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ABSTRAC

This work identifies migratory flows taking place between the
states in Mexico in a long-term perspective. Migration within a
country is a manifestation of the different production conditions
and growth rates of its entities and regions. They identify its
imbalances and trends, which, in order to be corrected, require
knowledge of their population movements and their determinants.
Thisinvestigation takes asits main statistical source the Population
Censuses from 1950 to 2010. By obtaining the migratory balances
by state throughout the period, research institutions identify
migration by type of behavior, which analyzes and follows trends.
To this end, absolute migratory flows are considered and their
importance from the point of view of the total population are then
emphasized .Throughout the period, interstate migration flows
make up a scenario in which a greater proportion of states behave
like population ejectors and a lower proportion as attractors. Of
the ejector states, the most important is the Federal District. The
state of Mexico is the most important attractors. One central
region with great migration activity where only two states interact
predominantly as a receiver and ejector is thus formed. In addition
to the central region, the investigation identifies attractors and
ejecting regions in the north, northwest, northeast, north central,
south and southeast. The paper concludes by discussing the
importance of intense migratory flows in the central region and
its future implications.

Keywords: migration, population, interstate, region,
expulsion, attraction.
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Migration within a country is a manifestation of the different
production conditions and growth rates of its various entities
and regions. It reflect the spatial interaction of socio-economic
relations. For the same reason, we realize its imbalances and its
trends. In order to correct imbalances and anticipate trends in
whatever form requires first to know the population movements
and their determinants. In other words, it means having a sta-
tistical basis of such movements associated with socioeconomic
variables, to help formulate tentative generalizations that, con-
fronted with existing theories of migration flows, predict beha-
vior and propose policy measures designed to promote stabilizing
behavior.

This paper has as its initial purpose, based on the available
statistics, to account for the migration taking place between the
states on a long-term perspective. Secondly, it tentatively aims
to contribute to the identification of relevant economic regions
from migration flows.

The substantive part of this work is focused on providing a
general outline of migration between states for the period 1950-
2010, and to identifies groups of migratory entities by type of
behavior, analyzes them and detect trends. To this end, absolute
migratory flows are considered and its importance from the point
of view of the total population is emphasized. The final section
presents the conclusions.

A drawback of this study relates to the analysis of the period
that was chosen. Over sixty different events have occurred, both
national and international, which have undoubtedly determined
the population’s behavior. Such behavior has shown variations
and trends in interstate flows, but it is clear that sixty years may
be along enough period to contain, in turn, different sub-periods,
each associated with a corresponding set of determinants to spe-
cific behavior .This means that factors that are valid for one pe-
riod, are not necessarily true to the other, resulting in migration
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although there are undoubtedly underlying determinants that
do not always act with the same intensity and are not always si-
milarly combined. In other words, there would be no standing
to derive generalizations on the same migration theories being
valid for all times and places.

Thus, in this work, our aim is reduced to delineate trends
on migratory flows both on the side of the function of a geogra-
phical entity as “attractor” populations, such as expellers, but
also with a view to identifying economic regions that establish
their degree of dynamism and / or delay, in order to predict
trends using attraction-repulsion techniques, and / or more so-
phisticated spatial interaction and therefore enable policy mea-
sures most suitable to promote behavior in an environment of
economic growth and development at different, local, state and
regional levels.

SOME THEORETICAL AND EMPIRICAL
BACKGROUND OF INTERSTATE MIGRATION

The phenomenon of migration has focused with different spatial
ranges. Some are international, inter-regional, interstate and
intrastate. This paper is mainly interested in interstate and mar-
ginally the most recent. As for the interstate ranges, long ago se-
veral authors have benefited us with their excellent contributions.
A classic study is by Ravenstein (1885) who takes as its object
of study the UK and bequeathed a set of basic relationships that
determine inter-population movements. In his view, these rela-
tions reached the category of immigration laws. Another, more
recent, interesting study on this type of flow is by Clayton (1977),
prepared for the United States. A state study addressing short-
term migration having as one of its root causes economic fluc-
tuations, is found in KP Ballard, and Clark GL. (1981). The costs
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of interstate migration are addressed by Bayer, C., and Juessen,
F. (2008). Less specific but also worth taking into account are
the contributions of geographical and interregional characters is
Beyers (1980); Rogers (1980); Tobler (1981) and Woods (1982).
Mexico has a substantial record due to the work of Greenwood,
MJ, Ladman, JR, and Siegel, BS (1981); Partida (1984); Uribe,
M. and Caso, A. (1979); and Garrocho (1996).

These studies have adopted different methods according to
their particular objectives. For example, the work of Ravenstein
qualifies as descriptive statistics, which in no way detracts, es-
pecially if it is considered to be a pioneer work. The same is true
of the work of Corona (1993) for Mexico. Other works adopt an
econometric approach such as Partida, for the short term, or
Greenwood, for the long term (1950-1970). Meanwhile, Clayton
uses the method of Principal Component Analysis and nodal
analysis, which is a theoretical - graphical technique. As a result
of this variety of approaches, periods and spatial coverage, the
scope of such contributions will also be diverse.

GENERAL INTERSTATE MIGRATION TRENDS IN MEXICO

According to the INEGI and based on the population census pu-
blished by the institute of 1950-2010, a compilation, systemati-
zation and analysis of information on migration flows between

1.The numbers are rounded.

2. As the information on which is based the analysis comes from the census of the popula-
tion and housing, and these are registered in decades, when we refer to 1950, 1960 etc. we
are referring to the census of these years, which, as is obvious, understand and refer to the
decades that end in those years. For example, when we say 1950, we refer to the period of
1941-1950, and so on.
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the states belonging to the country took place. Derived from this
work, the following preliminary results were obtained.

In 1950, the people who left their birthplace to reside in
another totaled one million 820,000, * a figure that rose to pass
the decades to reach 9 million in 2010. 2 However, surprisingly, as
a proportion of the total population, migration rose only slightly,
because in 1950 it represented 7.1%, while for 2010 it was 8.0%,
and on average for the whole period from 1950 to 2010, 7.1%.

During the 1970s and 1980s the lower intensity of emigra-
tion was recorded as a proportion of the population (6.4 and
6.3% respectively), having risen steadily since 1990.

According to the 1950 population census, 6 entities contribu-
ted with 71% of people who left their place of birth (Guanajuato,
Hidalgo, Jalisco, Mexico, Michoacan and Zacatecas) (see Figure
I). By 2010 this composition had changed, because only five ins-
titutions contributed 68% (Federal District, Veracruz, Oaxaca,
Michoacan and Guerrero), of which the Federal District contri-
buted 39% (see graph 2).

Graph 1. Entities in the Mexican Republic that provide
a migrant population 1950.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex, Others thousands
Graph 2. Entities in the Mexican Republic that provide
a migrant population 2010.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex, Others thousands.

Migration flows concern both the entities from which migrate
people of different age and sex to others, whether they are neigh-
boring or not, and entities that act as recipients from other states;
Sometimes referred to as the first ejector population entities, and
the latter as attractor entities.

Moreover, migration flows are population movements that
have a variable behavior, both in intensity and scale, responding
to factors of political, religious, cultural, economic, etc. type. In
this exhibition we will not stop for the moment for such factors,
since they require a careful and extensive review, but something
more immediate, its phenomenal behavior, or in other words
behavior and interaction in the period from 1950 to 2010 regar-
dless of their causes. So, first we try to present the facts as they
manifest and in another work we will seek to identify the deter-
minants of the most important trends of interstate migration.
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Of the systematic information, there have been four clearly
detached behaviors of migration flows for the study period. In
the first (I), entities throughout the period that showed a cons-
tant behavior in their function as ejectors are grouped; in the
second (II), entities that, in contrast, showed a capacity to meet
population attraction; in the third (III) remain the states that
changed their status as first ejector and then attractors; and in
the fourth (IV), those entities who first acted as attractors, and
later as ejector.

EJECTOR POPULATION ENTITIES (1950-2010)

Group I consists of 13 entities (see Figure 3), and we should
highlight the first place to Oaxaca. This state expelled 73,000
inhabitants in 1950 to 670,000 in 2010, followed by Michoacan
(from 180,000 to 550,000); Guerrero (from 34,000 to 530,000)
and Puebla (from 80,000 to 470,000).Three other states (San
Luis Potosi, Zacatecas and Chiapas), expelled population in an
average range of 75,000 in 1950 to 360,000 in 2010, highlighting
especially the ejector dynamism of Chiapas, after 1990, while
the other two states they were until 1980, then show a steady
or declining ejector behavior. 3

Of the remaining 6 entities, 5 (Durango, Guanajuato,
Hidalgo, Tabasco and Yucatan) on average expelled 98,000
people in 1950 , by 2010 were sending people to other entities
by an average of 178 thousand. While it should be noted that
Durango, Tabasco and Yucatan maintained a dynamic flow ejec-
tor (but from a low level of expulsion: 31,000 people on average

3 In effect, over a much lower base, in 1950 (5,000) where the expulsion in the period of
1950-2000 multiplied by 71.
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in 1950), while Guanajuato and Hidalgo reported an upward
trend until 1980 (starting a base of more than 100,000 people in
1950) and decreasing the next 30 years. A special case is that of
Tlaxcala, which has traditionally been ejector and this upward
trend in the period 1950-1980 and decreasing in 1990-2010, on
a base of 55,000 expelled on average per decade, having 2010
as its decade of lowest expulsion.

Graph 3. Constant expulsing entities,
1950-2010, Number of migrants
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex, thousands.

ATTRACTORS POPULATION ENTITIES (1950-2010)

Group II is made up of eight companies (see Figure 4), of which
Baja California, Nuevo Leon and Quintana Roo kept attracting
a growing population.
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Graph 4. Constant attractor entities. 1950-2010,
number of migrants
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex thousands

Baja California in 2010 multiplied by 9 (8.85) the number of
people who entered their territory with respect to 1950. In turn,
Nuevo Leon and Quintana Roo did it for 17 and 156 respectively.
In absolute terms, California has played a major role as attrac-
tor, but Nuevo Leon and Quintana Roo (especially the latter)
have been in terms of dynamism. Chihuahua, Tamaulipas and
Morelos in 2000 exceeded the level of receiving 200 thousand
people, while Colima and Sonora remained throughout the pe-
riod below that level, with greater participation, however, from
Sonora.

ENTITIES THAT CHANGED THEIR STATUS TO
ATTRACTORS FROM EJECTORS (1950-2010)

Group III is made up of six states (see Charts 5.a and 5.b), which
immediately highlights the State of Mexico, because of its status
as an ejector of population in the censuses of 1950 and 1960,
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went on to attract major migratory flows , from 600,000 in 1970
to the important figure of 4 million 600 thousand in 2010. Of
the other entities, we should highlight Jalisco, which has been
driving an average of 180 thousand inhabitants in the decades
from 1950 to 1980, it has gone to receive in its territory nearly
100,000 people from 1990 to 2010. The other relevant state is
Baja California Sur, because in the last 40 years has increased
its attracting capacity, capturing in 2010 over 210 thousand
people. Aguascalientes, since 1990, has increased its receiving
position to the figure of 100,000 migrants. Queretaro, after
having expelled an average of 76,000 people between 1950 and
1980, since 1990 has increased its receptive capacity, and in
2010 received 210 thousand migrants. Campeche, although it
was expelling during the period 1950-1960, since 1970 he has
been receiving people, although in amounts that do not exceed
75 thousand people, even for 2010.

Graph 5.a Entities that modified their condition from ejectors
to attractors. 1950-2010, Number of migrants.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex thousands.
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Graph 5.b. Atypical ejector-attractor entities. 1950-2010.
Number of migrants
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex thousands.

ENTITIES THAT CHANGED THEIR STATUS
FROM ATTRACTORS TO EJECTORS (1950-2010)

The group IV in turn consists of 4 entities (see Charts 6.a and
6.b). Notable among them are Mexico City, which, after attracting
an average population of one million 300 thousand people every
10 years between 1950 and 1980, this situation has reversed since
the 1990s, with 2 million 440 thousand ejected on average every
decade until 2010. Another state, Veracruz, stands out because
since the 1970 census it has been increasing the number of peo-
ple who migrate to other entities. In the decades of 1990-2010
It has expelled on average 630,000 inhabitants. Coahuila has
ejected from its population since 1960 on an average of 80,000
every decade, while Nayarit has done so since 1980 at a lower
level (less than 40 thousand people until 2010).
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Graph 6.a Entities that modify its condition of attractors
and ejectors. 1950-2010. Number of migrants.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex/thousands.

Graph 6.b Atypical attractor-ejector entitites. 1950-2010.
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However, considering the fact that in the period 1950-2010 there
are states that changed their status to attractors from ejectors
(group III), or attractors to ejectors (group IV), when conside-
ring these changes as already made, we can reduce the number
of groups to only 2 for the censuses from 1990 to 2010, or, for a
short time horizon of 30 years. Those groups can be identified
as V and VI respectively.

..E ESPACIO 1+D, Innovacién mds Desarrollo « Vol. IV, Number 9, october 2015 « ISSN: 2007-6703

125



INTERSTATE MIGRATION FLOWS. ASSESSING TRENDS FOR MEXICO. 1950-2010

TOTAL EJECTOR ENTITIES (1990-2010)

So, on the one hand is the V group of ejectors states, which is
made up of 18 states, 5 more than in the expanded horizon (see
Charts 3 7.a 7.b). Of these, five entities (Guerrero, Michoacan,
Oaxaca, Mexico City and Veracruz) for 2010 were expelling popu-
lation above 500 thousand, but the first place was for the Federal
District, the only entity with an expulsion above 3 million 500
thousand , significantly followed by Veracruz and Oaxaca.

Graph 7.a. Total of ejector entities from 1990-2010 ( not including
Mexico City). Number of migrants
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex / thousands

..E ESPACIO 1+D, Innovacién mds Desarrollo « Vol. IV, Number 9, october 2015 « ISSN: 2007-6703

126



INTERSTATE MIGRATION FLOWS. ASSESSING TRENDS FOR MEXICO. 1950-2010

Graph 7.b. Atypical ejecting entity for 1990-2010.
Numbers of migrants
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex.

Three other states (Puebla, San Luis Potosi and Zacatecas) expe-
lled populations in a range between 350 and 450 thousand people
in the period. Durango and Yucatan did an average of 270 and
150 thousand respectively. Sinaloa and Chiapas expelled popula-
tions of 100,000 in 1990 to 340,000 in 2010, while, conversely,
Hidalgo and Guanajuato referred population to other entities
from 180000 to 350 thousand in the same decades. Tlaxcala,
Nayarit and Coahuila were migrant ejectors at an absolute low
and declining level (below 100 thousand in the decennial pe-
riod) -particularly Tlaxcala and Nayarit, in that order. Tabasco,
meanwhile, also maintained a low, but growing , absolute level
of expulsion.

TOTAL ATTRACTOR ENTITIES (1990-2010)

On the other hand there is the group VI, attractor states, consis-
ting of 14 (versus 8 on an extended horizon, see Figures 4, 8.a
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8.b). Of these, 4 are relevant for their attractive capacity. Firstly,
the State of Mexico, the single entity with a pull of more than
4.5 million people in the decade 2000-2010. Secondly, Baja
California, already surpassing one million people in the same
decade, significantly followed by Nuevo Leon and Quintana Roo,
with immigrants flows above 600 thousand.

Graph 8.a. Atypical attractor entity for 1990-2010.
Number of migrants.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex.

Graph 8.b Total of attractor entities for 1990-2010.
Not including the State of Mexico.
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Source: Own design based on Figure 1/ See Annex .
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It is followed by a group of three states (Tamaulipas, Morelos
and Chihuahua) which attracted an average population of 270
thousand people per decade between 1990 and 2010. Finally, a
group comprised of 7 states (Colima, Sonora, Aguascalientes,
Baja California Sur, Campeche, Jalisco and Querétaro) captured
migrants at an average below 145,000 every decade in the period.
Those reporting the lowest levels were Colima, Campeche, and
Aguascalientes.

MIGRATION FLOWS AS A PROPORTION
OF THE POPULATION

Now, returning to the extended time horizon (1950-2010), it
must be emphasized that the results achieved in terms of the evo-
lution of interstate migration change when we focus the analysis
in terms of their importance to the population of the entities,
instead of considering only the absolute flows.

For example, for group I, states like Oaxaca, Michoacan,
Guerrero and Puebla, viewed in absolute terms increased the
number of people expelled in the period 1950-2010, saw ex-
pulsion decreased as a proportion of the population after 1980
denoting the fact that the population grew faster than the speed
at which these states expelled migrants. While in states like
Tlaxcala, who reported an absolute low level of people expelled
in the entire period from 1950 to 1980, the proportion of expe-
lled population was growing until 1980, in other words until this
decade the population was growing more slowly than their rate
of expulsion. This relation was reversed since 1990. This feature
is even more pronounced for Zacatecas state that reported a rate
of 37% expelled in 1980, a proportion that decreased gradually
by 2010, remaining however higher than for all other states. ¢
(See Charts 3 and 9 together).
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Graph 9. Constant ejector entities. Migratory balance as a propor-
tion of the population. 1950-2010.

Source: Own design based on Figure 3/ See Annex.

Graph 10. Constant attractor entities. Migratory balance as a pro-
portion of the population. 1950-2010.
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4 When we talk about the proportion we refer to the population the emigrated or immi-
grated during the focus decade, with respect to the existing population in the moment
that the census was done. It does not refer to the accumulated migrants.
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As for group II, the flow of immigrants captured by Baja
California as a proportion of the population was important in
1950 (55.4%), but a downward trend until 1970. After this year
and until 2010 it maintained an average share of 35%. That is,
in the first half the population grew faster than the rate of ex-
pulsion, however it was high, while in the second, population
growth kept pace with the rate of attraction. This reveals the
growth potential of the state, because it is not only able to retain
a growing population, but also attract a large number of immi-
grants (see Figures 4 and 10). In the case of Quintana Roo, a state
that equally attracted people throughout the period 1950-2010,
the population growth was slower than the rate of attraction, re-
flecting as a result an increasing proportion of immigrants with
respect to the population.

The group of states comprised of Colima, Chihuahua,
Morelos, Nuevo Leon, Sonora and Tamaulipas, maintained a
positive rate of attraction, but relatively low throughout the pe-
riod, while the population as a proportion of variations reported
below 20%, and some faster population growth and slower in
other cases, thus reflecting a lower or higher rate ratio of attrac-
tion with respect to the population.

In turn, the State of Mexico (Group III) for 1950 expelled
25% of its population by 2010, 30% of the population were im-
migrants, but it should be made clear that until 1960 the popu-
lation grew more slowly than the rate expulsion, and until 1990
the rate of attraction. After 1990 the population has grown faster,
even though the rate of attraction was growing, reflecting results
in a high proportion of immigrants, but constant in the period
1990-2010 (See Charts 5.by 11).

Another state that is notable for having changed significantly
its ejector to attractor status is Baja California Sur. While in 1950
it expelled 20% of its population, in 2010, of every 10 inhabi-
tants, 3 were immigrants. This is explained, in part, that the rate
of population growth has been slower, with respect to the rate of
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attraction since 1970. In general, for the states of Aguascalientes,
Campeche, Queretaro and Jalisco, population growth has been
lower than the rate of attraction, but at a relatively lower level
than the case of Baja California Sur.(See Charts 5.a and 12).

Graph 11. Entity that modified its condition from ejector
to attractor. Migratory balance as a proportion of the population.
1950-2010
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Source: Own design based on Figure 3/ See Annex.

Regarding group IV, the most important of all, both in absolute
terms and relative to its population proportion, is the Federal
District. In 1950 4 out of 10 inhabitants were immigrants, and
by 2010 this situation was reversed, since 4 out of 10 were being
driven to other entities. However, until 1980 population growth
in Mexico City was higher than the rate attraction, denoting the
growth of the urban area, while after 1980 the population growth
was offset by an increase in the rate of expulsion, giving rise to a
relatively constant population over 30 years (1980-2010). (See
Charts 6.by 13).
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Graph 12. Entities that modified their condition from ejectors to
attractors. Migratory balance as a proportion of the population.
1950-2010.
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Graph 13. Entity that modified its condition of attractor to ejector.
Migratory balance as a proportion of the population. 1950-2010
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Source: Own design based on Figure 3/ See Annex.
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Another state whose behavior is striking is that of Veracruz,
which since 19770 has maintained an ejector activity of its growing
population. The proportion of the expulsion with respect to the
population which is also growing denotes a slow growth in the
population. So the entity is losing population not only by a lower
rate of population growth, but by a growing number of those who
are expelled. The proportion of the expelled population is less
than 15% of the population, even for 2010. Coahuila and Nayarit
have been expelling people from 1960 to 1970, but have done
so at very low absolute levels, expressing a compatible behavior
with growth of the population, which has been slightly increasing
(See Charts 6.a 14).

Graph 14. Entities that modified their condition from attractors

to ejectors. Migratory balance as a proportion of the population.
1950.2010.

=== Crrahiuila
== ayarit

=== Ve aciug

Source: Own design based on Figure 3/ See Annex.
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CONCLUSIONS

During the period 1950-2010 the interstate migration flows have
formed a panorama in Mexico, so that by 2010, 56% of states
were losing populations, while 44% were attractors. The num-
ber of expelled as a proportion of the total population was 8%
in 2010 (9 million 27 thousand inhabitants). However, of this
amount, 6 entities grouped 73% of the number of expelled inha-
bitants (Guerrero, Michoacan, Oaxaca, Puebla, Mexico City and
Veracruz). Of this amount, Mexico City contributes 53% of those
expelled. On the other hand, from the standpoint of the process
of attracting, 4 states (Baja California, Nuevo Leon, Quintana
Roo and the State of Mexico) grouped 78% of the immigrants.
Of this percentage the state of Mexico accounts for 65% of the
inhabitants that were captured.

In this manner on one hand, a higher proportion of ejectors
states is well formed. The expelled population is captured by a
lower proportion of states. Of ejectors states the most important
by far is Federal District and the most important attractor states
is the state of Mexico. It thus defines a central region with high
migration activity, where only two entities (state of Mexico and
the DF) interact as a receiver and expeller respectively and in a
dominant mode.

Moreover, the definition of attracting regions for 2010
cannot be over emphasized: in the northwest, with the 2 Baja
California’s, Sonora and Chihuahua; Northeast, Nuevo Leon
and Tamaulipas; in the center-north, Jalisco, Colima and
Aguascalientes; the center, with the state of Mexico, Queretaro
and Morelos; and finally south to Quintana Roo and Campeche.
(See Fig. 6).

As for sending regions, especially the south and southeast
of the country are ejectors, with the exception of Campeche and
Quintana Roo. To the north and northwest, half of the states,
especially those closest to the center, form a region of ejector
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populations, which radiate towards the extreme northwest, to
California, Sonora and Chihuahua (in that order); north, Nuevo
Leon and Tamaulipas; to the center-north, Jalisco, Colima and
Aguascalientes; towards the center, Queretaro, State of Mexico
and Morelos; and to the southeast, Campeche and Quintana Roo.
(See Fig. 5).

These results should be taken with caution. They only re-
flect a state of affairs that follows directly from the differences
at the level of entities between individuals leaving and entering
during a ten-year horizon, For example state migratory balances,
which, according to variations present decade to decade (until
2010), end outlining a geography of migration that is embodied
in a number of states that show, in a definitive manner, a situa-
tion of population expulsion or attraction. Which, in turn, and
from a global perspective concludes defining specific socioeco-
nomic regions depending on their condition of attraction to the
relevant population. These results must be supplemented and /
or verified with information concerning migration according to
their origin and destination and in both cases whether they are
from rural or urban centers.

Another important aspect that has some degree of difficulty
is that which concerns the central area, in particular regarding
the Federal District - State of Mexico interaction. Can it be said
that the growing population of the second entity, which for the
most part focuses on the Federal District peripheral municipali-
ties, is a population of the entity itself, or do we think that irra-
diation is but, for the most part, the growth of Mexico City itself,
whose limits are narrow? If the answer is in the sense of self and
non-irradiated population, then the data on migratory balances
in these two entities are not telling the whole truth. The ques-
tion is relevant from the time that a significant proportion of the
population living beyond the periphery of the Federal District,
(particularly in the State of Mexico and Morelos) undertakes
their economic activity in the city, whether commercial, service,
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or labor. Thus, from the economic point of view, the city would
still have precedence over the state of Mexico. In addition, the
state should be considered as an extension of Mexico City, from
the moment its territory is relatively small and whose econo-
mic expansion and hence population can only be to the state
of Mexico, first, and then to Morelos, as it ultimately found by
migration to these states.

Given this problem, it might be better to focus on these en-
tities in conjunction with Morelos, Hidalgo, Puebla, Tlaxcala and
Queretaro, as an economic region whose population movements
are distributed within the region (depending on the variations
which have economic and cultural conditions) over a complex
evolutionary process of economic development.
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— ANNEXES —

Table 1 . NET BALANCE MIGRATION *

United States of Mexico

People
{ Tip#ca
1Ho. ENTIDNOMERG 1350 1990 13 198 1990 Pir L) 2010 cign

I Aguascallentes - 12381 4157 -dbTER 15853 2359 717128 SaTIO EA
2 Ba Callarnin 125807 15507 73128 argTTa Bo05EE 39EsR0 1104316 &
1 B Callorsls Sar -1131% 16352 5489 m|ars i ] E0BEas TUBEE] EA
4 Campeche - -H10% 13427 M SRR LIS F5LE EA
4 Coshuin FABS BRI SEKIE  EDIMS RSIGE DOTRAE 91510 AL
& Cafma L0301 11355 431719 e SR BILE au7an A
7 Chiapas - & G -AF530 54188 NG 112342 -2135RD -351734 E
3 Chihuaua 51 3E= 115386 47132 BDES LESED 321033 ITBLT &
5 Disirin Fisseral 13023431 1721266 L537952 TRIlIS -0153124 1a3006E3 23IBIRT AE
1 [erango -464ls  -lalsEz -1Eh070 -ZEROTY -25L205 -2B4124 -271306 E
11 Guansjuato -d60 16 -130EIE -1993TH ATS1EG RULEE L] -2TF R4 -162%19 . [
1 Gaere MO PR D0ED OGS MM ARBAZE 52000 0
19 Habwiga 130236 IBREIE  -JSAS00  BUMAID BRSNS 303704 100470
14 palsen S294 G JSESER -149333 76534 PR LD 156E30 E4
15 Madsisa ~ 343 0 IRM6 L P R L | I3[HE55S 44D437E  £EIT4AAE EA
18 Michsacan « 181 383 J1é0e]l 4d3E ETETEL -SheoRy Ansals 549301 E
17 Mareios 36 693 55471 B3R5 w240 215602 287033 IGREOT A
13 Nayars LB I7% 420 el 37533 -] 51891 -215H) AE
19 Musws Lecn aj ok 148 rar Moy ammaxy EELTILE] SU90 Thloma &
W Cmcarn SPEIUS IBLISD -DESOND  MG16D  SZIEFS  GALIE 490060 |
31 TMuskls -H1 2% 151341 HA0140 -BEANE -ARA2ES -RaERGS -ABTH0 E
11 Oueritarn - B0 030 -g71ar Bt ] EOTEL 15303 OEgEE 121030 EA
31 Ouintana Roo £ 085 1dBE 11596 11527 I5592) 451L15 EQLEIRE &
24 Zan Lsds Patos 93 265 151597 -136430 Z495EL +353413 JTT2IE 17a73a E
15 Hnaloa - 20373 -AE505 IhES -3573 53913 RAThE ] 336106 E"
2 Snor ZEam Togl [ ERL a1t IZra- LaAITE G038 &
17 Tahmarm -d41 93 ELLE ] -1 M7 -3LEY BT ] -11MESE
1 Tamaulzas 160 159 192 14638 1¥3R17 LR 5 A0ECED JIRAS0 A
I Thaecida - 35 010 -h11ak BRI R L -RARED -4 P 2530 F
A Yaraiiua 5aES 3019% SFET 11941 -2ES6ES rFiioe 79138 AE
il Yacatan = 25570 HE3ak 7597 105773 e -L5E50L Jddeqla E
311 Taranpcas 137 B3& J1EB45F  MAESS GATIIES ~A2E26I ~3875 65 -3535E5 E

Source: own calculations based on population censuses:

VIl General Census of Population, 1950. Mexico, INEGI.

VIl General Census of Population, 1960. Mexico, INEGI.

IX General Census of Population, 1970. Mexico, INEGI.

X General Census of Population and Housing, 1980. Mexico, INEGI.

Xl General Census of Population and Housing, 1990. Mexico, INEGI.

Xl General Census of Population and Housing, 2000. Mexico, INEGI.

General Census of Population and Housing, 2010. INEGI.

1/ Itis the difference between the number of people who immigrated and emigrated.
2/ E: ejectors States; A: attractors States; EA: States passed ejector attractors;
AE: States that went from attractors to ejectors.
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Table 2. TOTAL POPULATION

Mo Entiadfafo  19:0a) 1960 1) 98 1990 oen 010
ELIM 2500 837131 b edrd o] BEEAR.E 21149.& I0ah=3.4 1133365

1 AgascHieries 1531 24349 dEEd 9.4 1.7 1054 11354
F Ba]il:alfurnn 220 502 B4 1179748 16608 2B44.5 31251
1 Bajn California fur B4 K. 1 2K 115.1 Lyl £12.2 14
4 Campichi 1321 1532 JS1E 4216 535.2 TE4.7 24
T Coahufa TR anr.y L11ED 1557.2 187243 2485 2 I748.8
& Colima 1143 1.5 2412 J6.E AT8.5 a0 L1l
T eapak frarii] 1z90.8 ISEEY AT 3FILG 4193.5 A6
2 Chihusem Bl 1238 LelES 2005 5 2i41.0 JF4L 4 408 5
% Distren Federsd B HLE ] ANILY [ B I Pt i Hriga Bl 1
0 Dur.lngu Eru ] T B HE ] 1ia2.z 13449.4 150k 1 16330
11 Guana|uaio 1=1.7 17155 Pl | 2061 FED B dEsl B LT LI
11 duereEn 01%.4 1186, 7 15974 f109.5 266 a115.2 L=
13 Hi-d.ip B4 5.k [N RES: izd4P 5 164 rE TN BEES.0
14 Jalizco 17458 24433 II96.E a172a S0, 7 [l TIEOT
15 Méxo L¥ILE 1Ee.0 aaEk2 Ti6a.k OE1s .8 TS 151749
18 Mleheacdn 18317 1ESLO 33242 Hedk IT4A.2 S0EE 1 435140
17 Morekos IFlg 3.3 Bl5.1 7.l 1155.1 1612.8 1Frit
1% Mayant Fa ELL] LETR T LRERT a5y 1685 A1
1% Buivs Lidhn T2 1074k 16047 FBi30 4,7 4195 HER 3K
IO ORI E LE21.3 17373 20154 Figa.] 3019.6 ELn A =030
21 Pushls 1635 157318 250832 narr a1M.1 LEE11 Lo ]
I Chseril i kRS2 554 dR5 5 Til& 10nsL.2 159431 1EIT.0
23 Gntana Roo 5.0 T0.2 RE2 23a0 93,3 1135.3 1335.6
2 San Luds Pobos g1 1EMA.a 1280 16738 20012 241004 2aan 5
i Sralas 5.7 £ L2655 1&A95 *hod 26048 ITELE
& SonorE L5 [N ] TE3.4 EORET 15837 1E13.6 23540 DEE1.5
7 Tanawrn 3.7 b= e ] ThED 10530 18007 15500 2838 B
Ta Tanaulgay Tid.2 1,3 1569 15245 2F4A a0, .6
I Tlawcala 2E4.B e 7 420 =566 Ed 10582 11e8.8
0 Nerponi 20402 ZFIra 81849 LY. T | Ca ) R 11102 pC i
¥ Yucatdn RiE.q G140 TSk 4 10637 18630 1R14.9 1955,6
EY) atatiedas 6535 Ei7.B 9515 11368 1¥76.3 12277 l_-lﬂi]'__

Source: own calculations based on population censuses:

Seventh General Census of Population, 1950. Mexico, INEGI.

VIl General Census of Population, 1960. Mexico, INEGI.

IX General Census of Population, 1970. Mexico, INEGI.

X General Census of Population and Housing, 1980. Mexico, INEGI.
Xl General Census of Population and Housing, 1990. Mexico, INEGI.
Xl General Census of Population and Housing, 2000. Mexico, INEGI.
General Census of Population and Housing, 2010. INEGI.
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Table 3. MIGRATORY BALANCE OF EACH ENTITY AS A PROPOR-
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TION OF ITS
Tipdica-
| Mo,  Entidadfafio 1950 1560 1970 1550 1990 2000 2010 oan
1 dguascalientes 5.5 -174 -1.8 -3.0 4.1 B 8.2 Ea
2 Haja Califarmia 55.4 451 $2.0 6.5 3.1 EHE 35,3 A
3 Haja Califarnia Sur 01T . 2000 4.3 121 126 211 335 Ea
4 Campache -2 -54 5.3 G4 a1 B4 8.6 Ea
5 Coahuila 4.4 -4.3 -B.B -l 4.3 -4.3 -6 AE
# Cobma 9.6 B4 11.3 B 12.3 1007 3.8 A
7 Chispas 1.5 -35 -3 -4.2 -3.B -5.0 7.3 E
B Chihuahiza 6.1 9.4 2.9 31 6.5 2.9 82 a
4 Distrite Federal 42.7 EL 12,2 2 14,1 ang 28,5 AR
10 Durango -74 -1BA6 -176 0 -1R7 A86 -1BE8 -166 E
11 Guanajuats -1 -1%1  -166 -158 S LU | -5.7 30 E
12 Guerraro -39 sbg  <MLT <144 250 <157 <156 E
13 Hidalgo -153 184 -22) 212 ArE . <134 1.5 F
14 Jalizto -134  -104 -4.5% -1.8 L& 16 2.1 En
15 BAdxion -d4.6  -104 15.5 254 33,7 in4 315 Ea
16 Michoacan A2.7 174 e -20] 168 -14% A2E F
17 Barekas 154 15.4 136 Eob 180 178 174 &
1B Mayarit 6.3 14 0.2 -5.2 -5.1 -85 -2.0 Az
19 Misren Lecn LB 11% 159 173 16.0 143 153 4
30 Oaxaca -5.2 -y -131  -1RAH -17%  -1EX  -176 F
21 Pusala -5.0 -T3 9.6 -110 43 -E3 41 E
2 Querdsam -34,1 274 <155 3.2 1.5 =] 2.1 Ex
I3 Quintana Roo 15.2 04 156 452 51.9 67 48.4 &
2a 5an Luis PoLos) 105 -145 184 204 A76 <156 -345 E
5 Snalea -3.4 -3.5 1 =05 -7 B3 -1E0 Ef
a Sanara a4 LW a3 Bu& .o B2 a0 A
27 Tabasim -6.0 -64 -3.0 -23 -1.3 -28 5.1 E
Z8 Tamaulipas 236 184 10.0 29 8.9 102 0.3 A
3 Tlacala 123 <176 <185 123 4.0 4.4 .2
30 Versour 0.3 14 4.2 =12 A7 -1l 115 A
31 Wucatam -5.0 -8 -10.0 -39 4.7 -B7 T4 E
32 Iacatecas (e - S 1+ B 334 <i%l 23,7 E
Source: own calculations based on Table 1 and Table 2.
g0
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