriculture and the gathering mbntimber forest productthrough to domestic and commercial

forestry, and, moreecently, conservation and ecotourism activities.

Since the second half of the twentieth cenfuhgsecommunities have engaged with
regional, national and international marketsvi@gelabour, agriculturaproductsand consumer
goods with manylosing a significantpercentage of thenesident population outmigration.
Using qualitativedata fromtwo indigenous communs in the Sierra Norte (northern highlands)
of Oaxacathestudy highlights the struggle of local peopléhtuld fast tatheir cusbms
livelihoods and knowledge while embracing the wider wdfiddings show how demographic
and cultural changes aimpactingthe two social institutions cargosandtequiosi that
underpin the highly autonomous form of governance the region is famnethi loss of able
bodied men and women has meant that these customary sgstestsiggling to remain
operational (especially in smaller localities). In response, a numberi@aehning changes have
been introducedncluding institutional adaptatiosmand thdorging of strong translocal tiethat
show potential foredudng the vulnerability of affected communitiesHowever,while migration
was temporargandcircular for much ofhe 1970s, 1980s and 1990s, thefping to maintain a
balance betweerubsistence production and market engagenaefatrm of sempermanent or
permanent migration has come to domirater the past decade and a haliiscritical yet
poorly recognised shift in migration dynamics Bagn new and increased pressures emerge,

which can serve to reduce the effectiveness of adaptive strategies at the community level.

Within this context, the lessons for commons theory are discussed awtele layer of
complexityis added to thbody ofwork examining the consequences of rural depopulation on

Mexican forest landscapes and associated biological diversiystudy questions the



assumption that ruralrban migration necessarily simulates ecosystem recovery and enhances
biodiversity conseration at a landscape scale. From a policy perspective, these findings are most
pertinent as funding agencies and government programs show belated interest in the
consequences of outigration for environmental management, resource use and rural

livelihoods intropical country settings
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CHAPTER 1-INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background and Theoretical Orientation

In October 2009, Elinor Ostrom was awarded the Nobel Prize in Economic Sciences for
her fAanalysis of economic gdooramonSgambee, especi a
considered anyesource (envonmental or otherwise) that is subject to forms of collective use,
with therelationship between the resource and the human institutions that mediate its
appropriation considered an essential component of the management tegimarding the
prize,theNobel committee stated that Ostrombdés work
that common property is poorly managed and should either be regulated by central authorities or
privatizedo. 0ftheawartll asdelightedyersemwised surprised because
her seminal workoverning the Commonbkad been published two decades earlier. | then
realised how timely the award was. In addition todtariousachievements, the underlying
values and ideals that the commons eviolkt@se of reciprocity, trust, cooperation and the
common good would beparticularly resonanfbllowing aglobal economic recession, with the
newspapers still reporting on storiescapitalist greed and corruptiolm some ways,he
commons hadicome of age; ready to be embraced by a wigrblic looking for more inclusive
ways ofstructuring human behaviour and activity.

It would bequitewrong, howeverto assumehat the kind ofraditional resource
commons (forests, fisheries, rangelands ébaf Ostrom based much of her work on function
outside of the domant economiesociatpolitical setting Rather, as examples of complex
sociatecological systems (SEScommons are situategry muchwithin larger entities or
structuresConsequentlylong-standingregimeshave had inherent within them, or have evolved,
certain characteristics to peaesidtwiiohesd t i me.

beend e f i ned a sé to hbsorbidistarmace andagganise while undergoing change

2 Using examples from fisheries, wildlife and forestry management, Berkes et al. (1998; 2003) highlight the

limitations of the singlsector, singlespecies focus of conventional resource management regimes, and show how
socialecological systems are seldom linear and predictable. Rather, they are characterised by nonlinearity,
uncertainty, emergence, multiple scaland setbrganization. As many environmental problems appear resistant to
conventional science solutions, it has been suggested that complex systems thinking can help bridge the gap between
the social and natural sciences, and provide a toolkit to rednagustainability (Berkes et al. 200@pmmons are

examples of complex SE§iventhe importance of social, political and economic organizations, with institutions
(rulesin-use, cultural norms and values) as the mediating factors that govern tioasklptbetween social systems

and the ecosystems on which they depend (Adger 2006).



so as to still retain essentially theetalame fu
2004:1). In addition to developing robustness, resilience alscecos the opportunities that
disturbance provides in terms of reconfiguring structures and processes, bringing about system
renewal, and the emergence of new trajectories (Folke 2006:263). Téfisried toas a
syst embs 0 adkhasbeameteddhagnm anpartantyfaictor in the lonterm success
of somecommons regimes has been their capacity to respond to change by modifying existing or
developing new institutions (Agrawal 2002; Ostrom 1990, 2005; Wilson 2002).

However even if acommons egimeis dynamic in its response to change and can build
socialecological resiliencat may still be vulnerable to socjanvironmental oeconomic
drivers (Folkeet al.2003).Vulnerabilityinthissenseid e f i ned as At he state o
harm from exposure to stresses associated with environmental and social change and from the
absence of capacity Itivanenk@entpmpeftyAdcgmenons2 006 : 26 8
terminology with little understoodd bout how a r e gnayhesbesdetermined er a b i |
orassessed.i kewi se, the study o hegléctedangoertys of chang
understood aspeof resource management scieiiGinderson and Holling 2002)he work of
the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (ME& a rare exceptiomaving conceptualiseabw a
driver may haveonsequences not only for local systems of gaugeabut also for
environmentatesourceshroughmodificationsto territorial practices

The preceding paragraphs provicintext to theesearcipresented in il thesis, which
investigates the impactf demographic and cultural change throingiman outmigrationon
long-standing commons regim@sOaxaca, MexicoSuch work is both relevant and timely
givenhow little is known empirically about the sociatologcal consguence®f out-migration
for sending (or source) communitids adapting h e  Mderkdptal framework (Figure 1.1),
it is possible to identifghe linkages and processes tbahnectout-migration, land use practices,
ecological integrity and community wellbefhgs they form part of a compl&ESoperating at

multiple levels.From an institutional perspective, emigrationcanboth impactand elicit

]I foll ow White amundersandingsf bumanslibein®, @hichh:av5 &)y bui |t fAon est
critiques of narrowly economic approaches to poverty orldpreent and restrictively medical understandings of
healtho offers a @r oun dmetbnly matergliresources anfl socialirslationshipbut i ncl ud
al so the psychological states and s utbxtdammmuaity per cepti o
wellbeing, | am more interested in social relations and collective perceptions, and less concerned with access to

goods and resources that has come to dominate many livelihood discourses.



responses from thecialarrangenents (rulesn-use, norms, valueshat define resource use and
thusact as thdink betweenmigrationandenvironmental outcomes.

GLOBAL

DEMOGRAPHIC /
CULTURAL CHANGE
Out-migration

Changes in local land
use (forest) practices

BIODIVERSITY and cover

¢ Strategies and interventions (incl. institutional arrangements)

Figure 1.1 Conceptual framework for the study (adapted from the MEA 2005)

On the one hand, population loss and changing attitudes among resident community
members can weaken the relevancy of customary rules and conventions, questioning their
persistence over the lotigrm.As change erodes and weakens the societal feedbacktt@bps
are essential for sustaining and building resilience and adaptive capacity, institutional structures
may fail (Acheson 2006)0n the other handt, may be thatocal institutionscanadapt to target
new orchanging markets and realitigs number ofstudies point to the reinforcement rather
than the weakening of local institutions in the face of such processes, and recognise that the

erosion of community is not univers&dschet al.1994; Kearney 1995; Waterbury 1999).



What makes migration not jupairt of moderrgation, but also characteristic of
globalisation,arethe deeper linkghat formbetween sending and destination countrissch as
remittance flows, cyclical migration, and frequent communicatiohse.recent literature on
transnationalisnias shown that migrants are forming sister communities that establish social
and economic ties with the home commuiiitsuch that new senses of community belonging
and identity can be forge®éschet al.1994; Kearney 1995; Smith 2006a&n 2006)This
may allow demographic and cultural change to strengthen community through positive changes
to systems of governance and the social institutions that regulate community life and territorial
managementvhere local traditions are reinventiedorder to respond creatively to change
(Orlove 1999; Waterbury 1999%0r examplemigration can contribute finances (remittances) to
be invested in conservation and sustainable resource activities (@dge2002; Curran 2002).

While the role of rentiances in rural development continues to generate a great deal of debate
(Martin 1998; Binford 2003; Cohesgt al.2005), their potential for assisting resource and
environmental sustainability has not been properly explgkdderet al.(2002) suggestetthat
remittances camcreasesocial resilience by promoting diversification and +&keading,

enhancing social capital through investment in community projects, and extending opportunities

to improvewellbeing.

While this studyis primarily concerneavith the relationship between entigration and
commons institutions, the impatiat demographic and cultural change can have onsthand
conservation oferritorial resource$orms animportantadditional componentGi ven Me X i ¢ 0 0 S
impressivebio-cultural diversity (Boege 2008), it is surprising how little is known about the
effects of suclthangeonland useresource&knowledge and practica@he literaturethat does
existis dividedas towhether migration undermines agricultural systems in sendingneg
(triggering labour shortages, reducing production levels, and field abandonment) or whether
return flows of new ideas and remittances are targeted to agricaltulabonservationelated
investmentsThis is important to understand since farming thedharvesting of timber and non
timber products remain central to community life and identity in many rural areas, and the
limitations imposed by ongoing labour deficits can encourage more people to leave. This
subsequently increases the burden for thefsdehindi furtherweakeling the customary

governance regime amgsociatedhstitutional arrangements.



1.2 Purposeof Research

To investigate how commoag regimes inthe Sierra Norte of Oaxaca, southern Mexicoare
impacted by, and responding tpdemographic and cultural change through owt
migration, and the implications for territorial resources and governance

1.3Research Objectives

1. To carry out a socidemographic and socieconomic analysis of the study communities to
determine the natuief exposurgo outmigrationat multiple levels

2. To document, at multiple levels, the impact thatroigration is having on the study

communitiesd social organi z atoexanmne theirdespomses t i t ut
to such change.

3. Toinvestigate the implications of demographic and cultural change on the continuity of local
resource and conservation practices.

4. To investigate the longéerm adaptive strategies developed by the study communities to
deal with current and projectedit-migration, and safeguard local forest commons.

1.4 The Field Context

The state of Oaxaddap 1.1)provides the perfect setting and context for my thesis,
thanksta h e aiah bi@ogisal diversity, the extensive forest areas under community ¢ontro
and the increasingly important role that migration plays in the local and regional economy
(Cohen 2004a; Merino 2004; Mittermeier et al. 2005).

It is estimated that up teighty perceno f t he st ateds forests are
and control of apmximatelyfourteen hundretbcal communities (Merino 2004; Sarukhan and
Larson 2001). The majority of these (more tharee quartedsare indigenous communities, with
far fewerejidos' of mixed ethnic backgroundN! 2002). These communities exhibit high
cultural diversity, -thweetindigesousxgrtowerapreseht€diie xi c o6 s
UNDP 2004).

4 Formally guaranteed in Article 27 of thelI®Constitutiongjidosform a system of inheritable communal lands
assigned by the federal governmentandlessampesinosf varying ethnicities.
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Map 1.1 State of Oaxaca, southern Mexico

The research took place in the Sierra Noetgon of Oaxaca (also known as the Sierra de
Juarez), which covers an area of 9,347 km2, or 9.8% of state territory (INAFED 2007) (Map
1.2). Forming the meeting point of the Sierra Madre Oriental and Sierra Madre Occidental
mountain chains, thisisarmge d, hi ghl and region. [-Gakf or ms par
Woodl ands & bi danavea classifiedyas ektadrdsngrity tich in both plant and
animal species, with a high number of endemics (Challenger 1998; Conservation International
2007).Five indigenous groups are represented (Zapotecos, Chinantecos, Mixes, Mazatecos and
Cuicatecos)CDI-UNDP 2006; their presence in the region is leatanding and dates back to
pre-Hispanic timesAdministratively, the Sierra Norte is divided into sheéight municipalities
and three districts Villa Alta, Mixe and Ixtlan de Juarez. Tistudy took place in the last of
these; Ixtlan de JuareZhis districtcovers 2,92kquarekilometresand its forests are regarded

as the best conserved in the region (k@2003).
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Map 1.2 Location of theSierra Norteof Oaxaca
The vast majorityof xt | andés 26 municipalities are

indigenous communities, all of who maintain traditiomajanizational structures via@ng-

standing governance system knowrnuass y costumbresgesand customs). More information

on this system, which is officially recognised by the State of Oaxaca, along with the social
institutions(cargosandtequiog that define itjs providedin Chapters2 and 4 Overtime, many

of thesecommunities have developed an intimate relationship with their forests and otivat nat
resourcesChapela 2005; Robson 2007, 2P0faking use of dynamic and innovative
management practices to createat Berkes ad DavidsorHunt (2006 refer to as

dmultifunctional, cultural landscap@g erritorial planning is typically based on a mosaic of land
uses that include forest protection, timber extraction, the harvesting-dinmoer forest products
(NTFPs) andprincipally, maize or bean cropping systems (Chapela 2005; Gonzalez 2001). It is

estimated that 73% of the region is foresteith 56% pertaining to temperate and tropical forest



cover, 17% to secondary vegetation (created through rotation agriculttine extraction of
firewood and building materialsyvhile the remaining 27% corresponds to agricultural zones,
urban areas and scrublafi2e la Mora 2003). When managed well, these systems can improve
rural livelihoods through the sustainable managemeatasystem productivity and diversity,
while minimizing negative ecological impactseéMcNeely and Scherr 2003).

At the same time, a diversity of conditions can be found in the Istlanegion While
some communities continue to maintain a traditional economy dependent on subsistence and
commercial agriculture, others are in transition with an increasing dependetieerarket
economy the service industry, and migrant remittances {MazRomero 2005). These are what
Kearney (1996)-pdasani be somgatzations mtermdashed with
traditional arrangements that have developed multiple identities to combine different sources of
income with complex forms of reproductiaman interconnected, globalised world (Wolf 1982;
Schuren 2003). This process can be seen in the rise of community forestry in the region, and the
emergence of community foresmterprises (CFES) (Merino 20(ray et al.2005; Bray 2010).

Despite succesna marrying resource productivity with conservation goals (Chapela
2005; Robson 2007), it is napparent how landse systems ithe Sierra Norteand the
institutional arrangements that regulate themy@sponding and adapting to new challenges in a
contemporary settingdut-migration, in particular, represents an important demographic and
socio-cultural procesamongmanyo f t h e comeuitie Madtinez Romero 2005)vith
probable implications for land use cover and change. Indeed, it hasuggested that the
depopulation of rural areas, along with a demographic shift toward an increased average age of
remaining residents (fiagingo), is a potential
to natural systems and resources locagyerson et al. 2007). While a handful of studies
Oaxacahave looked at the link between migration and communal governance structures
(Mutersbaugh 2002; VanWest al.2005), not a single one discussed in detail the environmental
implications for sendingommunities. MartineRomero (2005) made some inroads, and
concluded that outigration islikely anemerging constraint to resource management and self

governance amongcalforest communities



1.5 Research Approach and Methods

The research was based on twalé@pth community case studiéshose to adopt a case
study approach because | believe it ofiensexcellentvay to look at change in sociatological
systems and to investigate how societies deal with such cksomge & the main reasons why
this is soare given in Chapter 3By looking at more than one communityys ablgo gain a
better understanding of, and thereby improve my ability to tsee@about, a broader context than
would have been possible through the aa single cas@he sudy communities selected were
the Chinanteca@mmunity of Santiago Comaltepe€dmaltepeq and the Zapotec communiby
San Juan Evangelista Anal¢dnalco) (Map 1.3) Selection was based in part on the results of
previous work cated out by researchers at the National Autonomous University of Mexico
(UNAM) (Martinez Romero 2005; Merino 2006), with final site selection made in collaboration

with local partners. Fieldwork began in December 2007caihdinatedin January 2010.

‘.'" - Municipality and Community of Santiago Comaltepec
& B —

- Municipality and Community of San Juan Evangelista Analco
e 2 Distrito de Ixtlan
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Map 13: Location of the two study camunities



Interdisciplinary research is required to understand the complex processes that link
migration and the environment in sending communities. As such, | used a set of research
methods (appliedualitatively) that borrowed from cultural anthropology, sociology,
demography, ecology and human geography. They included participant observation, structured
and semstructured interviews, focus group discussions, territorial walking tours and forest
sampling. These methods were interactive and responsive to local conditions, and helped provide
me with a high level of detail about participants and their experiences. They were also gendered,
taking into account the knowledge and practices specific anchoarnto women and men, and

participation in institutions by gender.

1.6 Main Contributions to Knowledge

Despite the emerging trend to frame commons as complex-scoilgical systems, the
literature has done a poor job of trying to understand the impact that drivers of change can have
on commons institutions and thesourceegimes they regulatén partiaular, the impact obut-
migrationhas been poorly studied from a commons perspe(fRabson 2009; Robson and
Nayak, forthcoming) The research undertaken here contributes to theory and debate in a number
of ways:

1. The Ink between institutions and culte: From a commons perspective, the study
investigates how well current theoriesld up when predicting that euatigration will impact
commons institutions by lowering participation, increasing inequalities and raising the cost of
individual choices. Th line of enquiry follows the work of cultural anthropologistisher
(1990), Stevens (1993) and Baker (2005), who show how culture can shape behaviour in ways
that are not necessarily rational. Baker (2005) found that institutions can persist despite the
absence of many of the attributes that commons theory stipulates. Much of this work resonates
strongly with ideas of a 6émoral economyo6, whi
beliefs and resource activitieB{ompson 1991Scott 1977).

2. Cultural landscapedhe remarkably biodiverse landscapes of Oaxaca are cultural
landscapes (Chapela 2005; Robson 2007). By dealing with how institutions respond to change
and mitigate ensuing impacts, the thesis looks at how such processes are dramsietanging
resource management practice. By focusing on the link between institutions and practices, the

thesis seeks to understand how human cultures interact with the land and shape it into multi
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functional, cultural landscapes, where resourcesnaiatained and renewed (Berkes and
DavidsonHunt 2006; Nazarea 2006). In this way, the work explores the notion that human
behaviour is reflexive whereby people observe both natural and social occurrences and modify
their behaviour on the basis of knoddge and their expectations about future occurrences (Ellen
et al. 2000; Borgerhoff Mulder and Coppolillo 2005; Nazarea 2006ntHpractices and
institutionsarechanging through demographic and cultural change in Oaxaca, this creates an
fiexper iteseifrthisds sa. o

3. The link between population and the environm€uainventional population
environment theory considers just two models that draw a linear and deterministic relationship
between the environment and migration: migration to places vihere is available land; and,
out-migration in response to limited environmental resources in source areas. What these models
fail to consider are the varying forms of migration, the selectivity of migrabioimpw social
networks and social capiteanbe important variables for understanding the effects of migration
on the environment (Curran 2002). This concerns how variation in age, life course stage, sex,
andthe human capital of migrants and those left behind might imply different environmental
outcomes.n this way the thesis assumes the relationship between migration and the
environment to be nelinear and nofdeterministiclt is unclear, for examplewhat impact
increased forest cover may have on biodiversity, which in highland regions of@isfaundin
a mosaic of forest and cropland exhibiting high environmental variahltityg altitudinal
gradients This studycontributes to thgrowing body of work examining the consequences of
depopulation otropicallandscapegKull et al. 20@; Myerson et al. 2007) arfdrest transition
theory more generallyKlooster 2005Rudel et al. 2005)y questioting the assumptiofGrau
and Aide 2007}hat rurai urban migration stimulates ecosystem recoveryaadsbiodiversity

conservation

1.7 Applied Perspective

From an applied research perspective, enhancing social resilience and promoting
sustainable resource use is an important policy goal, particularly for societies increasingly open
to the uncertainties of globadition, transnationalism and enronmental change (Blauert and
Zadek 1998; Kearney 2004; Myerson et al. 2007). The complex implications of migration and

broader demographic and cultural change need to be unravelled if effective measures are to be

11



employed. In this way, the reseamhl improwe our understanding of the link that exists

between migration, culture and the environment in the context of rural Mexico. This is important
within the broader context wheaesystematiplanning approach to biodiversity conservation

(after Margules iad Pressey 2000) magrget Oaxaca, and the Sierra Norte in particulathes
federal governmeriboks torealignt he countr ydés pr oitinedsregardofar e a
existing andeffective communitybased initiatives (Robson 2007).

1.8 Organizdion of the Thesis

The thesiss organised into nine chapters. Follogithisintroduction to the problem,
purpose, and conceptual framework of the study, Chaptra@ineghe literature that
contextualises the theories that underpinrdsearchChapter 3hen explainghe research
philosophy, methodology and specific methods that guided the collection of primary and
secondary field data. Chaptersda context chapter, providimgtailed background on the study
region and the two study commueg. Chapter 5 is split into twmarts Part Idescribes the
historical and contemporary patterns of-oaugration from both communitie®art I,
meanwhile, sets out the key demographic changes that these processes have driven, before
analysing the impastthat population loss and changes in-sgpe structures have had on the

social institutionsargosandtequiog thatform a central pillar of village life. Chapter 6

( F

continues the O0impactsd theme, thigand i me | ook

associated cultural changes) on territorial land use and resource paaudieading with a
discussion of the possible implications for local biodiversity. Having described the nature of the
driver and its soci@cological impacts, Chapteranalyses communitievel responses to out
migration, and comments on the emergence of ti@ra institutional adaptations and

innovations. Based on these findings, Chapter 8 dissuaslength the phenomenon of-out
migrationfrom a commons perspectivend howit may contribute tdransformative changes
amongtraditionallyresourcedependent communities. Chaptepr@videsconcluding remarks

andrecommendations for future research.
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CHAPTER 217 THEORY AND PRACTICE

2.1 Introduction

This chaptereviews the literature that covers the different theories and concepts that
underpin the research presented in this thesisolganisednto three main sections and, where
possible, discussions ageounded irthe context of the country (Mexico) andtstéOaxaca)
under investigation. The first section focuses on migration, which is the cémeal featured in
this study. By exploring the key developments in this field, a platform is built upon which
subsequent discussions are based. The secondnsgaiiodes an introduction to, and a critique
of commons (or common property) theory. This is an area of scholarship that has significantly
improved our understanding of the practices that govern the use of shared resources, and how the
welfare of local usrs may be impacted through changes to local management regimes. As such,
it is the main theory to which this study contribut@szen thatconventional commons thinking
has difficulty in predicting how an affected regime may respond to change through out
mi gration, Ovul ner abidskeayprdperttesiad compderdsoqgot | ve capa
ecological system are used to identify the factors that can determine the susceptibility of
sending (home) communities to suwattange Finally, sincethis study conerns the impacts of
out-migration on multiple aspects specificcommons regimes inorthernOaxaca, Mexico, the
third section explores the forest landscapes that characterise this region. The concept of multi
functionality is used to explain the conseiwa benefits of local land use systems and resource
practicesbeforea description igivenof the customary governance system and institutional

arrangements that have e \diveltssteritbriat resouecesmi ni st er

2.2 Migration, Development and Transnationalism

Migration has been identified by the Millennium Ecosystssessment (2005) as a
principaldriver of change impacting soeexological systems, where demographic and cultural
changes impinge upon both sendind aeceiving regions and countries. This thesis deals with
the impact on sending communities, wherebirigrationis understood gsopulation
movement from rural areas, both permanent and cirowlthin and across national tuters
although not exclusaly in pursuit of employment or labour opportunitidsango (2000has
arguedhat despite a plethord conceptual models, frameworkad empirical generalisations

scholars are still struggling to develop a general theory of migration. Using exangvas dr
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largely from central and southern Mexico, this section of the literature review covers the

different perspectives that have contributed to our understanding of migration as a phenomenon

since the second half of the twentieth century, when most senieestigation began. By
focusing on three key debatiesvhat drives people to migrate, the transnationalism paradigm,
and the relationship between migration and developinére review acts as a theoretical and
conceptual layer upon whighany subsequeimiscussions are based.

2.2.1 Why people migrateEvolving theoreticalperspectives

In the 1960s and 1970s, most thinking on migration revolved aroundiaesical
(economic) explanations. Rooted in Leamni soOs
sector connects with the traditional, migration was seen as a way for countries to get rid of
surplus laboui the precondition for development. Migration was considered to be governed by
the economics of rational choice, namely: utility maximisatexpected net returns and wage
differentialsi such that individual decisiemaking combined with a macimunterpart of
structural determinants to drive the flow of workers from labour abundant/low wage areas to
labour scarce/high wage areas. The decigianigrate, according to this model, was thus made
by actors based on cestnefit calculations.

The shortcomings of this approach became apparent when migratory flows underwent
profound changes in the mi®70s. There was a shift from national to intéioreal migration,
which increased both the heterogeneity and complexity of the phenoiinémeneby raising
guestions about some of the assumptions made by thelassical model. Why, for example, do
more people not move from underdeveloped areas? Lskgwuhy is it that some countries enjoy
high rates of oumigration, while others, structurally similar, do not? In tackling such questions,
it became clear that the netassical model, based almost entirely on economic rationale, was
unable to incorporatdivergent political and cultural contexts, reconomic factors, and the
increasingly heterogeneous nature of migrant societies. Thus, as international migration took
precedence, new ways of thinking emerged. As Massey et al. (1998) state, this created a

Avariegated mosaico of perspectives rather

(1

t h

Oded Starkodés (1991) O6New Economics- of Labo

classical explanation with one key amendment; that the rational actor was now the household

rather tha the individualWood 1981:33839. The &éDual Labour Mar ket

Piore (1979), on the other hand, placed the focus on the receiving end of migration, where
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outward flows of workers were caused by a permanent demand for foreign labolnstidd

to the characteristics of advanced industrial societies. Thiswasiclosely aligned t6 Wo r | d
Systems Theorydé (Wallerstein 1974), which cl a
exerted by core countries over peripheral ones (Porf&3) 1®ligration was thus seen as

stemming from inequalities, an idea that Sassen (1990) took in framing migration as a global

labour supply system.

The above perspectives, however, were all still driven by economic thinking. Among
sociologists and anthrofomists, there was a great deal of dissatisfaction with how this (largely)
macraapproach portrayed migrants not as active agentslfupaa s si ve react or s ma
t he worl d c aBrettellard Hallifield 200& 11048Tii® backlash resultiein a new
form of theorsing, along social and institutional lindsased orthe articulation between sending

and receiving societies. In particular, there
Net wor ksdé, which was de keflDouglasdlassey €987, 21990@).a bl y b
Massey defindthese networksadss et s of interpersonal relation:

mi grants with relatives, f(Masseynl®:7)whichrédaded ow c o
the costs (financial and emotial) and uncertainty of migratiowhile actingas a new layer of
social capital held by affected households and communities (Davis et al. 2002; Curran and
Rivero-Fuentes 2003). Networks are now considered to play a central role among most
contemporary imestigations and explanations of migration. In the context of Mexican migration,
Curran and Riverd-uentes (2003) found that migrant networks are more important for
international moves than for internal moves, with Massey and Garcia Espafia (1987) showing
that the likelihood of men moving increases significantly when at least one member of their
household had previously migrated to theited StatesMassey and Espinoza (1997) also found
that kinship networks play an important role in increasing the odfitisband subsequent
migrations for heads of household.

In becoming one of the most important explanatory factors behind migration, networks
have helped to move explanations of migration from an economic to a more cultural model. In
their 19RtmioAzlasi Madsey and coll eagues descri

social process involving six main stages:

1) Migration originates in structural transformation of sending and receiving sogieties
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2) Once begun, migration eventually develops a sociedstifucture that enables
movement on a mass bgsis

3) International migration becomes more widely accessible, and it is increasingly adopted
by families as part of larger survival strategies

4) International migration is strongly disposed to become asseshining social process

5) No matter how temporary a migration flanay seem, settlement of some migrants
within the receiving country is inevitahland,

6) Networks are maintained by an ongoing process of return migration, where recurrent
migrants regularly gthome for periods and settled migrants return to their communities
of origin.

Within this cultural model, networks are one of the mechanisms by which migration can
become a selperpetuating phenomenon (Portes and DeWind 2007; Curran and {Riventes
2003 - in the sense that they explain the continuation of migration independently from the
causes that led to the initial movement. This idesuaifiulative causatiowas first suggested by
Gunnar Myrdal (1944) in relation to the increasing impoverishmenftrof American
communities in the U.S. The concept was applied to migration when Massey (1990) argued that
the first wave of migration changes reality in a way that induces subsequent moves through a
combination of socieeconomic processes and transformatiddespite increasing acceptance
among migration scholars, the theory of cumulative causation is not without its problems. For
example, while networks and cultural ties are expressed in the powerful ideology of return
migration, little is understood abowhat may happen when mobility is restrictess is the case
currently with MexiceUS-Mexico migratory flows through increased border control and
enforcement.

The divergent perspectives presented here serve to highlight the complex and multi
faceted natwe of migration, which makes the phenomenon resistant to tiredlding. Arango
(2000) is right to point out that most existing theories tend to be partial and limited; they are
useful for explaining no more than a dimension or facet of why people clmosgrate. At the
same time, it should be noted that scholars have a much more complete understanding of
migration today than they did fifteen or twenty years ago, benefiting from years of empirical
observation to appreciate how migratory dynamics evaildechange over time. In the context
of international migration, there is now a widelgcepted notion about how migrant flows

develop as the situation in sending aedeiving countries change (Figure 2.1).
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Sending Country Migrant Flow Receiving Guntry
1. Relatively difficult 1. Absolute labour
economic conditions scarcities
and/or
2. Repressive states lead 2. Resistance of domestic people {
workers to seek solutions perform low-paid menial tasks lead
abroad _‘_> Migration employers to look abroad

Begins
3. Networks link migrants —— 3. Firms become dependent on
to kin and communities at migrant labour

4_

home

4. Networks reduce
economic and psychological
costs for future migrants

5. Governments understand
economic importance of
expatriate communities and
devise incentive programs
to attract their loyalty

6. Armed with new rights,
migrants become important
interlocutors in local and

Migration Becomes
Self-sustaining

>

4. Migrant communities create
their own businesses and
associations

5. Governments seek to control
/ reduce migration, backed
by public opinion

6. Employers reaéh defence of
their interests. Religious and
philanthropic groups act

national politics in defence of migrant rights

v
Migration Continues

_‘—> - Periodic amnesties

- Economic migrants become political refugees
- Underground labour flows are tacitly permitted
- Transnhational communities emerge

- Dual citizenship becomes common

Figure 2.1 Development of migrant flows over time and relationship to sendingesilving
countries (Adapted from Portes and DeWind 2007:8)

At the bottom of the Figure, one sees how the interplay of competing forces can lead to
unanticipated effects. In particular, the impact of regulatory regimes in state, market, welfare and
cultural domains of receiving countries (Portes and DeWind 2007) can be offset not only by dual
citizenship, but also by other ties that migrants sustain with their homeland. This last area

conforms to increasing theoretical and research interest in trendseonsolidation of
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transnational or trarecal communities, which connect immigrant Diasporas with their sending

regions.

2.2.2 Transnationalism: Towards aew collectivevoice
As Levitt (2004 http://www.migrationinformation.org/Feature/display.cfm?id=P61

states, Athe assumption that people will 1live
national and cultural norms, in countries with impermeable national borgelsnger holds
t rueé i n -fitsticentury, wmereand/ more people will belong to two or more societies at
the same timedo. This is what many anthropolog
mi gration or Otr ans na$nmit20G6)As dwidelyusedtérm{nGuar ni z o
academia, transnationalism first appeakudost forty years ago. In the 19B8ok Transnational
Relations and World Politicg landmark publication ithe field of international relations,
Keohane and Nye descrigé®bal interactions among multinational businesses, revolutionary
movements, nogovernmental organizations (NGOSs), trade uni@anslacademiescientific
networks as transnational relations, and assess their impact on interstate politics. Talk of the
Ot smant i onal i z a fairsoontiée samalled glabali¢dacomomy, begaat roughly the
same time
It wasnot until the early 1990s, however, thieansnationalismbecame a buzzword in
the social sciences (and migration studies in partigutargferenceo activities carried out
either ly individuals, groups or orgamigons that somehow traresw the state dimension.
Throughout the 1990Qshe concept was us#al describeéhe dynamics of contemporary
migration particularly from Mexico and th€aribbean basin to the United Statiesthis context
Basch, Glick Schiller and Szant@&lanc(1994:7) defined transnationalismést he pbyocesses
which immigrants forge and sustain midtranded social relations that link together their
societieofor i gi n a n d Instleet wolds tnapsnatiomalism deals with the dynamic field
of social interactions and practices that connect migrants with their communities of origin, in
such a way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring mangwaiesnd vice
versa. Anthropologists and other social scientists have since debated how to conceptualize
transmigrant activity whether as networks, circuits, or interlinked networidhere
communities are connected to each other through ties of kirsimmradazg@Stephen

2007:97) and trandorder forms of cooperation such as hometown associations.
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Transnational migration is not new, of course, and precedes scholarly use of the term.
Levitt (2001)shows that as early as the 1900s, European immigrants returned to their home
countries or remained active in the political and economic affairs of their homelands from their
places of residence in the U.S. However, wisgchanged over the past half cemtis the ease
of transportation and communication, the ways in which migrants are inserted into the labour
market, and the increasing importance of remittaficegitt 2004) These factors have combined
to drive the number of transnational migrants (Hr@lcommunities they belong to) and
increased scholarly attention to these processes. As St&flEh21)points out, when we talk
about transmigrants, waetually refer tanigrants of varying types and duration, return migrants,
and nonmigrants in the & discussion. While the term suggests a more or less permanent state
of being between two or more locatioiss o me peopl e may spend a good
engaging in this state of being, others may live for longer periods of time in one placeher,anot
and others still may | eave theifbufbloftre communi
peoplear e | i ving within &Stephena2603:21at i on al social f|
The question arises, therefore, as to how many migrants may be considered trasnation
migrants? Clearly, not all migrants who take part in transnational practices do so all of the time;
some are more active than others. Studies by Portes et al. (1999) reveal that @xlypbthe
Dominican, Salvadoran, and Colombian migrants survey#teit).S regularly participated in
transnational economic and political activities. Most migrants are occasional transnational
activists. As Levitt (2001, 2004) explains, at some stages in their lives they are more focused on
their countries of origin whdl at other stages they are more involved in their countries of
reception. In this way, transmigrants climb two different social ladders, moving up, remaining
steady, or experiencing downward mobility, in various combinations, with respect to both sites.
However, in combination, the regular activities of a few with those who patrticipate periodically,
do add up. Together they can transform the economy, culture, and everyday life of source
country regions and, in doing so, they challenge notions of gendeoms|agovernance,
democracy, and what states should and should not do.
Through the establishment of hometown associations and the flow of remittances, ideas,
behaviours, identities and social capital, migrants build social fields that cross géngraph
cultural and political borders, and allow the transnational commtmitgve an effective impact

on specific issues in localities of the home country, bypassing the state/national dimension
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(Sassa 1992; OstergaarNielsen2003). Basch et al. (1994)ygue that transnationalism has
moved us away from the concept of a natstate defined in terms of people sharing a common
culture within a bounded territory. Indeed, Kearney (1991) sees transnationalism as a reordering
of the capitalist natiosstate, cding it thefi e n d o f. Otbemsmigutatéhe phenomenon
underminsthe salience of national sovereignty and citizenship, creatitgrdeorialised and
postnational communities, alternative itaf not in conflict withi bounded national polities
(Harvey 1989, 1996; Soysa994).In what can be termed tiiei | | egal i zati on of mi
Dauvergng2008:2)argues that the worldwide crackdown on extralegal migration is a reaction
to state perceptions of a loss of control over policy initiatives and constitutes a reinterpretation of
theihi ghly mal |l eabl e.Sinblar Stephe200f7:26021), forepurgoseg aft y 0
anal ysis, pr e soeial fieldt(diter GlickoSehiller BO0O3; leevitt aad Glick
Schiller 2004) over natiestate, because it offersawidya r ound t he binary di vi
example, of global/local and national/transnatiénaland pr ovi des a new way
the lives of people who move across many borders and live-snulltt e d. Inftrying ® s 0
understand the compl et e ndransingge bceft weheant, pSe cepplhee
actually feels mbat appaoplhoaalkdt han oétransna
of placespecific culture, institutions, people, knowledge, and resources within several local sites
and across borders. Translocal in this sense refers to the ties that people retain in the
communities of origin and to new communities they establish as they migrate in search®f work

The notion of thenationalsstill holds importance, howeverntpirical studies have shaw
that transnational communities often work as locations for ndmidding processes and even
generators of nationalism (Gabaccia 2000; Laliotou 2004; Smith 1888)e same time,tates
maintainan active role in promoting forms of trdmgderactivities thatshouldnot be
underesti mat ed, asingpioti unttieadn aoluits thoy pt ehres piencetoi v e
Hall and Taylor 1996). Sending satiensshapé i nstit
transnationalism by means of their policies for expatriates, citizenship policies, electoral laws,
and strate@is (Baubdck 2003; Ostergadielsen 2003)Macro-level factors in both the U.S

and Mexican economies continue to play a cent

®Defined by Levittand GliccSchi | | er (2004:9) as fa set of multiple in
through which ideas, practices, and resources are unequally exchanged, organized, and transformed.

® In the context of this thesis, with magrts from northern Oaxaca heading to both Mexican and US destinations,
translocalwould appear the more appropriate termtoBsthfit r ansnati onal 6 and Atransl o
subsets of transborder movements (after Wiest (2010:23).
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while U.S immigration policy remains focused on controlling the flow of undocumented
migrants, with often unexpected consequehdes1986, an amnesty law under the Immigration
Reform and Control Act (IRCA) conferred legal status on nearly three million illegailgrants
in the U.S, turning them into important family and community resources for future migrants
(Stephen 2007:145The Mexican governmeiitat municipal, state and federal levelalso
plays a crucial role in creating transnational public life (88@06), by creating programs to
strengthen links with Mexicans abroad, to support public works, to keep remittances flowing,
and to control the transnational political participation of Mexicans in the United States.

In summary, it is clear that the traasional paradigm is still in developmei@®meeven
comment that usage of the tetransnationalisnis in danger of outpacing the ability of
scholarly practice to the@s about it (Smith 2006). Nevertheless, the achievements are still
considerable. Migrdractivities arenow conceived and studied as processes involoot
sending and receiving countries, which in turn create a-cratgsnal social spaaar field for the
purposes of analysis (represented in Figure thahis way, he transnational padigm remains
one ofthe best attempto respond to and reflect evider processes of globalisatfort shows
that rather than regarding and portraying migrants as workers in a global division of labour, there
are many different identities that shapepdoe 6 s act i ons and consciousn
providers of labour for capitalist production in a world economy, but they are also political and
social actors. In particular, the paradigm improves our understanding of hoviooraies
processes drivihe economies of sending communities through the exchange of ideas, skills and
resources. The debate as to whether these processes daetishdvantagéocal development

forms the final sutsection of this part of the literature review

" The increase militarisation of theCaliforniaMexico border (Shelley 2007) has pushed wehddmigrants east

into Arizona andnto thehandsdd y @t es 6 or people smugglers. Work by Cor
has shown that these changes hatdo signifcantly limit numbers of undcumented entrants, which tadlwell

over 11 million during 199Q005, with 40% arriving in the 20e®005 periodMassey and Capoferro (2007)

reported that the number of Mexicans entering the U.S increased 450% in the/I8i8®sumbersnteringthe

U.S remain high, tighter border contrblave limited the ability oindocumented workets make return trips to

Mexico and participate in circular migratory flows (Cornelius and Lewis 2007)

& Major cities like Los Angelesvhere many tranborder migrants are concentratetherge as strategic sites for

globalised economic processes, tlamcentration of capital and new types of potential actors (S499€n 1991).
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