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Abstract

This article seeks to call attention to a region that, in the past decade,
has become a major remittance recipient. Remittance-sending migrants
hailfroma variety of rural areas in the state of Yucatan, but thedataavail-
able for analysis is still incipient. A brief amount of historically-based-
fieldwork and anup to dateassessment of these new emigration territo-
riescontribute to this area of study.
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$OCIO-ECONOMIC TRANSFORMATIONS IN THE STATE OF YUCATAN.

he State of Yucatan, located in southeast Mexico, covers an area

of 39,612 km.,342 km of which arecoastline. Itcontributes 1.42%

of the national GDP (INEGI, 2010: 34) and, according to the
National Institute of Statistics, Geography and Informatics (INEGI), it
had 1,818,948 inhabitants in 2005; 49.30% were male and the remain-
ing 50.70% were women (INEGI, 2005: 1). It currently has a total of
1,955,577 people, 992,244 of them women and 963,333 men (INEGI,
2010). The largest population concentration is found the state capital,
Meérida, which is inhabited by 830,732 people(i.e., 42.48% of the state
total). Like the rest of the state, the city has a very balanced ratio be-
tween the sexes, although women are slightly higher at51.68%: this is
probably due to the recent immigration wave of female laborers who
work in the domestic, manufacture and hospitality sectors.

Yucatan covers 2% of the total surface area of Mexico andhas a very
high percentage of indigenous or mestizo population (65.5% in 2000).
In comparison with the rest of the national territory, it is also one of
the entities thathasretained its indigenous tongue(Mayan)even though
Spanish plays a considerable role.

Although cross-border migration processes in the Yucatan Peninsula
go back a few decades, transnational migration from this state compris-
es the most recent wave in Mexico; national and transnational migra-
tioncomprised almost 9% of the total state population in 2004 (157,339
people; INDEMAYA, 2004'; see Table 1). Out of this total, 24% (i.e.,
37,601people)is transnational. Yucatecan migrationto different states of
United States has increased notably over time (see Charts 1 and 2).

During the 1930s and, specifically, in 1937, social production rela-
tions in the state changed. The cardenista agrarian reform was carried

1. INDEMAYA points that, in 2006, 39 U.S. cities awarded 4,341 registrations to Yucate-
can migrants: 34% in San Francisco, 19% in los Angeles, 9% in Oxnard, 7% in Portland.
Although the number of applications decreased by 2007, the Yucatecan migrant U.S.
destinations remain the same (INDEMAYA, 2010: 1-2). I acknowledge the support pro-
vided by the head of this institution, Abigail NO HAY APELLIDO, along with that of
some of her close collaborators as well as the data and logistical support they provided,
which has twice enabled us to carry out some of our fieldwork.

68 | 2011 SECOND SEMESTER
| MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17




NEW MIGRATIONS FROM YUCATAN: TERRITORIES AND REMITTANCES

out and 150,000 peasantssought to gain collective land rights (ejido).
Notwithstanding the reform’s importance, we must also remember that
it prevented these production units from being managed independently;
the systemestablished a paternalist relationship between the ejidoowner
and the state thatechoed the previous one between landowner and la-
borer. Women remained on the margins of the productive sphere, and
only male children were entitled to join the ranks of the ejidatarios. Con-
sequently, women reproduced these sexist parameters andwere always
was more interested ineducating their sons rather than their daughters.

Rural Yucatecan women became a coveted political clientele in the
late 1960s. During the early1970s, social unrest erupted in thesisal-pro-
duction region—the most important in the state—which began to expe-
rience isolated social protests. The wives of the sisalejidatarios resented,
in their role as purchasers of goods, the effect the reductionin working
days during which ejidatarios were hired had on the domestic economy.
It was precisely during this juncture that, in the 1970s, the sisal-produc-
tion region determined the future of the vast majority of rural families
and, in our opinion,marked the beginning of a change of conduct in the
matriarchal structure: thesisal women, interested in safeguardingcomm
unaltraditions,significantly altered their behavior.

This road to a transition where matriarchy became crucial in the-
safekeeping of Yucatecan rural identity and the fall of the sisal industry
also ran parallel to the rise of the so-called coastal development poles we
refer to as the “Cancun mirage”While, at the beginning, Cancun mostly
attracted male migrants working in construction, it subsequently be-
gan to receive waves of temporary migrants hailing from most of rural
Yucatan, this time with a greater contingent of female labor involved in
domestic work and, at later stages and already with better qualifications,
the management and hospitality sectors.The first migratory flux from
the main municipalities of the former sisal region reached Cancun, the
main center of development of the Riviera Maya, in this disarticulated
economic space. Most workers were men employed in construction,
and either they or their children later moved into theservice sector (Re
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Cruz, 1996: 167-181).> Subsequent migration wavesincorporatedan in-
creasingly large amount of female workers. These women might have
foregone their traditional clothes but,in many cases, maintained certain
rituals, legends, and concepts of the Yucatecan Maya cultural memory
(Mendoza Rosales, 2009: 117-118).

Migration eventually widened to encompass other rural areas that
were notexperiencing enough local economic development to guaran-
tee survival and an improved quality of life.It is from the above consid-
erations that we intend to raise some questions regarding Mexicosmost
recentwave of international migration.

THE LESSENING OF STATE PRESENCE AND THE
DISMANTLING OF RURAL YUCATAN.

The erosion of the ejido institution in Mexico had been under way in-
ternally and accelerated as the national government, the receiving and
intermediary party as far as credit was concerned, pulled away.

The case of thesisalejidoin Yucatan is a very relevant example. Dur-
ing the 1980s, Mexico underwentits most important national econom-
ic transformationand started on the path toward state deregulation
and lessened state presence, also a turning point for the countryside.
Yucatan, which at the end of the 1990s only contributed 1.30% of the
national GDP (INEGI, 2003: 40), was among the states chosen to ac-
tivate this economic policy and, according to us, was specifically se-
lected in order to measure the docility and acceptance of very low

2. Alicia Re Cruzshows how the different migration waves of a single community (Cham
Kom) manifest great socio-economic diversity depending on the different stages and
sociopolitical relations of Cancun immigrants since the end of the 1970s. The first ones
attained their dream and became small business owners and important political figures
in their community. Subsequent generations became “the Cancun ones”—those who,
among the people of rural Cham Kom, were regarded as having attained “the Mecca
of economic success” The analytical sketch of ChamKom during the 1990s shows two
different, juxtaposed worlds that do not result in synthesis or social uniformity. These
peasant and emigrant worlds express different migration-related experiences via cul-
tural representation. Images, symbols and representations such as the milpa (growing
agricultural field) are recreated as a response to the socio-economic and political con-
texts of the moment (Re Cruz, 1996: 167-181).
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cost employment by international capital (i.e., manufacturing). The
dismantling of the rural system was carried outvia institutional de-
crepitude and its economic inability to compete with the production
rate and prices available in the free market. In the last years of the 20th
century, most of the former sisal regionhad alreadybeen overrun by
wild vegetation and only somecropsbelonging to the so-called parce-
larios remained. Towns such as Teya, Chapab, Sacalum, Abala, Tetiz,
Kinchil, Ucu, Timucuy, Bokob4, to mention only a few, are vacated
in the early morning by a population that only returns home to sleep
(Iglesias Lesaga, 2000:10).

Yucatan needed this rural workforcein order to provide interna-
tional capital with plentiful, cheap, and docile laborers (manufacturing
workers in Mexico’s northern border receive twice the wages paid in Yu-
catan). This allowed for high rotation rates among employees (Castilla
Ramos and Torres Géngora, 1998: 106-112; Gravel, 2006: 51-66).

Companies planned this absorption of laborduring a time of tran-
sition inthebehaviorof rural communities: they approached them
and based manufacturing factories in most of the former sisal towns
(Ramirez Carrillo, 2006: 7-10).> Since 1995, the industrial policies of
Yucatan continue to favor the Neo-Keynesianapproach as the only pos-
sible way of generating economic growth.

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE MIGRATORY PHENOMENON IN YUCATN.

The migration problem in Yucatan comprises two different flows: in-
ternal migration within thestate and to neighboring Quintana Roo,and
international emigration, mostly tothe United States and, in particular,
the state of California.

According to recent INDEMAYA information, internal migration
mostly targets the city of Mérida and the state of Quintana Roo (IN-
DEMAYA, 2010: 2-14). This migration is mostly,though not exclu-
sively, male; according to this study, women do not exceed 20% of the

3. The author goes through and analyzes the different stages in the establishment of
manufacturing in Yucatan during the past few decades.
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total. The average age is between 25 and 29 years of age, and over 60%
of them are Maya speakers. They are mostly employed in construc-
tion, cooking, cleaning, and, in most cases, return periodically to their
communities of origin—especially those who work in Mérida, their
major labor market hub.*

The migration phenomenon has many faces and can be approached in
many ways. Migration and, specifically, immigration,entail starting and ar-
rival points. This study examinesemigration in a region with marginal eco-
nomic growth rates, vast social inequality, andlow economic development.

To study Yucatecan transnational migration, one of Mexico’s most re-
cent, entails thinking of a specific background: the experience of work-
ing in the Cancun and Riviera Maya touristiclabor market. We should
emphasize that, unlike the flowsissuing from traditional emigration
areas (Aguascalientes, Colima, Durango, Guanajuato, Jalisco, Micho-
acan, Nayarit, San Luis Potosi and Zacatecas) andaccording to the scant
extantresearch on the subject, the first Yucatecan migrant groupcan be
traced back to the mid-1970s (Ojeda Cerén, 1988). By the 1980s, the
presence of Yucatecan migrants in United States was already substan-
tial, but it had been decades since the first contingents of Mexican guest
workers started migrating.

Yucatecan migration has very specific characteristics which we be-
lieve are inherent to its marginal rural status and the relatively late rural
dismantling in the state. As mentioned in the preceding paragraph, the
former sisal zone, the state’s main production and population hub, was
in severe decline by the early 1960s. This was followed by two decades
of population loss and the beginning of the Cancun touristicindustry.
Work in the Cancun and, later, in the Riviera Maya touristic industries
(which first attracted males, then females, thenentire nuclear families
and, finally, women cut loose from the family nucleus)entaileda modus

4. INDEMAYA has only provided us with some general percentage data, since this is a
survey built around a certain number of cases and only covers some migration trends.
We cannot identify the specific type of work in these two areas, which comprise from
highly qualified staff in the hospitality sector to those who work in a variety of tourism-
related tasks. We did not include other indicators involving place of origin and destina-
tion given the survey’s characteristics.
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vivendiand kind of qualification until then unknown by the state’srural
and urban (i.e., Mérida) populations.

A study of Cancun immigration must considernatural phenomena
such as the Gilbert (1988) and Isidore (2002) hurricanes and their effect
ontransnational emigration during the past decade. Both hurricanes-
wrecked rural areas. Gilbertdamaged the already eroded sisal regionand
affected the beekeeping industry, a traditional Maya activity, as well as
the incipient fishing industry.” Isidoresubsequentlydevastated a much
stronger fishing industry along the shores of Sisal, among others. While
natural phenomena such as these ravaged crops, businesses and the
hotel infrastructure, the latter was widely restructured on both occa-
sions—so the hurricanesironically provided a solution for those seek-
inglaborers in the construction andservicesectors.

TRANSNATIONAL MIGRATION

“I see migration as a way to arm oneself
and procure benefits to prevent migration.”
“Life stories,”

NAOMI ADELSON,

The early history of Yucatecan transnational migration, mainly to the
United States, goes back to the late 1970s. The major destinationsat that
point seem to have been the city of Los Angeles and surrounding counties.
Currently and according to the only extant survey on this phenomenon,
the migration flow has spread throughout U.S. territory (INDEMAYA,

5.In regard to Gilbert’s impact, Iglesias says: “The meteor destroyed 55,000 acres of crops
in Yucatan with a approximate value of $16,000,000,000.00*. The vegetable, maize, sor-
ghum, beans, Aloe Vera, peanut, rice, fruit and other harvests disappeared almost in their
entirety (80%). ... The Government of the State of Yucatan rushed to launch a replanting
program at a time when disappointment is already widespread among the peasants. The
damage to the fishing sector has been considerable: Dzilam Bravo and Telchac Puerto are
just two examples among many others. During the week after the hurricane, Celestun
alone sustained fishing losses estimated around $14,000,000.00. [This also includes?]the
stagnation of the fishmeal and freezing industries, and the loss of frozen product in the
premises at the time of the hurricane (Iglesias, 1988)” (*in 1988 pesos)
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2004).° In 2004, 77% of Yucatecanmigrantswere in California; 9%in Or-
egon; 6% in Colorado; Texas, Nevada, Washington, Springfield(;porqué
se da aqui una ciudad y en lo demas un estado?) Missouri, Utah and
Florida each had 1%. It was not possible to identify the place of desti-
nation for the remaining 2% (see Graphs 1 and 2). By 2004, the total-
number of Yucatecanemigrants was 37,601. Of these,36,803(98%) were
in the United States. Currently and according to recent studies, there are
already 45,000 emigrants from 101 municipalities.”
In our view, the most outstanding facts about transnational Yucate-

can migration can be listed as follows:

1. This is a late migration flow in relation to those in the rest of the
country and is generally comprised of a high number of unemployed
laborerswho have been unable to find work in the manufacturing
sector and hail from the former sisal region, other rural areas and
the Riviera Maya.

2. It is a very young migration that dates back to the late 1970s and
early 1980s.

3. It is still not very representative regarding the number of migrants
but has very strong bondstofamilies and communities of origin, as
shown by remittance frequency.*These are usually monthly or fort-
nightly. Municipalities with a higher emigration rate also receive
them weekly. (See Graph)

4. This migration must be seen in the context increased regional diver-
sification in national migration flows.

6. I thank the invaluable support of Estela Guzman, who provided me with the sources
that have allowed us to obtain some of the data mentioned in this paper.

7. Five of the most populated municipalities of the state have yet to be examined: Méri-
da, Tizimin, Uman, Kanasin and Valladolid. SeeExponen diagnéstico por fenémeno
de desplazamiento demografico, (SIPSE, Grupo Milenio, Mérida, Yucatan, 2010, http://
www.sipse.com/noticias/40779-bajan-23-remesas-yucatecos--.html.)

8. Although the amount of remittances decreased during 2010 due to the U.S. crisis,
remittance frequency has increased and remains an important source of income for
families in places of origin. The case study carried out by INDEMAYA-COBAY-UTM
(“Estudio regional de la migraciéon en Yucatdn”) determined that remittances usually
reach an average of 2,000 Mexican pesos per month and only certain villages receive up
to 60% more in family remittances.
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5. It is an increasingly young and mostly male migration; some leave
theircommunities aged 16 or 17. There is currently no extensive sta-
tistical datainvolving gender in the case of Yucatan and the informa-
tion provided here is based on several field studies (the most recent
a case study carried out inspecific villages).Given that these men are
mostly lowly qualified workforcewhoare unemployed, lack prospects
in rural areas and are also very young, “contagion” or “taking a shot
at it” should be includedamong the reasons to migrate.

6. Itis a migration werecommunities of origin share common or inher-
ent features: something has “ignited” transnational migration.’

7. At the same time, Yucatecan migration has some things incommon-
with the rest of Mexican transnational migration: just like in other
areas of the country, the “more successful” transnational migrants are
those who migrated internally first had contact with other cultures.
The most significant example for the Yucatecans is Canctun/Riviera
Maya, whichfunctions as asort of “school” or “migration spring-
board” to the United States (Cornelius, Fitzgerald and Lewin, 2007)."°

8. Although this is currently difficult to assess due to lack of data, the
change of religious beliefsamong an important fraction of the migrant
population would appear to have a directly proportional relation to be-
havioral change, especially in regards to controlled alcohol consump-
tion which would otherwise be regulated by the presence of the family.

9. Several fieldwork studies include the testimony of migrant pioneers, whom we call
“catalysts” They, in turn, acted as receptors in the country of destination. “When I first
arrived in San Francisco in 1988 there was no one from Yucatan here... at most there
were twenty of us... but some years ago, all the boys began to leave the village to come
here,” says Santos Nic, a 51-year-old elementary school teacher who arrived in 1978
and unofficially became the community leader. “We came to California in search of
gold,” says Jorge, “but without the teacher we would not have made it. He tells us stories
about our Mayan land... we speak [Maya] among us, and if anyone needs an interpreter,
then we help out” Another significant case is that of owner of the Tommy’s restaurant
on Geary Avenue, who left Oxkutzcab to arrive in San Francisco with a guest worker
program and, in the 1960s, moved his entire nuclear family there, following later with
his extended family. “For many of the new Mayan immigrants, Tomas is like family”
(Garance Burke “Indigenasmexicanosmigrantes en EstadosUnidos”).

10. See “The Interface between Internal and International Migration,” in Cornelius,
Fitzgerald and Lewin (2007), Mayan Journeys: The new migration from Yucatan to the
United States. In thisarticle, Rodriguez, Wittlinger and Manzanero 2?7 Esto estd incom-
pleto en el original.
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9. Changes in nuclear family relationships have allowed women to play
proactive roles, especially among recent migration flows. Nowadays,
a young daughter or wife has the option of participating in the inter-
national labor market.

10.Even though the migration started in some rural areas of the former
sisal zone, it has now spread to the old citrus- and maize-growingre-
gions, as wellthe livestock areas and others across most of the state."

11.1t is a mostly rural migration that, according to the latest stud-
ies, follows the same trend of other transnational migration flows
from across Mexico."

12. The origin of migrants, who mostly hail from bilingual Maya-Spanish
communities, does not directly relate to a decrease in transnational
migration.”On the contrary, we believe that the “marginalization”’many
of these indigenous migrants suffer in the United States is neutralized
by vernacular exchanges, which creates closer ties between the various
Maya communities andfosters new migratory flows.

11. This is the case of the Tunkds municipality, where the impact of migration is such
that emigration has become a tradition. Originally a timber, furniture and handicrafts
producer, it has become one of Yucatan’s major migrant-sending localities given the
scant local employment opportunities. At the same time, most of the population has
converted to Evangelical Christianity and this helps them in their place of destination
(Travis Silva et al, 2007: 29-48; Garcia and Romero, 2007: 115-139).

12. The changes in the urban/rural composition of Mexican migration to the United
States in the past decades have been characterized by high urban participation during
the 1980s and its decrease during the 1990s, which reflects the complexity and dynamism
of these flows. The recent “ruralization” of the migration flows cannot be seen as a final
transformation. The fact that certain trends such as this one appear to reverse in such a
short time demands the need for new and less rigid interpretive frameworks that can un-
derstand and accommodate these apparently unexpected situations (Lozano, 2001: 11).
13. The greater the amount of indigenous inhabitants,the lower the number of declared
international migrants.This leads us to assume a lower incidence of international migra-
tion in municipalities with a mostly indigenous population. The author of this study
clarifies that in some statessuch as Yucatan and according to the 2000 Census (INE-
GI), there are no international migrants in municipalities where 60% of the population
speaks an indigenous language. We believe this is a mistake, a byproduct of the census’
very structure and is due to, among other things,communal fear of providing accurate
data: the reasons are diverse and beyond the scope of this paper. For more, see Dario
Antonio Lépez Villar’s “La migracién de la poblacién hablante de lengua indigena en el
sureste mexicano,” in Poblacion y salud en Mesoamérica.
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13.The so-called labor niches for Mexican immigrants are even more
reduced forYucatecan migrants than for those hailing from tradi-
tional migration areas and the north of Mexico: the docility of the
Yucatecanworkforce directs these low-skilled laborers toward the
worst paid jobs."

14. Yucatecanmigrants arebeginning to show signs of vulnerability regarding
mental health: depression, drug addiction and, more recently,criminality
threaten an important contingent of recent migrants.

WHY MIGRATE? SURVIVAL WITHOUT DEVELOPMENT

The mainreason for Yucatecan migration to the United States appears to
be the fact that the emigrants have relatives or community acquaintanc-
eswho have gone there previously and “attained” the American dream—
so that, nowadays, they can get work in restaurants as dishwashers or
waiters, or have joinedwith other members of the Latino community
in the agricultural sector. There are other very important reasons, in-
cluding the chance toearn more andattain a better quality of life (either
for the nuclear or extendedfamily). A clear example are the construc-
tion of materials that are replacing the Mayan house without doing
away entirely with the traditionalmodus vivendi.Toward the end of the
1990s, the gradual transformation of the rural Yucatecan spacewas most
evident in the former sisal area’®and isnow manifesting in the former
citrus-growing zone. This islargely abyproduct of the high international
migration rate in these areas and an increase in remittances. In a brief
and recent field study in the town of Oxkutzcab and nearby villages in
the same municipality (e.g.,Xohuayan), we found that the number of
two-level, masonry homes are very numerous and stand out among the-
old Mayan housing in the area.

14. Elaine Levine has studied this problem among Mexican and Central American mi-
grants in Los Angeles, California (Levine, 2005: 108-136).

15. This type of social and cultural change in the Yucatan peninsula has been studied by
OthonBanosRamirez inModernidad, imaginario e identidadrurales, el caso de Yucatan
(2003)and “El habitatmaya rural de Yucatan: entre la tradicién y la modernidad.”
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All of the above leads us to the clearest manifestation of emigra-
tion: family remittances, the amounts of which have been growing sig-
nificantly: over 100% in the 2003-2007period (seeRemittances graph).
This is an important and unprecedented migratory change for the State
of Yucatdn but, when compared to international migrant remittances
across Mexico, the amount is quite low (Gongora Goémez, 2007: 56).
During the mid-1990s, family remittances sent to Yucatan amounted to
amere 11 billion U.S. dollars which,by 2006,had increased almost 900%
(Géngora Gémez, 2007: 59).

A significant decrease began in 2008 and becameevident in 2009,
when remittances in Yucatan fell by about 23 or 24 million dollarsin
regards to the previous year (Insert Figure 1, Yucatdn remittances and
tables). This reflected national remittance trends for the same period.
In spite of the U.S. economic crisis, a large number of migrants have
maintainedmore than one jobfor long periods;this has allowed them
to keep sending remittances, even if the amounts are lower. We must
keep in mind that migrants currently exceed the 45 thousand mark, and
that most of whom are very young and have only recently arrived in
the target destination. According to a number of studies, this feature
is significant given that those migrants who have spent a short period
of time n their target destinationsend remittances more frequently and
consistently. Fieldwork leads us to confirm that this is also the case in
themajor emigration areasof Yucatan.

Most U.S. remittances sent to Yucatdn come from migrants residing
in California. Unfortunately we do not have data regarding receiving
municipalities, which would allow us to assess frequency and amount-
sacross the different localities of origin. However, comparing the mi-
gration density of Oxkutzkabmunicipality, formerly known as the or-
chardof Yucatan, we find that areas with the largest number of migrants
also receive the highest remittance amounts.'*We cannot ignoreso-called

16. For over a decade, San Francisco, California, has been the main U.S. target destina-
tion for Yucatecan migrants. Most come from Oxkutzkaband comprise a tight network of
mostly young people who live in dangerouslyovercrowded places and send remittances
to their families so they can build a house in a reasonable amount of time; earning that
kind of money would take over twenty years in their place of origin (Adelson, 2002).
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“catalysts” in the place of destination, which attract people belonging to
certain communities and could shaperemittance-sending behavior."”We
must remember that, in addition tointernational remittances, families
and communities also receive money fromtemporary or established mi-
grants in the Riviera Maya and the more recent flows to Merida.

Remittances have alleviated poverty in Yucatan and entail a policy of
survival, as explainedby scholarsin the field of international migration
(Garcia Zamora, 2008: 435). It is clear that remittances do not bring
about a model of development and, in the case of Yucatan,are not even
a minor growth factor. They merely ensure survival; only in some note-
worthy cases do they increase quality of life through accrued wages that
would take over four times as long to earn in the place of origin. Both
Rodolfo Garcia Zamora (Garcia Zamora, 2008: 435) andRaul Delgado
Wise (Delgado Wise et al, 2006: 121-137) have stated that remittances
are a wage-basedincomemeant to ensure survival:

Remittances are the way in which this fraction of migrant wages is
transferred to families and communities of origin to ensure familial and
communal social reproduction, just like any other wage-based income
in these or other communities. Remittances are, undoubtedly, a wage
fund; that is their meaning and function as a macroeconomic variable
(Garcia Zamora, 2008: 435).

CONCLUSION

The potential magnitude migration could attain in the near future de-
mands planning on the part of the federal and state governments—in
this particular case, the state of Yucatan. There is a need for local de-
velopment projects that prioritize endogenous development on the ba-
sis of local economic potential (e.g., the restoration of the beekeeping,
fruit and vegetable industries) and, on the other hand, create aspace for
new technological developments that attract national or foreign capi-
tal investment and gobeyond the mere use of unemployed workforce

17. See Naomi Adelson (2002), Juan Rodriguez Gal et al(2007), and Garance Burke
(2002), whoaddress specific migrant communities in the state of Yucatan.
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in manufacturing activities. “I see migration as a way to arm oneself
and procure benefits to prevent migration,” said a migrant. The number
ofreturning, temporary Yucatecan migrants is alreadydecreasing given
the costs and risks involved crossing the border without papers. The
question is: will those who dream of returning,settling and working in
their homelandactually be able to do it in the near future?

The national trend of circular Mexican migration is starting to crum-
ble: the U.S. unemployment crisis and extreme U.S. border security
measures are making irregular crossing more and more difficult. This is
already a growing trend in Yucatan. There have been no returns this past
year, but neither have there been departures.

Currently, the state government is concerned about addressing the
vulnerability of mostly undocumented Yucatecanmigrants living in the
United States during one of the steepest recessions in over half a cen-
tury. Instruments that enable migranst to cope with their immigration
status are being created, but there are no significant long-termpublic
policies for growth and sustainable development, new effective educa-
tionprojects, or thefuture incorporationof skilled labor inmajoremigra-
tion areas. Unfortunately, what is portrayed as public policies is but a
mere palliative to an economic model that cannotcreatethe jobs that
would stop international migration.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

ADELSON, Naomi (2002), “La nueva migracion indigena: los mayas de
San Francisco, RevistaMasiosare, no. 255, November 10, Za Jorna-
daSundaysupplement, Mexico, D.F. See: http://www.jornada.unam.
mx/2002/11/10/mas-naomi.html

BaRos Ramirez, Oton (2002), “El hébitat maya rural de Yucatan: en-
tre la tradicién de la modernidad,” Revista Relaciones, no. 92, vol.
XXIII, COLMICH, Zamora, Mexico.

BaRos Ramirez, Oton (2003), Modernidad, imaginario e identidad ru-
rales, el caso de Yucatdn, Colegio de México, Centro de Estudios So-
cioldgicos, COLMEX,Mexico, D.F.

BaArAjAs Escamilla, Ma. del Rocio (2008), “Desarrollo e innovacion: una

80 | 2011 SECOND SEMESTER
| MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17




NEW MIGRATIONS FROM YUCATAN: TERRITORIES AND REMITTANCES

mirada alterna a la problematica de la migracion en México,” Sépti-
mos seminario regional de innovacion. Migracion y desarrollo: hacia
politicas puiblicas innovadoras en México, COLEF, Tijuana, México.
www.foroconsultivo.org.mx/eventos_realizados/7o_innovacion/
presentaciones/dra_barajas.pdf.

BoLeTin del Consejo Nacional de Poblacion (1993), “Comentarios
a la encuesta internacional sobre migracion en la frontera norte de
México, Year 3, Mexico.

BURKE, Garance (2002), “Yucatecos y chiapanecos en San Francisco: in-
migrantes indigenas forman comunidades y crean nuevos nichos en
un mercado laboral contraido,” Congreso sobre indigenas mexicanos,
migrantes en Estados Unidos: construyendo puentes entre investiga-
dores y lideres comunitarios,Latin American and Latino StudiesDe-
partment (LALS) University of California, Santa Cruz, California.

BUSTAMANTE, Jorge A. (2000), “Migracion irregular de México a Esta-
dos Unidos: 10 afios de Investigacion del proyecto Candn Zapata,”
Revista Frontera Norte, vol. 12, no. 23, COLEF, Tijuana, Mexico.

CALDERON Aragén, Georgina (2006), “La insercion del capital en los
espacios rurales e indigenas en México,” in Cidade, campo e turismo,
CLACSO, San Paulo, Brasil.

CasTiLLA Ramos, Beatriz and Beatriz Torres Géngora (1998), “Algu-
nos aspectos de la reestructuracion productiva en los establecimien-
tos manufactureros yucatecos,” Revista Cotidiano, no. 89,UAM-
Atzcapozalco, Mexico, D.E.

CorNELIUS Wayne, Fitzgerald David and Lewin Fisher Pedro (2007),
Mayan Journeys: The new migration from Yucatan to the United
States, La Jolla, California Center for Comparative Immigration
Studies, UCSD, California, EU.

DELGADO Wise, Radl et al (2006), “Dimensiones criticas de la prob-
lematica de la migracion y el desarrollo en México,” Revista
Theomai:estudios sobre sociedad, naturaleza y desarrollo, no. 14, Uni-
versidad Nacional Quilmes, Argentina.

GARcia Zamora, Rodolfo (2008), “Migracién internacional, remesas
y desarrollo: del mito a la realidad,” in Revista América Latina en
movimiento, Year 23, no. 435, ALAI, Quito, Ecuador.

2011 SECOND SEMESTER' 81

MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17|



ESTHER IGLESIAS LESAGA

GONGORA Gomez, Jorge Luis (2007), “Dimension espacial de las remesas
migrantes internacionales en México,”’Master’sthesis CRIM-UNAM
/ UAEM, Cuernavaca, Morelos, Mexico. See: http://132.248.35.1/
bibliovirtual/Tesis/Gongora/

GRAVEL, Natalie (2006), “Los factores de retencion de la maquila: lec-
cion de Yucatdn (1995-2005),” Revista Desacatos, no. 021, CIESAS-
D.E, Mexico.

GUzMAN Ayala, Estela (2007), “Autodiagndstico participativo y mi-
gracion,” Expo-Feria Yucatdn, Instituto Nacional de las Mujeres, Red
para la atencion de mujeres afectadas por el fendmeno migratorio.
Zona Sur. SEDESOL, Yucatan, Mexico.

GuzMAN, Estela and Pedro Lewin (2006), “La politica publica ante los
espacios binacionales de la migracién yucateca,” Primer Foro sobre
Migracion Indigena, Mérida, Yucatan, Mexico.

IGLEsIAS, Esther (1988), “Yucatan al desnudo después del huracén,”
manuscript.

, (2000), “Origenes y efectos de la deshenequenizacion o
el desmantelamiento de una region rural,” X WorldCongress of Rural So-
ciology, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

INDEMAYA, (2004), Encuesta sobre migracion, Gobierno del Estado de
Yucatan, Yucatan.

, (2010), Breve estudio de la presencia de yucatecos en los Estados
Unidos de América por matriculas consulares otorgadas, Gobierno
del Estado de Yucatan, Mérida, Yucatan.

, UTM and COBAY, (2010), Estudio regional de la migracion en el
estado de Yucatdn, Presentacion de Power Point,Gobierno del Estado
de Yucatan, Mérida, http://www.indemaya.gob.mx/pdf/estudiore-
gionalde la migracion.pdf

INEGI, (2000), Censo General de Poblacion y Vivienda, Mexico.

, (2005), Conteo general de poblacion y vivienda. Principales resulta-

dos por localidad, ITER, Mexico.

, (2004), Sistema de cuentas nacionales. Producto Interno Bruto

por entidad federativa 1997-2002,Mexico.

, (2010), Sistema de cuentas nacionales. Producto Tnterno Bruto

por entidad federativa 2005-2009, Mexico.

82 | 2011 SECOND SEMESTER
| MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17




NEW MIGRATIONS FROM YUCATAN: TERRITORIES AND REMITTANCES

___,(2010), Censo general de poblacion y vivienda. Mexico.

LEVINE, Elaine (2005), “El proceso de incorporacién de inmigrantes
mexicanos a la vida y el trabajo en Los Angeles, California,” Revista
Mgraciones internacionales, vol. 3, no. 2, COLEEF, Tijuana, Mexico.

Lopez Villar, Dario Antonio (2005), “La migracion de la poblacién
hablante de lengua indigena en el sureste mexicano,” Poblacién
y salud en Mesoamérica(electronicjournal), vol. 2, no. 2, article 3,
Centro Centroamericano de Poblacién, Universidad de Costa Rica.

LozaNo Ascencio, Fernando (2001), “Migracién y cambio social, nue-
vos origenes de la migracion mexicana a los Estados Unidos: mi-
grantes urbanos versus migrantes rurales,” Scripta Nova, Revista
electrénica de Geografia y Ciencias Sociales, Universidad de Barce-
lona, no. 94 (14), Barcelona, Spain. Specialnumberdedicatedtothe III
Coloquio Internacional de Geocritica (Actas del Coloquio).

MENDOZA, Jorge Eduardo (2006), “Determinantes macroeconémicas
regionales de la migracion mexicana,” Revista Migraciones Tnterna-
cionales, vol. 3, no. 4, COLEF, Tijuana, Mexico.

OjEDA Cerdn, Carlos Rubén (1988), “Migracion internacional y cambio
social: el caso de Peto,”Bachelor’sthesisonAnthropology, Universidad
Autdénoma de Yucatdn, Yucatan.

PiMIENTA Lastra, Rodrigo(2006), “Los procesos migratorios en los esta-
dos de la region sur-sureste de México,” Revista Andlisis Econdmico,
no. 46, vol. 21, 2006, firstquarter, UAM-Azcapotzalco, Mexico, D.E

RosALEs Mendoza, Adriana Leona (2009), “Conceptos culturales,
género y migracion entre mayas yucatecos en Canctin, Quintana
Roo,” in Estudios de cultura maya, no. 33, IIF-UNAM, D.E, Mexico.

RE Cruz, Alicia (1996), “Una comunidad maya en Yucatan: trans-
formacién social y expresién simbolica,” Revista espafiola de
antropologia americana, no. 26, Servicio de Publicaciones UCM,
Madrid, Spain.

RaMirEz Carrillo, Luis Alfonso (2004), Zas redes del poder: corrupcion,
maquiladoras y desarrollo regional en México. &l caso de Yucatdin, Ca-
mara de Diputados, UADY, Miguel Angel Porrta.

Rodriguez de la Gala Juan, Vanesa Molina andDaisy Garcia (2007),
“Migracion y desarrollo local,” in Mayan Journeys: the New Migra-

2011 SECOND SEMESTER' 83

MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17|



ESTHER IGLESIAS LESAGA

tion from Yucatan to the United States, La Jolla, California Center
for Comparative Immigration Studies, UCSD, California, USA.

SIERRA Sosa, Ligia Aurora (2006), “Migracion y trabajo en el Caribe
mexicano. Entre dos mundos, las familias mayas y el turismo ma-
sivo,” CDI, Mexico. www.cdi.gob.mx/sicopi/migracion_ago2006/1_
ligia_aurora_sierra_sosa.pdf

Travis Silva et al (2007), “Tunkas: a New Community of Emigration,’
in Mayan Journeys: The new migration from Yucatan to the Unit-
ed States, La Jolla, California Center for Comparative Immigration
Studies, UCSD, California, USA.

GaRrcfia, Angela and Alex Romero (2007), “Tunkasefio settlement in
United Status,” in Mayan Journeys: The new migration from Yucatan
to the United States, La Jolla, California Center for Comparative Im-
migration Studies, UCSD, California, USA.

UNGER, Kurtet al (2000), “El desarrollo de las regiones de origen de los
migrantes: experiencias y perspectivas;, CONAPOand SRE, Mexico.

84 | 2011 SECOND SEMESTER
| MIGRATION AND DEVELOPMENT, VOL. 9, NO. 17




