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Resumen

Ladiscusion sobre el lugar y €l espacio es un
tema pendiente en |a literatura de migraciones.
Desde una perspectivatradicional, las
migraciones internacionales se han entendido
en términos bipolares, entre un lugar de origen
y uno de destino y através de esquemas de
adaptaci dn/integracion/asimilacion de los
inmigrantes en los paises de llegada. El
enfoque trasnaciona aplicado a estudio de las
migraciones, que ciertamente constituye un reto
a esta concepcion rigida de los procesos
migratorios, elimina en la précticalas
referencias de carécter geogréfico, ya que las
migraciones se producen en espacios socialesy
culturales sin base territorial. El articulo
reflexiona sobre la articulacion del espacio
fronterizo, entendido como las ciudades
fronterizas del norte de México, en la
construccién de espacios sociales
trasnacionales, a partir de la Encuesta sobre
Migracion ala Frontera Norte (EMIF).

Palabras clave: asimilacion, frontera México-
Estados Unidos, migracion interna, migracion
internacional, trasnacionalismo.

Abstract

The border space in the articulation of
transnational social spaces:. theoretical
reflection and empirical analysis

The debate on “place and space” isto be
explored in the literature of migrations. From a
traditional perspective, international migrations
are understood in bipolar terms, from a point of
departure and a second of arrival, and through
frameworks of adaptation/integration/
assimilation. The transnational approach for
the study of migration which constitutes a
challenge for rigid traditional perspectives does
not take into account practically any
geographical reference. According to this view,
migrations occur within social and cultura
spaces without aterritorial basis. In this
context, this article explores the role of the
border space (i.e. the Mexico northern border
cities) in the construction of transnational

social spaces, from the analysis of EMIF
(Survey on Migration to the Northern Border).

Key words: assimilation, Mexico-USA border,
internal migration, international migration,
transnationalism.

hediscussiononspaceisapending subjectintheliteratureonmigration.
Space’ s definition in said literature has been between the theoretical
demand and the practical needsto translate the conceptsto operational
variablesfromthe avail ableinformation (Pascual de Sans, 1993), hence, space,
understood asterritory, isdivided into administrative regions and migration is
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considered as a change, from the area of origin to adestination one. This fact
represents, firstly, aproblem of quantitativecharacter. Accordingtothesizeand
number of zones established, there will be more or fewer displacements (see
fromexample, Reesand Convey, 1984; Robinson, 1998); administrativedivisions,
besides, separate different types of migrations, for instance, internal and
international migrations, when, from aperspectiveof anindividual’ smigratory
trajectory or acollectivity, thisdivision can befictitious.

Sources of information are a clear limit. Thus, trandating territory into
guantifiablevariables, fromtheinformationformcensusor surveys,itisgeneraly
reduced to ‘place of birth’, ‘nationality’, ‘place of residence prior to data
gathering. Thissystematizationimpliesevident problems. For example, theplace
of birth, related totheplaceof current abiding, allowsdetecting peoplewho have
moved once, yet it neither allowslearning other in-between displacements nor
detectingimmigrants, or establishing thepossi bledi splacementsof thepeoplein
the origin zones who have left and come back.

Asfor broader geographic divisions, the most popular division in migration
studies, bothin Mexico and in therest of the world, has been, undoubtedly, the
countryside-city dichotomy, which generally has been studied in a single
direction, fromthecountrysidetothecity, within the supposed urbani zation and
industrialization processes. In reference to Mexico-United States migration,
Durand(1988) arguesthat thepriority thestudy of rural environment usually has
ajustification or prejudiceof theoretical character, sinceitissupposedthatinthe
Mexican countryside is where the problems and the so-called ‘factors of
gjection’ that determine the emigration process are.

In this same sense Rouse (1991) considers that the socio-spatial image
prevailing in the discourse on the rural Mexico has been that of ‘ community’
understood as abstract expression of the Nation-State, in the sense of a
populationinsideclosed and uniqueterritoriesor places. Hence, accordingtothis
author, itisassumed that social rel ationswherethemembersof thesecommunities
take part are moreintensewithin thisspace than outside. That image of therural
world also implies internal coherence and a series of common features,
expressed asanidentity whoseconstitutive partsfit perfectly insideashared way
of life, where there is a series of values and opinions which have internal
coherency (Rouse, 1991).

Thesetraditional approaches have seen the phenomenon in bipolar terms: a
place of originwhereoneleaves(generally alessdevel oped country, inthecase
of international migration), and a destination place one arrives to (a better
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developed country —Rouse, 1992). This traditional conception has two
suppositions. Firstly, the settling is seen as a process by means of which people
gradually createtheir social networksin the destination places and lose contact
with the community of origin. Secondly, the attitudes and practices of the
migrants are seen from a neo-functional perspective, as rather effective forms
of adaptation to the new environment. Asthis author states, the emphasison a
bipolar reference framework masks the ways in which permanent migrants
preserve contact with the peopleand communitiesthey haveleft behind (Rouse,
1992).

Space and transnational approach

Thistraditional approach of international migration hasbeen rebated by studies
that haveopted for atransnational reading of thismigratory flow. Kearny (1991),
perhaps one of the authors who hasworked the most in thisline, distinguishes,
definingtransnationalism, betweenformsof organi zationandidentity that arenot
limited by transnational borders, asthe' transnational’ corporationswouldbe, and
‘post-national’ forms, whichreflect achangetoward aperiod wherearedefinition
of the National-state role takes place. In relation to this last, migration has
become a basic structural characteristic of some communities that have been
transformedintruly transnational ones. Such communitiesthusdefy thedefining
capacity of Nation-State which they transcend (Kearney, 1991), thereby
migrations occur in global spaces with multiple dimensions, composed by
interrel ated subspaces, limitless and often discontinuous (K earney, 1995).

Kearney’ sreflections(1991; 1995) on spaceimply two suppositions, which
are somehow, present in the literature of anthropological nature. One, the
construction of transnational communities implies a challenge for the very
definition of Nation-State, up to the point that some authors have stated the
disappearance of it, and even of the space understood within geographic and
territorial limits. In this manner, the migratory flows and the construction of
transnational communities would be created in a hypothetical ‘third space’,
‘hyperspace’ or ‘de-located trans-nations’, in any case, alien to nationa
dynamics (Guptaand Ferguson, 1992; Appadurai, 1996). Two, (transnational)
localities are social and cultural constructions (communities), not geographic
spaces.



The border space in the articulation of transnational socials spaces:... le. Mendoza

Thistheoretical discussionof space, whichmany atimeshasimplieditsdenial,
has been seen, to acertain extent, contrasted to the empirical studies performed
by anthropol ogists and sociol ogists on transnationalism. In this sense, despite
anthropological literature prefers the ‘community’ concept, non-delimited to
territorial limits or precise spaces, but as a set of social relations and common
identities. M ost of the empiricstudiesinreality iscentered on concretel ocalities,
located in a different Nation-State, which some authors call ‘transnational
localities', itis, interritorieswith very preciseadministrativelimits.

Nonetheless there is no explicit reference to the transnational phenomena,
Mines(1981), in hisstudy in LasAnimas, Zacatecas, introduced the concept of
‘communal migration tradition’, which can be understood as afirst antecedent
tothe concept of ‘ transnational community’. Later, Georges(1990) in her study
on Los Pinos, community located in the region of La Sierra, in Dominican
Republic, defines’ transnational community’ astheset of spatial ambitsof wide
socia relations, receptor of economic, social and cultural worldwide patterns,
wherethelocalities areinserted, and they exhibit features proper to the region,
aswell asreflect global patterns. In this sense Georges (1990) opines that, by
means of the displacements of the migrants, the networks who communicate
them in space and the capital flow (remittances and savings), the migrant
communitiesin Los Pinosareinterrelated in acomplex manner yet concrete to
central regionsin the United States. Hence, by means of the continuousflow of
people, and also money, goodsand information, the settlements (of migrantson
both sides of the Mexico-United States border) are easier to understand as a
singlecommunity scatteredinamultitudeof localizations(Rouse, 1991; Goldring,
1992).

Rouse (1992), on his own, underscores the relevance of the class relation
when it comes to understand the migration-settling binomial and the need to
accept transnationalism as reference framework when studying the migration
from Mexico to the United Statesin Aguilillas (Michoacan) and Redwood City
(Cdifornia). Last but not least, Smith (1998) studies Ticuani (pseudonym of a
Mexican community) and New Y ork, from the perspective of political and
economic action of the people from Ticuani on their place of origin.

In this manner, the empiric literature on transnationalism, the concepts
‘communal migrationtradition’, ‘ transnational communities’ and* transnational
localities become territories located in two different Nation-states, which in
spiteof lackingterritorial contiguity areconnected by intensesocial links, which
are trandated into people, goods, ideas and capitals flow in a neuter space.
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Transnational social spaces and migratory networks

Indubitably the social dimension (relations and social links) has been the key
element at the moment of determining which community or migratory flow
becomestransnational . Inadefinition, now classical inliterature, Glick Schiller;
Bach and Szanton Blanc (1992), define transnationalism:

Wehavedefined transnationalism asthe processesby whichimmigrantsbuild social
fields that link together their country of origin and their country of settlement.
Immigrantswhobuildsuchsocial fieldsaredesignated transmigrants . Transmigrants
developand maintainmultiplerel ations—familial, economic, social, organizational,
religious, and political that span borders. Transmigrantstakeactions, makedecisions,
and feel concerns, and devel op identities within social networks that connect them
totwoor moresocietiessimultaneously (Glick etal., 1992: 1-2, italicsby thisarticle’ s
author)

In this sense, the concept of field or social* (space) has been fundamental in
literature, especially, inthat of sociologic nature. Being notablethe centrality of
the concept, Kivisto (2001) proposes to clearly difference the reading of
transnationalism from three disciplines and proposes three readings of the
phenomenon: that proposed from the cultural anthropology, the concept of
transnational social spaces, and the conception of transnationalism as a mid-
reach theory.

Faist (1999: 40), separately proposesthefollowing definition of transnational
social spaces:

Transnational socia spaces are combinations of social and symbolic ties, positions
in networks and organi zations and networks of organizationsthat can befound in at
least two geographically and internationally distinct places (Faist, 1999: 40).

Differently from other transnational spaces(political or economic, following
the taxonomy proposed by Portes et al., 1999), the concept of ‘transnational
social space’ is of a more difficult precision and specially its measurement.
Political transnationalism has been, for instance, approached from the vote of
Mexican people abroad or in the number of people affiliated to migrant

1 Marina Ariza (2002) affirms that the difference between ‘social space’ and ‘socia field' is merely
a preference and school of thought matter. Those located in line with the French though (Bourdieu)
prefer the ‘social field' concept. Conversely, authors from the geographic school in northern and
central Europe (such as Faist or Kivisto) opt for the use of ‘social spaces'.
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associationsin the United States (for instance, Fitzgerald, 2000; Smith, 2003).
The economic, onitsown, can be studied from the amount of remittancesor the
establishing of enterprises created by migrants after their return (for instance,
Canales and Mendoza, 2001; Ballesteros, 2002). The concept *transnational
social space’ doesnot only require conceptual limits, as other conceptsrelative
to transnationalism used in literature, but also methodological toolsthat allow
grasping the phenomenon’ s relevance.

It seems evident, however, that a first approximation to the concept of
‘transnational social space’ can be performed from themost easily quantifiable
concept, that of “ migratory networks'. Inthissense, socio-demographicliterature
on migrations has provided an important contribution as it demonstrated that
consolidationand securing of thesocial networksamong migrants, ex-migrants,
and non-migrants from ejector and receptor areas is fundamental in order to
understand themigratory flow’ scontinuity and expansionintheregionsof origin
(Massey, 1990; Massey et al., 1991). In the same way, when decreasing the
risks associated to transfer, the expansion of networks in the places of origin
implies a broadening of the migratory flow to groups considered less prone to
emigrate (see, for instance, Fawcett, 1989; Portes and Sensenbrenner, 1993;
Massey et al., 1998), whichisduetothefact that associal networksexpand and
increase, the magnitude of social capital inthem also does (Mines, 1981; Tilly,
1990; Massey et al., 1991).

Socio-demographic approaches, however, observe the role of the networks
in concrete moments, either in the time of carrying out the survey or in the
moment of performing the current or past migration, disregarding the creation
and destruction processes of these social links. Indeed, as Menjivar (2000)
demonstrated, from an extensive ethnographic work in San Francisco, social
networks can be weakened and even be extinguished as time passes, as it
occurred in the case of the Salvadorian migrantsin thiscity, since there wasno
reciprocity among the members of the group, partly because of the situation of
labor and economic precariousness these peoplelivedin.

Inthisline, Faist (1999) proposesatypol ogy of thetransnational social spaces,
precisely fromsaid networks’ duration(either brief or lengthy) andtheir intensity
(weak or strong).

L eaving thereductionism and the mechanical relations between variabl es of
every typology aside, the advantage of Faist’s classification (1999) liesin the
interrel ation of timewiththeintensity of thenetworks, interrel ationswhichleads
to diverse situations, from the assimilation in the destination societies to the
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construction of transnational communities as opposed. It is also noteworthy in
this classification, the historic element (short duration versus long duration),
whichimpliesthat theformation of contactsand social linksisdynamic(tablel).

The articulation of social networks by means of migration is performed at
different scales: individuals, families, househol dsand communities (Grasmuck
and Pessar, 1991). Ariza (2002) for example, has underlined that the family’s
centrality in the migratory processes emanates from two interrelated aspects.
Ontheoneside, itisone of the main organization axes of themigrants' livesin
the destination places; and on the other side, it constitutesadecisive coreinthe
meaning the migrants attribute to the migration experience and other social
knowledge.

In this context of familial centrality and the relations in the household, the
concepts on family and transnational households are distinguishable. As a
consequenceof migration, thefamilial unitissplitintosevera disseminatedcells
both abroad aswell asin the country of origin, or it integrates and fusions with
other familial units, by meansof which multi-nuclear householdsaremade, which
have continuous contact with each other. In spite of spatial dispersion, and
because of the maintenance of familia networks, these different fragments

TABLE1
ATYPOLOGY OFTHETRANSNATIONAL SOCIAL SPACES

Intendty Week Strong

Duration

Shortduration | Digerson and assimilation | Transational interchange and
Thelinkswiththe country r ecipr ocity
of origin arecut, oftenfast | Thelinks withthe country of

integrationintothe origin ae preserved, often
receptive country returning migraion
Long durdion | Transnational networks Transnational communities
Socia links are used in Dense network of networks of
some areas (bus ness, communi tieswithout concrete
religion, politics) [ ocation, between the origin and
dedination

Source: Faist (1999: 44).
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interact asacommon entity, whichin acertain way erasethe physical distances
opened by migration. The new familial structure thus conformed links several
local realitieswith the international environment and configureswhat hasbeen
calledmulti-local transnational family (Glick Schiller; Baschand Blanc-Szanton,
1992; Guarnizo, 1997). Thesemulti-local transnational familiescan, inaccordance
with Faist (2000), havetwo structures. Thefirstwouldbeconstituted by families
with parents and some children in the destination places, and the other children
intheplaceof origin, under thevigilanceof relativesor friends. Thesecondwould
betheresult of thereturning migration, wherethe parentsat acertain agereturn
tothecountry of origin, whilechildrenasadultsand grandchildren decideto stay
inthecountry of immigration (Faist, 2000). Fromamorefunctional perspective
Palerm (2002) uses the ‘trans-border household’ concept to refer to the multi-
residence of Mexican migrantsin the United States, who thisauthor qualifiesas
‘binational laborers’ who periodically displace between Mexico and the United
States.

At the community scale, the importance of networks has been explored by
different authors. For instance, in aclassical study, and from the comparisons of
the historiesof two Mexican migrant communities(L asAnimas, Zacatecas, and
Guadal upe, Michoacan), Minesand M assey (1985) analyzehow thedifferences
in the construction of networksin these communities have repercussionsin the
sort of migration. Responding to different migratory histories, which imply
different constructionsof networks, peoplefrom L asAnimasdecideto construct
communitiesof migrantsinthe United States, whereasthe peoplefromthetown
in Zacatecas languishes both economic and demographically. The flow from
Guadal upe, onthecontrary, iscomposed by legal migrantswho periodically move
totheUnited States, yet they keeptheir residencein Mexico (Minesand Massey,
1985).

Inasimilar manner, Goldring (1992) comparestwo migratory circuits (Las
Animasy Gémez Farias) and concludes that the transnational migrant circuits
are places of social experiences, and can be useful analysis units to perform
compared migratory studies.

Thesocia constructionof acommunity withinmigratory circuitsimpliesthat,
despite the differences in access to resources, health, status, or other socio-
economic indictors, people within a migrant circuit generally share many
characteristics, restrictionsand valuesfor their belonging to said circuit. Under
theumbrellaof the* transnational migratory circuit’, accordingto Goldring (1992)
differentlevelsof analysisinteract: localitiesandregionswith different histories,
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waysof social organization, institutionsthat regul atetheaccesstoresourcesand
the patterns of access to resources such as land.

Retaking the aforementioned, Faist’s (2000) typology, the second in this
document, hasthevirtueto gather different * sensibilities’, when distinguishing
between transnational spaces created from groups united by kinship (families),
transnational circuits (individuals) and transnational communities, which have
different sorts of links and networks. In this author’ s definition, the concept of
‘transnational circuit’ isbare of any allusionto community and even temporary
references(periodic mobility), to bereducedtotheideaof agroup of individuals
with common interests (table 2).

Tosumup,intheliteraturethesocial dimensionof theconcept of * transnational
social space’ hasprevailed, and thegeographic onehasbeendelayed, inaddition
to pinpoint that social networks are the basic element which configures said
spaces.

I nter mediation in the Mexico - United States migration

Thetransnational approach hasnot displayed any interest in studying the spaces
| ocated between thedestination and origin, which conform, through social links,
in accordance with thisanalysis perspective, asingletransnational community.
Thisisasignificant change from some classical studies on migrations, and in
specific, fromtheeconomicist model sthat included distance’ sfrictionasanother
variable at the moment of deciding amigration. Distance and in-between space
donot count, and even migratory movementsare produced, for someauthors, in
spaceswith noterritorial base, such asthe*third space’ or * hyperspace’ (Gupta
and Ferguson, 1992; Appadurai, 1996)

TABLE2
THREESORTSOFTRANSNATIONAL SOCIAL SPACES
Sort of transnational M ain characterigic of
sacial space the network Main characteristic | Examples
Transnationa groups Recognition of
united by Kinship Reciprocity cial horms Remittances

Use of thegrowp’s
interna advantages

Internationd circuits Interchange Merchants' networ ks
Mobilization of

Transnational calective

communities Soli darity representations Diasporas

Source: Faist (2000: 203).

92



The border space in the articulation of transnational socials spaces:... le. Mendoza

Thisinterpretation of intermediate spaces needsto berestated, especialy in
the case of the Mexico - United States migration, wherethe migration to border
citiesinthenorth of Mexico, isoften, astep previousto international migration.
This previous step islogically influenced by the existence of the international
border, whichin the 1990’ s underwent a process of militarization, and causing
that border cities are, in many cases, places of contention of migration to the
United States (see, for instance, Massey et al., 2002). Thisimage (transit cities,
border cities) isfound rooted in theliterature and in the popul ar imaginary, and
avoids the fact that the border cities are, in their own, destination of domestic
migrationandevenreceptorsof international migration, mostly yet notexclusively,
people of Mexican origin bornin the United States.

Fromtheregion’ sperspective, and not exclusively thecities' , therehavebeen
some attempts to conceptualize the ‘border region’ that would comprehend
Mexican and Americanterritorieslocated on both sidesof theinternational line.
The debate on the existence or inexistence of aborder region has not been free
from polemic. For someauthors(for instance, Bustamante, 1989; Herzog, 1990)
thereisonly one Mexico - United Statesborder region, based on the geographic
contiguity that carries a series of intensive interchanges, however, for others
(see, Alegria 2000) the concept of ‘border region’ has neither solid bases nor
theoretical referenceframework. Simultaneously, therehavebeen debates, with
no concreteresults, onthedefinition and extension of theM exico - United States
border zone (seeinthisrespect, Ham-Chande and Weeks, 1988; or Zenteno and
Cruz, 1992). Mendoza(2001), avoidingthispolemic, limitsarbitrarily aterritory
from meridians and parallels, north and south of the border, in order to explore
the possible geographic distribution of demographic eventsintheterritory. His
conclusions can be rather taxative:

The international line separates two different socio-demographic systems. The
volume of people who move across the territory seemsto be[...] the only common
socio-demographic feature, despitethe characteristicsof theflow anditsimpactson
the territory vary on each side of the border. On the contrary migration seems to
reinforcethedistancethereisin socio-demographi c termsbetween northern Mexico
and southwestern United States. We do not find [ ...] enough evidenceto state there
isafusion effect of socio-demographicevents, conversely, theborder exercisesarole
of dividing linebetween two soci o-demographic regimes(Mendoza, 2001: 52).
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In this sense, in the case of socio-demography of northern Mexico, the first
studies explained the supposed socio-demographic changes in the region in
function of their vicinity with the United States (Ham and Weeks, 1988;
Bustamante, 1989). In these context, the ‘model of demographic transition of
northern Mexico' was explained, transaction that was located in a more
advanced phase than the rest of the country (Coubes, 2000). Nonetheless, as
from the 1990's decade, there has been an approach change: the borer is
compared to the rest of the country, and in general, it is concluded that the
changes in the north are a reflection of the structural changes produced in
Mexicoasawhole(forinstance, thestudy by Delaunay and Brugeilles, 1995, on
fertility; Quilodran, 1998, onmarriage). Inthissameline Delaunay (1995), who
reviewsaseriesof demographicindicatorsfor theset of thecountry, affirmsthat
the northern border is Mexican, yet often, it leads demographic and economic
changes in the country. Nevertheless, this author avoids a clear stance on
whether the border cities have distinctive features which boost changesin their
socio-demographic structure, or if the latter are nothing but a reflection of the
country as awhole.?

In accordance with this literature, border citiesin northern Mexico are not
alone asthey exhibit demographic features common for therest of the country,
althoughthey areindeed uniqueasthey receiveaconsiderablevolumeof people,
migrants or not, who visit these cities. It is this aspect the one this article is
interestedin, theroleborder citieshaveinthe construction of aMexico - United
Statestransnational space, wheretheselocalitiesare at thetime destination and
crossing points of migration, both from Mexico and the United States. In order
to explore this dimension we have the Survey on Migration in the Northern
Border (Encuesta sobre Migracion en la Frontera Norte, EMIF) whose
objectiveisquantifying theflow of peoplewho crosstheborder citiesinnorthern
Mexico.

21n the United States, studies on socio-demography from the southwest focus, generally speaking, on
topicsrelated to migration or ethnicity (specialy theflow of illegal workers, for instance, Bean et al.,
1992; Bustamante, 2001), health (in many cases migrants’ health or the Mexican users of American
health services or socia benefits, for example, Guendelman and Jasin 1992) or poverty (e.g., Beets
and Slottje, 1994; Ward, 1995). According to most of the approaches, even though it is not clearly
stated, to border, differently from other places, is a troublesome place, where the phenomena, which
by the way are observed in the rest of the country, are generally stressed. When it comes to explain
these indicators, one of the reasons provided on the (greater) poverty of southwestern United States
is that this comes from its proximity with Mexico. Indeed, this vision coincides with the opinion of
wide population sectors, included that of Mexican origin, residing in the United States' border cities
(in this respect see Vila, 2000).
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The survey on migration in the northern border

EMIF, carried out jointly by the National Council of Population (Consejo
Nacional de Poblacion), the Secretariat of Labor and Social Prevision
(Secretaria de Trabajo y Previsién Social) and the Colegio de la Frontera
Norte, inthe main border citiesin northern Mexico (namely, from west to east,
Tijuana, Mexicali, Nogales, Ciudad Juérez, Piedras Negras, Nuevo Laredo,
Reynosa and Matamoros) ever since 1993.2 EMIF assemblies three
guestionnaires related between each other, which correspond to a single
conceptual theoretical framewaork, they quantify and characterizefour migratory
flows according to their precedence: south, border cities, the United States and
migrants deported by the Border Patrol of the United States Immigration and
Naturalization Service (‘ deported migrants'). Seven surveys were carried out,
from 1993 t0 2003; the periodswhen the surveysare performed are yearly, with
the exception of the fifth phase, which was at nine months.* In this article data
fromthefirst to the sixth phase are used, which allows usto have a period from
1993 to 2001. Data from the different phases have been grouped by calendar
years, as the methodology of the different phasesis comparable.
Inthisarticle wewill focus on the questionnaire corresponding to the south
- north flow (coming from the south); it is, migrantsfrom Mexico who arriveto
theborder toremainthereor useit ascrossing point (documented or undocumented)
toward the United States. The object popul ation of the ‘ coming from the south’
guestionnaire consists of people older than 12 years of age, born outside the
United States, who reach some of the sampling cities, not residing inthisborder
city orintheUnited Statesand with no dateof return. Inrespect tothispopul ation
itisimportant to mentionthat conceptual ly it surpassestheinternational laboring

3 Thefirst EMIF phase (March 28", 1993 and March 27", 1994) was performed in 23 border localities
which vitually constituted the universe of transit places of labor flow to or from the United States.
Nevertheless, in the first surveying it was observed that slightly more than 94 percent of the laboring
migrantsmoved acrosseight border cities: Tijuana, Mexicali, Nogales, Ciudad Juarez, PiedrasNegras,
Nuevo Laredo, Reynosa and Matamoros. Because of this, as from the second surveying, only the
mentioned citieswere considered. In each of these cities, the sampling zoneswere delimited; theseare:
bus station (or the terminals of the different companies), the airport, train station (if it isin functions),
the international crossing bridges, the Mexican custom inspection points. These zones were assigned
as a relative measure of the size of the flow percentage the corresponding city receives
(www.conapo.gob.mx/migracion_int/3b.htm).

4 Thefirs phase of EMIF took place between March 28", 1993 and March 27, 1994; the second from
December 1994 to December 13", 1995; the third, from July 11™, 1996 to July 10", 1997; the fourth,
form July 11™, 1998 to July 10", 1999; the fifth, from July 11™, 1999 to April 10", 2000; the sixth
from April 11%, 2000 to April 10", 2001; and finally the seventh, from April 11™, 2001 to April 10",
2002. For further information go to www.conapo.gob.mx/migracion_int/principal .html.
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migratory flow properly said, for it comprehendspeoplewhosestay intheborder
zone is due to a visit to relatives or friends, study or leisure, with undefined
returning date.

Finally, EMIF allowsdistinguishing two sortsof migrants: thosewho, being
interviewed on their intention of stay, express they want to enter the United
States(‘ transitmigrants') and thosewhowant toremain, eventhoughtemporarily,
in the Mexican border city where the interview was performed (‘border
migrants’).’

Migratory networks as spaces articulators

Theliteraturecoincidesin stating therel evanceof social networksto understand
the flow of people, goods, capitals and ideas and, thus, the construction of
transnational social spaces (see, table 1). EMIF, in this sense, contains several
recurring questionsin demography that all ow an approach to the study of social
networks.

A first approachisgivenby thequestionrelativetothefact of havingrel atives
or friendsin the border city, both for those who arein transit toward the United
States and those migrants who opt for residing, although temporarily, in the
border citiesin northern Mexico (border migrants). The question doesnot detail
kinship degree or the years the people have known each other.

Graph 1 shows quite revealing results, as more than a half of the border
migrants comprehended in the 1996-2001 period had relatives or friendsin the
Mexicannorthernborder. Besides, thispatternisclearly ascendantinthe1990’s.
Migrantsin transit toward the United States, conversely, do not show a clear
tendency inthisentry, however, thisisalwaysfound under that registeredinthe
case of border migrants. These data seem to show that the fewer the number
of relatives and friends migrants have in the northern border of Mexico, the
greater probability they crossinto the United States.

5 Border migrants are those who state that the reason of their visit to the northern border isin order
to work, look for ajob or aresidence change. Migrants in transit to the United States are those who
declare that the reason of their ‘visit' to the border isin order to cross into the United States. The
rest are people who are visiting the north because of a particular reason (relative visit, shopping) or
students.
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Deepeningintothisline, tables3and4 show thehel p provided by rel ativesand
friendsinthemigrants’ last trip, distinguishing by sort of migrant, either border
oneor intransit to the United States. Inthissense, it isinteresting to underscore
that thoseintransit do not only havefewer acquaintancesintheborder cities, but
alsotheir networksare noticeably less solid than those of border migrants, who
want to live at least temporarily in northern Mexico. Hence, with the exception
of 2001, in therest of the years when the survey was applied, border migrants,
in a proportion oscillating from 20 and 25 percent, received some kind of
monetary help from relatives and friends in order to perform their previous
migration (table 3).

Thisindicator isdramatically reduced to 10 percent, and what ismore, there
is ot a so continuous pattern, in the case of the transit migrants to the United
States (table 4).

Itisprecisely the continuity in the pattern the basic difference between both
migrant groups analyzed in this section. Whereas border migrants have a
homogeneous pattern as for help received from relatives or friends along the
decadeof study, thosewho areintransit have patternswith lessdefined profiles
(tables 3 and 4).

Indeed, thehel pinthesearchfor employmentisanindicator that demonstrates
thenetworks' quality. Inthe1996—1998 period, morethan 40 percent (and about
30 percent in 1999 — 2000) of the border migrantshad help tofind ajob intheir
last visit (table3). Inthecaseof migrantsintransit, help never reached 20 percent
of thetotal, exceptin 1998 (table4). Fromthis, onelearnsthat networks' solidity
inborder citiesisbasicfor understanding aperson’ sdecisiontoremaininMexico
or go into the United States.

Nonetheless, it must be taken into account that a part of the border migrants
whowant to stay, temporarily at least, inthenorth of Mexico, al sowantsto cross
into the United Statesin the future. Namely, 35 percent of the border migrants
in the 1993 — 1997 period expressed their intention of migrating to the United
States. Thisfigure, however, decreased to less than 20 percent in 1998 — 2001

(graph 2).5

5 Thereisalso asmall percentage, awaysunder 10 percent, of migrantswho arein transit to the United
States who do not want to cross into the United States. This datum is at first, incongruent, and can
be understood as a crossing displacement. Migrants have it clear they want to cross (intentions of
crossing), but they do not want to do it immediately. It can also be the case of false answers.
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TABLE3
MIGRANTSFROM THESTATESOF THEREPUBLICWITHMEXICAN
NORTHERN BORDERASDESTINATION (BORDERMIGRANTS). SORT OFHELP
PROVIDEDBY RELATIVESAND FRIENDSINTHELASTMIGRATIONTOTHE
CITY OFSAMPLING, 1996-2001 (PERCENTAGE)

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Sort of help
Monetary | ending
Yes 290 256 258 21.6 20 169
No 710 744 742 78.3 771 831
No Infa/No Ans 00 0.0 00 0.1 0.8 00
Accommodation and/or food
Yes 792 8.3 832 79.7 76.7 883
No 208 16.7 168 20.2 232 117
NI / NA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0
Assistancetofinda job
Yes 437 40.4 418 32.9 289 334
No 56.3 59.6 582 67.1 71.0 66.6
NI/NA 00 0.0 00 0.0 0.1 00
Hired
Yes 31 18 9.2 4.9 38 0.8
No 96.9 98.2 908 95.0 %54 99.2
NI/NA 00 0.0 00 0.1 0.8 00

NB: proportions calculated from the total of people who declared having relatives and friends in the
city of the interview.
Source: EMIF, phases one to six.

99 July / September 2007



Papeles de POBLACION No. 53 CIEAP/UAEM

TABLE4
MIGRANTSFROM THESTATESOFTHEREPUBLICINTRANSITTOTHE
UNITESSTATES(MIGRANTSINTRANSITTOTHEUNITED STATES). SORT OF
HELPPROVIDEDBY FRIENDSAND RELATIVESINTHELASTMIGRATIONTO
THECITY OF SAMPLING, 1996-2001 (PERCENTAGE)

19% 197 198 199 2000 2001

Srt o help

Monetary | endi ng

Yes 09 84 271 120 93 89
No 9291 96 729 &5 906 910
NI/NA 00 00 00 34 01 01
Accommodaionand/or food

Yes 387 &80 770 908 753 589
No 613 170 230 308 246 410
NI/NA 00 00 00 04 01 01
Assistancetofinda job

Yes 00 183 346 175 6.2 28
No 1000 8l7 654 M3 937 971
NI/NA 00 00 00 32 01 01
Hired

Yes 00 00 01 0.8 02 06
No 1000 1000 999 69 997 993
NI/NA 00 00 00 32 01 01

NB: proportions calculated from the total of people who declare having realtives and friends in the
city of the interview.
Source: EMIF, phases one to six.
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These dataindicate that border cities have retained agrowing percentage of
the flow directed to the north (including both the border cities and the United
States) along the 1990's decade. They could aso indicate that when the
migration is stated as a short one, among border migrants, asubstantial part of
the peopl e going north wantsto go back, in the short or mid term, to their places
of origin.

Time migrating, characteristics and destination of the
flow to the north

In the previous section networks' solidity is appointed as determinant for the
migrant to decide whether to stay or not inthe border citiesin northern Mexico.
The question to be stated is up to which extent there are not differenced
demographic characteristics according to the migrants' destination. Thisisto
say, itisstatedwhether thetwoterritories(border citiesinMexicoandtheUnited
States) compete for the same sort of migrant or, on the contrary, the flows that
go to a place or the other are substantialy different as for their socio-
demographic characteristics.

Data in this section, differently from the previous section, are grouped in
accordance with the migrants' final destination, not with their temporary
destination, since as it has been previously seen (graph 2) a part of those who
declare that their stay’s motive is to look for employment, to work or change
residencein the north of Mexico expresstheir intention to crossinto the United
States in the future.

Hence, table5 showstwo clearly different profil esbetween border migrants,
understood as those who want to stay in northern Mexico, and those who want
to go toward the United States. Thelatter are older, have alarger proportion of
married people and come, in a greater proportion, from western Mexico.
Conversely, the border migrant is younger, their probability of being singleis
higher and their origin in Mexico is less defined. There are also observable
differencesasfor labor insertion of both groupsinthe 30 daysprior tomigration.
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These profiles have severa points of interest; in the first place, they once
againunderlinetheimportanceof networks, sinceitisOccident, withamigratory
tradition close to a hundred years (seein this respect, Cardoso, 1980; Durand,;
Massey et al., 2001), thezonewhich nurturestheflow toward the United States.
Inthesecond place, datasuggest that migrationtothe United Statesiscomposed
by adult people, not youth who, in spite of being married travel alone (itisalso
relevant thelow number of women). Theflow with the M exican northern border
asdestinationisyounger; for thislast group, thechangeof residencetotheborder
cities in northern Mexico can probably be associated with a rupture with the
familial environment and an insertion in the border labor market can be
considered as very dynamic, at least compared to the labor markets of the
migrantsin Mexico (seefor instance, Zavalade Cosio, 1997).

Probabilities of crossing into the United States

Thus far, we have seen the relevance of network and the difference between
themigratory profilestoward the M exican northern border or the United States.
Below we present two models of logistic regression, whose end is to explore
whichtheaveragemigrant is; who, once decided the migration, hasthe greatest
probability of crossingtheinternational borderline. Inboth model sthedependent
variableistheintention of crossing (do not want to crossin to the United States
= 0; do want to cross = 1), and the independent variables include gender, age
accordingto agegroups, year of thesurvey, labor experienceinthe 30 daysprior
to the migration, having relatives or friends in the northern border or not, and
precedence according to four large geographic areas (Occidental, Border,
Peripheral and Central Region; regionalizationtakenfrom Durand, 1998). Model
lisexclusively referredto border migrants, thosewhowant toremaininMexico,
at least temporarily, a part of them, as we have seen, wants to cross into the
United States. Model 2 considers both border migrants and those who have
decided to cross (‘transit migrants'). It isworth noticing that model 1 predicts
better than model 2 the probabilities of crossing, asit is observablein the more
reduced verisimilitude logarithmsin the case of the first model.’

”Two more modelswere proved; they included theinteraction of thevariable ‘ year of surveying’ with
‘origin’, since according to the literature there has been an expansion of the areas of origin during the
1980’ s and 1990’ s decades (see for example, Marcelli and Cornelius, 2001; Mendoza, 2004). Thisis
to say, the literature seems to point to a diversification of the gector areas in Mexico and it was
attempted to compare the probabilities of crossing of the new gjector areas during the 1990°s decade,
in relation to the probability of international crossing of amigrant from the occidental zone in 1993.

However, in spite the models reduced the logarithm of verisimilitude (-2 log-likehood), most of the
interactions were not significant.
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In this sense, table 6 gathers the betas and beta exponentials of the different
models, aswell astheir statistical significance. Gender, inthefirst place, ishighly
significant (<0.01). Inthe case of theborder migrants(model 1), the probability
that a woman crosses the border is half the probability for a man (0.53).
Conversely, for model 2, the probabilities of crossing, however also lower for
women, are closer to those of men (0.96).

Theyear of crossingisalso highly significant (< 0.01). The probabilitiesfor
amigrant to crossthe border, compared to 1993, the year of reference, differ in
models 1 and 2. This does not show a clear temporary evolution and the
probabilitiesof crossing are closeto onein several years. It doesnot seem, thus,
to affect the year of crossing, as no clear tendency is observed; the flow seems
to be rather steady in the decade. Instead, if we only observe border migrants
(model 1), theevolutionistotally opposed. Whilein the 1994 — 1997 period the
probahilities of crossing are similar to those of 1993. Asfrom 1998, these are
alwayslower thanin 1993. It can be seen that which has been previously stated,
border citiesretainalarger proportion of theflow toward the north ni the second
half of the 1990’ s decade (model 1, table 6).

Both models also show that the probability of crossing increases with age,
nevertheless the progression is more stressed in the second model. This
progression of crossing probability must be understood in the framework of the
aforementioned, the average age of the migrants who want to enter the United
Statesis older than that of those who want to stay in Mexico, moreover let us
remember, weareworking with theflow, itis, displacement. It seemslogical to
think that older people, who apart from this, have agreater probability to have
documentsto crossthe borderlinethan those younger, displace morefrequently
between Mexico and the United States.®

As for the migrants' procedence,® Occident, reference category, is the
emigratory zone par excellence. The probabilities of crossing are reduced to a
half, compared to the traditional region, in the case of the central region and to
a fourth part, when the origin is the border or the periphera states. Here
8 A table of contingency between the fact f having documents to cross the international border and
age showsthat the percentage of peoplewith documentsislarger among the older agegroups, and lesser
in the group of 12-19 years of age.
9QOccident: Aguascalientes, Colima, Durango, Guanajuato, Jalisco, Michoacan, Nayarit, San L uisPotosi
and Zacatecas.

BorderiingsaCalifornia, Bgja California Sur, Chihuahua, Coahuila, Nuevo Leodn, Sinaloa, Sonoraand
Itgrnqgru Fpedéral District, State of Mexico, Guerrero, Hidalgo, Morel os, Puebla, Querétaro, Tlaxcalaand

Oaxaca.
Periphery: Campeche, Chiapas, Quintana Roo, Tabasco, Veracruz and Y ucatan.
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differencesbetween bothmodel sarenot so marked. Similarly, thefact of having
worked previously in the places of origin or having relatives and friends at the
border negatively affects the intentions of crossing, reducing them, in both
modelsto 40 and 30 percent, respectively.

Conclusions

Thisarticle constitutes afirst reflection on the articul ation of the border space,
exclusively understood astheborder citiesof northern Mexico, intheconstruction
of transnational social spaces. Thisreflection hasbeen carried out fromaSouth-
North perspective; thisis, fromthe perspectiveof peoplewhofromMexico head
to the North. In this discussion we have stated in the first place, the need to
incorporate the Mexican northern border cities, intermediate spaces, to amore
general reflection on spaceintransnational Mexico- United Statesmigration. On
the one side, EMIF data have been presented, this survey measures migratory
flow in the main border citiesin northern Mexico, which become, according to
said survey’ s methodology, in observation points of the displacementsin both
directions South-north and North-South. Relating the theoretical issue to the
empiric oneis not an easy task and for such purpose the line of the migratory
networks has been chosen, which according to the literature, are the key
elements when it comes to understand the construction of transnational social
spaces.

This article states the novelty of approaching the transnational phenomena
from EMIF, a survey that measures the flow, and not the migrants stock,
nonetheless, logically apart of said flow will end up establishing in the border
citiesin northern Mexico or in the United States. The subjacent ideaisthat, at
least, from ageographic perspective, thetransnational social spacesarelocated
in territories united by the migrants’ displacement, which can be shaped as
migratory circuits, following theconcept proposed by Goldring (1992) or Mines
and Massey (1985). These migratory circuits imprint a ‘character’ to the
territories which make it up, similarly to the manner territory modules the
migratory flow. Itisinthislast linethat thisarticle' sapproachtriestoexplorethe
articulation of theintermediateborder spaceintheconstruction of atransnational
space between Mexico and the United States.
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TABLEG
LOGOSTICAL REGRESSIONMODELSOFTHEESTIMATION OFPROBABILITIES
OFCROSSINGINTOTHEUNITED STATES

Mode A
Border migrants

B SE Exp(B)
Gende
Women 0.65 0.005 0.53
Age
20-24 0.06 0.004 1.06
2529 055 0.004 1.73
30-34 0.95 0.005 2.58
35-39 101 0.005 2.73
40-44 1.00 0.005 2.71
4549 1.08 0.007 2.95
50 and over 1.04 0.006 2.82
Year
1994 0.07 0.005 0.4
1995 0.08 0004 0.92
1996 0.14 0.005 0.87
1997 0.10 0004 0.90
1998 055 0.005 0.58
1999 0.75 0.004 0.47
2000 0.95 0.004 0.39
2001 -1.26 0.007 0.29
Precedence
Border -1.46 0.003 0.23
Peri phery -1.51 0.005 0.2
Center 0.53 0.003 0.59
Worked inthe 30 days
prior to migration 051 0.003 0.60
Hasrel ativesof friends
inthe border 0.35 0.002 0.70
Constant 013 0.005 1.14
2 log likehood 17 465

Reference categories: men, 12-19 years of age, year 1993, precendence from the occident of Mexico,
has not worked in the 30 days prior to migration and does not have relatives or friends in the border.
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TABLE6
LOGOSTICAL REGRESSION MODEL SOF THEESTIMATION OFPROBABILITIES
OFCROSSINGINTOTHEUNITED STATES
(CONTINUATION)

Mode A
Border migrants

B SE Exp(B)
Gende
Women 0.65 0.005 0.53
Age
20-24 0.06 0.04 1.06
25-29 055 0.04 1.73
30-34 0.95 0.005 2.58
35-39 101 0.005 2.73
40-44 1.00 0.005 2.71
4549 1.08 0.007 2.95
50 end over 1.04 0.006 2.82
Year
1994 0.07 0.005 0.4
1995 0.08 0.04 0.92
1996 0.14 0.005 0.87
1997 0.10 0.04 0.90
1998 0.55 0.005 0.58
1999 0.75 0.004 0.47
2000 0.95 0.004 0.39
2001 -1.26 0.007 0.29
Precedence
Border -1.46 0.003 0.23
Peri phery -1.51 0.005 0.22
Center 0.53 0.003 0.59
Worked inthe 30 days
prior to migration 051 0.003 0.60
Hasrel ativesof friends
inthe border 0.35 0.002 0.70
Constant 013 0.006 1.14
2 log likehood 17 465

Reference categories: men, 12-19 years of age, year 1993, precendence from the occident of Mexico,
has not worked in the 30 days prior to migration and does not have relatives or friendsin the border.
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Data from EMIF are rather revealing; on the one side, reaffirm the classic
profile of the migrant to the United States, as for they are men, that in spite of
being married or heads of family, travel alone. The average age, 35, however,
is higher than that registered in the surveys that focus on migrants’ stocks (see
for example, Marcelli and Cornelius, 2001; Mendoza, 2004), sinceEMIF, let us
remember, measuresdisplacement, and mobility increaseswith age, asour data
suggest (table6). Women, at their highest point, only reach 19 percent of thetotal
flow towardtheUnited States. Thisdatumisinteresting becausewhenreflecting
on the construction of transnational social spaces too frequently demographic
subject isleft out. From aterritorial perspective, it isnot the youths, women or
familiesthosewho construct these spacesof social interaction, but menincentral
ages (30 to 50 years of age, model A, table 6), which displace most frequently
between Mexico and the United States, as perhaps they are the ones who can
displace the most as they obtain their migratory documents in time. The
demographicelementisin addition determinant, sincetheflow towardthecities
isyounger and with less familial obligations. The border space, as destination
place, attractsasort of person with characteristicsdifferenced from the migrant
who heads for the United States (table 5).

Separately, asplaceof transit, M exicannorthern border seemstoincreasingly
retain, along 1990’ s decade a greater percentage of the flow toward the north
(here understood as the Mexico - United States border). This fact seemsto be
directly related with theimplementation of controlsand evenmilitarization of the
border onthe United States' sideasfrom 1990’ sdecade (Vila, 2000; Massey et
al., 2002). Onceinnorthern Mexico, the probabilitiesof crossingintothe United
States are greater for men from occidental Mexico, they increase as age does,
and also for those who do not have relatives and friends at the M exican border
(model A, table6). Thefact of having social networksis, aswehaveseen, crucial
whenit comesto decidewhether apersonwantsto stay, eventemporarily, inthe
north of Mexico or continue to the United States. The existence of family and
friendsis, inthissense, basic to understand the permanencein the border cities,
as the migrants in transit toward the United States have, al the years, fewer
contactsin border cities than those who want to live in the north of the country
(graphl). Inthesameway, thenetworks quality, measured fromthesort of help
receivedinthelastjourney, isworsefor thoseintransit toward the United States
thanfor thosewho opt for residing in thetownsof northern Mexico (tables1 and
2).

Inthisarticlewehavetried to open analysiswayswhichwe could call socio-
demographic to a topic on which there has been scarce reflection. Firstly, the
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article underscores the relevance of social networksto the extent that the flow
moves from a place to another, depending on their solidity in these places.
Unfortunately, the surveys do not only enquire on the existence of networksin
acertain moment, and do not allow an approximation to the changing nature of
these social relations that, as Menjivar (2000) demonstrated in an extensive
ethnographic work with Salvadorian immigrants in San Francisco, can be
destroyed in the destination placesin economic scarce situations. Once again,
social relations are not alien to the place.

Secondly, the person’slife cycleisalso akey to understand how migratory
spacesare structured. Theyoungest, in agreater percentage are singleand have
lessprobability tofind migratory documents, frequently opt for remaininginthe
border cities. Itissurprising that themigration to northern Mexico hasonly been
considered asamatter of marketsand salariesleveling, disregarding therole of
‘liberator’, of ‘adventure’ these cities can have for some youths from the
country. Migration to northern border can be an option for those who want to
break thetraditional patternsof rural Mexico or small or mid-sized citiesin the
country, especialy inzonewith nomigratory traditiontoward the United States,
not confrontingthefamily, without takingtherisk of crossingtheborder, andwith
thereliable help of relatives and friends.

Thirdly, the spatial issue, the articulation of the border space in the Mexico
— United States migration. Besides that the border seems to retain migrantsin
the second part of the 1990’ s decade, the fact that the border space is so well
integrated in that transnational space of the Mexico - United Statesmigrationis
remarkable, which even has given the border an identity as such by means of
thousands of images (transit cities, cities of migrants, the North). Nonethel ess,
we should be able to overcome said imaginary, which deep inside always
supposes migrations occurs South - North, and as Kearney (1995) expressesit
respondsto acenter-periphery logic and reduces the migratory phenomenon to
abipolar movement; inthiscase, from aless devel oped country to another with
higher development level. We should overcome those images for EMIF data
show amuch more complex reality. The stakeis, then, to try to integrate those
‘intermediate spaces’ in a generic reconsideration of the transnational spaces
which appear because of the Mexico - United States. Hereby we havereflected
based on peopl € ssouth-to-north displacement, neverthel ess, apart fromintegrating
the displacementsin other directionsand deepen into the sort of migrantsto the
northern Mexican border (not supposing, for instance, that migrations of a
laboringkind). If aterritory allowsthere-conceptualization of migration beyond
the bipolar movement, referred by Kearney, such is that composed by the
northern Mexican border cities.
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