Does natural increase enhance international migration?
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The case of Latin America and the Caribbean, 1970-2010. R reto@ced.uab o

Background and research questions

Figure 1. Sixty years of great transformations in the sign and intensity of net migration rate. Figure 2. Natural Growth Rates” decline. Selected countries, 1950-2010.
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Figure 5. Results from Prais — Winsten regression models (PCSEs). Latin America & Caribbean, 1975-2010. 0.0006 \s\ \\ //
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t p <0.10; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001 generalization (Sen 2000). (S /
Source: Own elaboration, based on data from UN (WPP2010), Quality of Government data set (2011), Maddison Time Series (2004). _ _ . RDEfeLe:;S: H. (2010) Migration transitions, a theoretical and empirical inquiry into the
Methodological note: Estimations for macro panel with dummy variables for every country (own intercept). Panel corrected standard errors robust to DEVE|Opment, far from redUC|ng nEt em|grat|0n, fOSterS the doi}/cslzp&?;;;fsligfizn:ernational migration. Working paper of the International Migration Institute-

. Migration Review, 44, 227-264.
tandardized. v
standardized SALINARI, G. & DE SANTIS, G. (2011) The role of the demographic transition in the formation of
the trans-Mediterranean and trans-Saharan migration systems. PAA. Washington.
SEN, A. (2000) Desarrollo y Libertad, Barcelona, Editorial Planeta.

heterocedasticity were estimated and an autoregressive term of first order was introduced to deal with autocorrelation. The coefficients here presented are \Same at intermediate levels of development (De Haas 2010” DE HAAS, H. (2010b) Migration and Development: A Theoretical Perspective. International




