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Abstract 

How do flows of monies and flows of ideas interrelate as they circulate between 

New York, Dakar, and Paris? This paper shows how the conceptual framework of 

economic sociology can encompass and further conclusions produced by the 

scholarship investigating the migration-development nexus. A theoretical 

approach to economic sociology shows that migrants’ financial remittances 

perform a transnational relational work critical to the circulation of ideas between 

continents. Bringing together studies of economic remittances and social 

remittances, this project explores the channels through which migrants’ transfers 

can influence corruption. Two transnational datasets collected in France, Senegal, 

and the United States (in 2011-2012) are combined to propose a structural model 

(SEM). This analysis of the channels through which migrants’ transfers impact the 

socio-political environment of their homeland contributes to a better 

understanding of the interrelations between tangible and intangible resources.  
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INTRODUCTION 

This paper explores how economic remittances and social transfers interrelate as they circulate 

between Dakar, Paris, and New York to extend the scholarship investigating the migration-

development nexus. It shows how a theoretical approach to economic sociology can encompass 

and further the findings on remittances from the fields of development economics, on the one 

hand, and migration studies, on the other. To do so, this project brings together studies of 

economic remittances and social remittances, two bodies of evidence that have been separated 

thus far. This interdisciplinary and transnational lens highlights the consequences of migrants’ 

transfers on key development outcomes through the example of corruption.  

Economic remittances are all the monies and goods migrants send, from the host country, to their 

relatives who stayed behind (Carling 2014 ; Lucas and Stark 1985). A theoretical approach to 

economic sociology shows how migrants’ remittances contribute to the “constant negotiation of 

the exact content of important social ties” (Zelizer 2005: 32). In this respect, economic 

remittances perform a transnational relational work (Bandelj 2012 ; Zelizer 2005, 2012) critical 

to the circulation of ideas between continents: these economic transfers underpin social transfers. 

Social remittances are the ideas, practices and know-hows that circulate along migratory paths, 

producing original hybridizations (Levitt 1998; Levitt 2001; Levitt and Lamba-Nieves 2011).  

The intimate interrelations between the economic and social remittances demonstrate the 

importance of connecting development studies and economic sociology to fully account for 

migrants’ influence on their homeland. The analysis of two transnational datasets collected in 

France, Senegal, and the United States (in 2011 – 2012) identifies the channels through which 

migrants’ transfers influence corruptive practices in their homeland. In this respect, this paper 



  

  CMD Working Paper Series 6 

contributes to a better understanding of the interrelations between tangible and intangible 

resources. To do so, the first section gives an overview of the literature on economic remittances 

and on social transfers; the second section presents the data; the third section foregrounds the 

relational role that economic remittances play in the renegotiation of relationships within which 

social remittances circulate; the fourth section concludes.   
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FIRST SECTION: AN INTERDISCIPLINARY LITERATURE REVIEW 

While the sociological dimensions of economic remittances and the financial dimensions of 

social remittances are understudied, interrelations between financial and social transfers remain 

unexplored. This section provides an overview of the current literature in development economics 

and migration studies. It shows that these different fields have increasingly focused on migrants’ 

social ties in explaining their remitting behaviors – I contend that these bodies of evidence are 

moving towards a relational accounting of migrants’ remittances. 

From Development Economics to Migration Studies  

The literature offers a number of explanations to account for migrants’ transfers. An altruistic 

perspective underlines motives such as improving their origin household’s welfare, as part of 

migrants’ own welfare (see e.g. Agarwal 2002; Banerjee 1984; Johnson and Whitelaw 1974). 

Remittances are also understood as investments to repay a debt contracted by migrants to gather 

enough resources to migrate (Ahlburg and Brown 1998; Bollard and al. 2011; Poirine 1997; Stark 

and Bloom 1985) or to repay the “infinite debt” between children and parents (Marie 1997).  

Migrants’ transfers are understood by others as a form of insurance (Timera 1996, Bryceson and 

Vuorela 2002 de Brauw, Mueller and Woldehanna 2013; Stark and Levhari 1982) or as a way of 

purchasing services or securing inheritance (Cox 1987; Cox, Eser and Jimenez 1998; de la Briere 

and al. 2002; Fokkema, Cela and Ambrosetti 2013; Hoddinott 1994; Hagen-Zanker and Siegel, 

2007). However, this literature tends to ignore the links between the unit of analysis (individual, 

households,…) and the wider web of ties (as noted by Garip, 2014) i.e. often such works adopt a 

perspective limited to the transaction without respect to the social context. 
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Because remittances implicate not only the sender and the recipient, they deserve to be analyzed 

in the broader context. The scholarship recently moved in this direction and studies attuned to 

network effects give prominence to strong empirical evidence that remittances implicate actors 

that are not directly involved in the transfer itself. For instance a novel methodology, developed 

by researchers specialized in West African migrations, pinpoints how networks in host countries 

enforce remitting behaviors (Senne and al. 2011). Specifically networks play a double role, 

providing migrants and their families with services and information. The authors show that 

migrants’ propensity to remit increases when they value more networks’ services and/or when 

such networks are more efficient in exerting control (Senne and al. 2011: 23).   

An important conclusion to be drawn from this perspective is the extent to which remitting 

behaviors are inextricable from migrants’ networks, in other words: from relational dynamics. In 

this respect, analyses produced by development economists echo the most recent accountings of 

remittances developed by migration scholars.  

 

From Migration Studies to Economic Sociology 

In parallel, migration studies increasingly emphasize network dynamics which shape remitting 

behaviors (Garip and al. 2014). In Thailand, F. Garip’s analysis (of a dataset of 35,122 

individuals and 6,301 households in 1994 and 2000) shows how remittances result from network 

effects, in home communities. The authors find that migrants are more likely to remit as the 

number of remitters in the household or the share of remitters in the village increase (Garip and 

al. 2014 : 22). At the crossroads of empirical works emerging from different disciplines and fields 
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of investigation, the network perspective confirms that remitting is a social practice “not just an 

individual’s choice” (Page and Mercer 2012 : 4). 

Two recent theoretical contributions face the challenge of exploring the social meanings and 

cultural significance of remittances (Carling 2014 ; Lacroix 2014). Without addressing the 

question of networks per se, these contributions endorse the relevance of accounting for the 

relational dynamics underpinning economic transfers. J. Carling provides a welcome synthesis of 

manifold scattered ethnographic evidence on remittances and he shows how remitting behaviors 

follow “scripts” recognized by and meaningful within given social groups (Carling 2014 : 221). 

In his contribution on collective remittances, T. Lacroix underlines how migrants’ transfers are 

related to migrants’ social embedding (see also Daum, 1998; Fitzgerald, 2004; Grillo and Riccio, 

2004; Smith, 2006). The author unfolds a theoretical framework analyzing economic transfers as 

communicative acts i.e. as a “message” or public stance migrants endorse regarding their 

obligations towards their community of origin. As such, economic remittances foster “the 

convergence of social behaviors” (Lacroix, 2014). 

These perspectives, albeit quite diverse in their theoretical and methodological approaches, 

converge towards the idea that remittances are relational: they are fostered by relationships at the 

origin (Garip, 2014) and destination (Senne and al, 2011). They participate in expressing 

migrants’ continued commitment to their home community (Lacroix, 2014) and make sense in 

the context of a given group (Carling, 2014). However this engaging body of evidence leaves 

important research questions unsolved: in particular the focus on migrants’ motives to remit (form 

Lucas and Stark 1985 to Carling 2014) explores the role played by interpersonal relationships in 

the decision to remit  but does not account for the impact of economic remittances on these 

relationships: how remittances affect and contribute to the renegotiation of interpersonal ties?  
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I contend that the conceptual framework of economic sociology enables us to develop a 

comprehensive approach to the relational function of monetary transactions. To do so, I draw 

upon research documenting the key role played by monetary transfers in weaving social ties 

(Zelizer 2005, 2011, 2012; Bandejl, 2012) in order to unfold a theoretical framework susceptible 

to embracing evidence on economic and social remittances. Indeed to date, the literature on 

economic remittances does not address the relational consequences of economic remittances – 

reciprocally, the literature on social remittances overlooks the financial dimension of social 

transfers.  

The Financial Dimension of Social Remittances  

Peggy Levitt coined the term of “social remittances” to analyze how ideas, practices and know-

hows travel along migratory paths (Levitt 1998, 2001 ; Levitt and Lamba-Nieves 2011 ; Levitt 

and Rajaram 2013). This concept marked a turning point in the analysis of the migration-

development nexus. The scholarship foregrounds the powerful impact of social transfers (Kapur 

2010, 2014 ; Lafleur 2013 ; Levitt and Rajaram 2013 ; Piper 2009 ; Sasse 2013 ; Tabar 2014). 

Kapur was a pioneer in documenting migrations’ financial and political consequences on sending 

areas. He points to the political consequences of economic flows, showing how financial 

remittances influenced India’s political economy (enhancing India’s external autonomy at the 

macro level) or impacted human-capital formation (Kapur 2010 : 114 - 119). More recently, he 

reviewed evidence regarding the direct political effects of remittances on political competition 

(Kapur 2014: 491). But he also foregrounds the transformations induced by the “transmission of 

ideas” per se, disclosing notably how returnees belonging to Indian elites influenced institutions 

building in decisive ways (Kapur 2010 : 125 - 161). His approach to the economic and political 
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consequences of migrations inspired the present project to explore how these two dimensions 

interrelate.  

In parallel, another line of research has emerged in economics – with a similar interest in 

intangible transfers. I identified a series of work addressing related questions but adopting a 

conceptualization in terms of “transfer of social norms” (Beine and Sekkat 2013), “democratic 

diffusion” (Pérez-Armendáriz and Crow 2010), political preferences and “clientelistic 

relationships” (Pfutze 2012), “transfer of political norms” (Chauvet and Mercier 2014) or “social 

transformation” (Pellerin and Mullings 2013). Such studies confirm that an approach to political 

economy reveals significant effects of international migrations on the political dynamics of 

sending areas in various contexts. Albeit conducted by economists, to my knowledge, these 

analyses largely overlook the role played by economic remittances in the circulation of social 

remittances. 

The present project extends these bodies of evidence to examine the interrelation between 

financial and social transfers. More specifically, I develop an interdisciplinary approach to show 

how the relational function of financial remittances underpins the circulation of social transfers. 

The interdisciplinary and transnational approach enables me to explore the extent to which:      

(1) Financial remittances signal the maintenance of transnational ties; 

(2) Financial remittances reinforce asymmetrical relationships between senders and receivers; 

(3) The circulation of social remittances reflects asymmetrical social positions: transferring 

norms signals a position of domination. The discussion with a significant body of literature relies 

on the analysis of original empirical material.  
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SECOND SECTION: AN INTERDISCIPLINARY EMPIRICAL STRATEGY 

From Structural Equation Modeling to Transnational Ethnographies  

The findings developed in this paper emerged from the analysis of two datasets collected from 

Senegal, France, and the United States between 2011 and 2012. Both surveys were conducted by 

economists and sociologists who cooperated to develop interdisciplinary research designs 

adapted to our research questions on social transfers. These data collections were fully financed, 

designed and realized by the research center DIAL (Institute of Research for Development, Paris, 

France)
2
.  

Quantitative Data: A Transnational Exit Poll (Paris – New-York – Dakar) 

This “Sondage sortie des urnes” (2012) consisted in a quantitative data collection: 923 

Senegalese voters were interviewed on the day of Senegalese elections, at the exit of polling 

stations: 

The first phase was realized on the day of the presidential elections (February 26, 2012) in the 

United States and in France (respectively 354 and 199 questionnaires were collected in 

Senegalese consulates of Paris and New York); 

The second phase was realized on the day of legislative elections (July 1
st
, 2012) in France and in 

Senegal (respectively 163 and 207 questionnaires were collected in Paris and Dakar).  

                                                             
2 More details on ongoing projects here : http://www.dial.ird.fr/. All the data analyzed in this paper were collected by 
DIAL’s research team. The possibility to develop interdisciplinary surveys was critical to this work and was made possible 
by Flore Gubert and Sandrine Mesplé-Somps. 

http://www.dial.ird.fr/


  

  CMD Working Paper Series 13 

Four main sections questioned Senegalese voters on their socio-demographic characteristics; the 

intensity of their transnational connections; their political or associative engagement; and their 

social transfers. This design enables us to compare how profiles, trajectories and political 

behaviors differ between two destination countries and between the home and the host country.  

A limit of the design is the relatively small size of the sample especially concerning Senegal (we 

collected 716 observations in destination countries but only 207 in Senegal). After proposing 

descriptive statistics and classical regression models, I thus turn to a statistical method adapted to 

develop complex models out of small samples (Chin & Newsted 1999; Henseler and 

Sarstedt 2013 : 566): Structural Equation Modeling (see also Acock 2013 ; Henseler and 

Sarstedt 2013). I use qualitative evidence to illuminate the quantitative results and identify 

explanatory mechanisms. 
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 Qualitative Dataset: A Transnational Team of Ethnographers  

The TIMME
3
 project (2012) was an interdisciplinary and transnational data collection combining 

different methods of analysis. We extended the research design implemented by the Mexican 

Migration Project
4
: the “guiding philosophy is that qualitative and quantitative procedures 

complement one another and that, properly combined, one's weaknesses are the other's strengths, 

yielding a body of data with greater reliability and more internal validity than could be achieved 

using either method alone” (Massey and Zenteno 2000).  

Our team thus used a quantitative database
5
 to map migrants’ organizations and select case-

studies of organizations created by and for Senegalese migrants in France. Then we identified the 

chapters of those Home Town Associations (HTAs) in France, in Dakar, and in the villages of 

origin and we conducted parallel ethnographic fieldwork in the different chapters. The last phase 

of fieldwork was realized by bi-national duos of ethnographers in Dakar and in the different 

villages of intervention of these HTAs.  

Finally the team of Senegalese and French ethnographers analyzed jointly the ethnographic data 

collected over the course of ten months. This stage produced original empirical material: cross-

cultural analyses of the dynamics of cultural circulation between Europe and Africa. This 

combination of quantitative and qualitative transnational data proved to be critical to develop a 

comprehensive accounting of migrants’ transfers.  

  

                                                             
3 The TIMME project (Terrains Interdisciplinaires et Multi-Sites : Migrants et Engagements). Cf. 
https://sites.google.com/site/enquetetimme/home. 
4 See Mexican Migration Project http://mmp.opr.princeton.edu   
5 The MIDDAS project (Migrations Internationales et Développement : Données Appariées migrants-familles d’origine au 
Sénégal). Cf. http://www.dial.ird.fr/projets-de-recherche/projets-anr/middas. 

https://sites.google.com/site/enquetetimme/home
http://mmp.opr.princeton.edu/
http://www.dial.ird.fr/projets-de-recherche/projets-anr/middas
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THIRD SECTION: THE IMPACT OF MIGRANTS’ REMITTANCES ON CORRUPTION 

Financial Remittances as Transnational Relational Work 

To analyze the interplay between financial and social remittances, I first show that migrants’ 

economic transfers ultimately have a relational function. The absence of economic remittances 

from the scholarship in economic sociology is striking (as noted by Zelizer 2014). It is all the 

more surprising that such transactions seem to be the raison d’être of economic sociology. Indeed 

economic remittances embody the concept of “relational work” (Zelizer 2005 ; Zelizer and 

Tilly 2007) which underlines how economic transactions participate in “the establishment of 

differentiated social ties, their maintenance, their reshaping, their distinction from other re-

lations, and sometimes their termination” (Zelizer 2005:35). Remittances exhibit how economic 

exchanges sustain and renegotiate interpersonal ties. In this respect financial remittances are a 

critical illustration of the interweaving of intimacy and economy: such economic transactions 

maintain intimate links.  Thinking of economic remittances as transnational relational work 

brings to the fore the extent to which such transfers have simultaneously an economic (material), 

social (intangible) and intimate (relational) dimension.  

This conceptualization of remittances as relational work encompasses the empirical findings 

according to which remittances result form social norms in home (Garip and al. 2014) countries 

enforced by peers in host countries (Senne and al. 2011). Remittances are not only “embedded” 

in networks: they can be a condition of the persistence of networks over time. Economic 

remittances are “a way of retaining ties” (Garip and al. 2014 : 12)  if not an intrinsic dimension of 

enduring ties. Indeed economic transfers are part and parcel of a broader set of transnational 

practices that contribute to the maintenance of links between migrants and their relatives at home 
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(Vickstrom 2013). If this focus on “relational work addresses the content of social ties... it goes 

much further” and illuminates how economic transaction conjoin “relationality with meaning-

making and power”(Bandelj 2012 : 191). 

This analysis of remittances through the lens of economic sociology expands upon studies 

foregrounding remittances’ embededness into social ties and unravels the key role that money 

plays in social interactions. This perspective furthers statements produced by economists 

themselves: because remittances participate in a complex web of rights and duties 

(Platteau 2010 ; Senne and al. 2011), to comply with the obligation to transfer has a relational 

function. In this respect, migration studies also provide promising geographic extension to the 

scholarship of economic sociology, so far more oriented towards Western countries. In the next 

section I show how my fieldwork extends this body of literature to the African context. 
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A Core Concept of Economic Sociology Extended to Africa 

The circulation of money has a constitutive function in most households across the world and this 

feature is especially striking in West African families. As Zelizer notes: “the mere establishment 

of a shared ancestry” does not loom large without “the actual performance of kinship” (Zelizer 

and Tilly 2007 : 21). Money is vital to “perform” kinship. Economic remittances are decisive 

within transnational families (Stark and Lucas 1988); this is all the more true in West Africa in 

general, and in Senegal in particular, where the circulation of money maintains interpersonal 

links (Platteau 2010). This feature becomes blatant in transnational families, but also in the 

maintenance of ties with the homeland as our empirical material shows. In the case of Senegalese 

migrants in France, remitting can be an explicit condition to maintain contact and retain tie, to 

remain a member of the family of origin and stay connected with friends and kin, as the case of 

Mariam shows.  

 

Much More Than Money  

At this time I am not conducting a qualitative interview but I am filling out 

questionnaires for a quantitative survey on economic transfers…  

     My interview with Mariam takes place in rue Clerc, in the wealthy 

seventh arrondissement of Paris. The Eiffel Tower is two blocks away. 

Mariam works here – but she lives in La Courneuve, an hour away. She 

grew up in Saint-Louis, in Northern Senegal (3081 miles away) where she 

lived until 2005. When, at 22, she works as a waitress in a small restaurant. 

That is where she met Mario, an Italian real estate agent. He told her about 

Europe and dreamt about living together. They left Saint Louis together, 

driving to Dakar, flying to Tunis and driving to Bizerte (Tunisia). Mario had 

a small boat waiting for them there. As they sailed to Naples, she became 

undocumented. They reached the Italian coast at night. They settled in 

Florence, where Mario was from. But after a violent argument, Mariam fled, 

and took several trains to Lyon (France) and finally ended up in Paris, in 

2007. In 2008, she managed to become a legal resident in France and she 

was eager to “testify” in her own words:  
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      “…write, write what I say ‘cause you know, they don’t know, they don’t 

realize (…) my family, you know, they believe I am a liar when I say that I 

have no money. You know, they think that migrants who don’t send 

[remittances], it’s because they are selfish. While… [she sighs] it’s so hard 

here. So hard, I never thought that it would be this way… (…) I know that 

life is hard for them [in Senegal] too. I know that but what can I do?… I just 

can’t [help them]. See! See how I live, how hard I work… I just can’t (…) 

it’s tough but now, when I see a number starting with 212 [Senegal’s area 

code], I don’t pick up [the phone]… ‘cause I know that it’s for money, I 

don’t pick up ‘cause I know that they’ll ask for money… I understand them, 

I know that life is hard in Saint Louis (…) but what can I do? I have to pay 

my rent (…) If I work honestly, I barely make ends meet, I just can’t send 

[remittances]… (…) I’m really sad about that, sure, ‘cause... because of that 

I don’t have news anymore, I don’t know how they are doing (…),I’moften 

worried… If something happened to my parents, or my brothers, I would 

even not know about it. (…) Tho now that I’m here, I try to make my way… 

even if it’s really not like what that I imagined my life to be…”  

(Mariam, Paris VII°, April 2009) 

 

This example illustrates how money purchases intimacy (Zelizer, 2005). Mariam’s inability to 

send money to her relatives at origin led to the termination of her relationships with her parents, 

siblings, friends and relatives in Senegal. In the case of transnational households, economic 

remittances signal that the migrant is still part of the household – that is why no hardship and no 

misery in the host country seem to justify not sending monies. The urge to maintain relationships 

leads migrants to transfer money in spite of sometimes truly difficult conditions. It has led 

scholars to show that remittances can flirt with the “sacrifice” (e.g. Schiller and Fouron, 2001; 

McKenzie and Menjıvar, 2011; Singh, 2013; Yeoh and al., 2013). This relational role of 

remittances also accounts for the fact that such transfers are typically sent in relatively small 

magnitudes at relatively high frequencies (Yang 2011) due to their function in fostering contacts 

and being part of the household’s daily life in spite of distance.  
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My quantitative data confirms the previous statement: we see a strong correlation between the 

frequency of phone calls and the frequency of remittances suggesting that both types of ‘contacts’ 

and ways of performing kinship are interrelated (tables 1 and 2). These findings are concordant 

with a large body of evidence collected in various contexts (notably in Latin America) 

underlining that economic remittances reaffirm migrants’ belonging to a household located 

thousands of kilometers away and/or signal their sustained loyalty towards their home country 

(Carling 2008; Lacroix 2010; Van Hear, Vertovec, and Pieke 2004). These transfers “express a 

desire to remain connected” to the homeland (Fernandez-Kelly and Portes éds. 2015). 

These studies, conducted by leading migration scholars, can be connected to perspectives aiming 

at developing a comprehensive understanding of the relational nature of economic transactions. 

Here my proposition is to further combine insights from economic sociology and migrations 

studies to highlight that remittances are not exceptions standing alone in social life. We need to 

think the continuity existing between remittances and other forms of economic transactions, their 

relational, social, and ideational consequences.   
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Asymmetries and Power  

To understand the complex role played by money in shaping relations, I follow N. Bandelj’s 

approach. Indeed she shows that relational work consists of “interactional efforts” between the 

partners, so “reciprocity has to be its core defining feature, in a sense that there has to be a 

reciprocal recognition of the other for the relational work to be accomplished. But reciprocity 

doesn’t mean equality. Just think of the Hegelian conundrum of the master and slave.” 

(Bandelj 2012: 180). In this respect, my project expands upon the current understanding of the 

impact of remittances on social stratifications (see Kapur 2010: 135 – 145; Kapur 2014).  

This statement is decisive in overcoming the apparent contradiction at the core of the analysis of 

migrants’ motives to remit (Carling, 2014). As Lucas and Stark observed (1985 : 904): “one 

cannot probe whether the true motive is one of caring or more selfishly wishing to enhance 

prestige by being perceived as caring.” The relational perspective shows that both dimensions 

are interweaved: economic transactions signal an unceasing process of redefinition of the 

respective positions of the stakeholders; negotiations about the content, the meaning of the 

interaction, and the reciprocal positions of the partners (Tilly 2006 : 15).  We perceive such 

negotiations notably through the quarrels over control. Different empirical studies show that 

senders and receivers can collide with one other over remittances (see Ashraf and al. 2011 ; 

Yang 2011 regarding an experiment in El Savlador and Blanchart, 2013 regarding Senegal). 

Further scattered evidence confirms that the question of power underlies economic remittances, 

even though this question remains relatively absent from the economic literature. Migration 

scholars are more attuned to the unbalanced ties linking migrants and their relatives at home: 

“Transnational relationships are inherently unequal, at the psychological level, when one party 



  

  CMD Working Paper Series 21 

has left while the other has remained” (Carling 2008). These observations can be extended, for 

remittances are part of the unequal nature of transnational ties. Remittances do not systematically 

grant more power to the senders over the recipient (see Richman, 2005 about Haiti) but 

remittances involve a negotiation about the reciprocal positions of the participants. And in many 

instances, sending money enhances the relative social position of the sender. Intuitions regarding 

the links between these two forms of capital are perceptible, both in migration studies and 

sociology, but need to be analyzed in a more comprehensive way. Money tends to grant some 

authority, at the very least regarding what is funded with these monies. My fieldwork 

documented many instances where recipients explicitly link migrants’ financial contributions and 

migrants’ ability to make decisions. On this point, quantitative material (analyzed in this section) 

and qualitative data (next section) converge. The quantitative data shows, first, that economic 

transfers relate to the maintenance of transnational ties; second, that economic remittances are 

associated with a higher probability of social remittances.  

Descriptive statistics show the strong association between the maintenance of relationships, the 

sending of money and the circulation of social remittances (see table 2). Among migrants who do 

not call regularly their kin in Senegal, 57 percent send money; while among those who call their 

kin regularly (more than once a month), 85 percent remit money regularly. Conversely, not 

sending money is associated with a lower frequency of sending voting advice (used here as proxy 

for social remittances). This result might be linked to the fact that those who do not send money 

are not in contact with the household anymore; however, this is consistent with the statement that 

social remittances are contingent upon to the maintenance of ties. Further, different models 

estimated suggest the same patterns: financial remittances are part of a wider set of transnational 

practices maintaining ties (see also Vickstrom 2013 for concordant statistical findings). 
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The probit models (table 3) seek to explain the variable “followed voting order.” I 

restricted the analysis to Senegalese voters (N=163). Respondents were asked if 

any member of their household were living abroad and, if yes, a series of 

questions followed, including: the region of emigration, the link with this migrant, 

whether s/he owned a business or a property in Senegal, as well as the frequency 

of phone calls and visits and, finally, whether they spoke about politics together 

and if the migrant gave the respondent voting order. I used this last information to 

construct a binary variable taking the value 1 if the respondent replied yes to both 

of the following questions “Did s/he [the migrant] give any voting orders?” and 

“Did you take into account her/his opinion?” (the variable takes the value 0 if the 

answer to the second question is negative and “.” if the response to the first 

question is “missing”). The table 3 presents the different specifications.  

 

The multivariate analysis shows that those who receive phone calls and economic transfers are 

also more likely to follow the voting advice of the sender of economic transfers (see table 3). 

However, probit estimations do not account for the structural relations between those dimensions. 

I thus turned to structural modeling in order to investigate the interactions between my 

explanatory variables.  Structural modeling is appealing because this technique enables me to 

create and estimate a latent variable i.e. a theory-based construct: here the one of relational work 

(see annexes). This method of estimation also allows me to trace the path of independent 

variables affecting directly as well as indirectly the outcome of interest (Soehl and Waldinger 
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2012). Last but not least, such models imply soft assumptions about the data, the scale of 

measurement or the distribution of errors (see Fornell and Bookstein, 1992 : 443 or Wold, 1973 

cited by Henseler and Sarstedt 2013).  

The estimations (presented below) confirm that economic remittances are inseparable from their 

relational substrate (making phone calls, visiting relatives in Senegal) and that these different 

dimensions of relational work are intimately linked together (correlation between theses 

explanatory variables) as well as they are linked with the explained variable (high |z ratio|, highly 

significant). The combination of these three dimensions increases the predictive power of the 

model, or more strictly speaking: the estimated covariance matrices is closer to the actual 

covariance matrices (Acock 2013: 2–5; Bowen 2012: 16 - 20) as suggested by the convergence of 

several indicators: the RMSEA
6
, the CFI

7
 and the TLI

8
 improve; the BIC decreases (see Bowen 

2012:141–147; Acock 2013:21–25 for the interpretation of these indicators). 

 

The different statistical approaches converge to show that the probability of following voting 

orders of a given migrant is correlated with the fact of receiving financial transfers, even after 

controlling for a series of potential confounders. The status of the sender/receiver of economic 

remittances is reflected in the status of the sender/receiver of social remittances – I will now 

clarify why.   

                                                             
6 Root Mean Squared Error of Approximation (see Bollen and Long 1993; Henseler and Sarstedt 2013) 
7 Comparative Fit Index 
8 Tucker Lewis Index 
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ECONOMIC REMITTANCES AS CHANNEL FOR SOCIAL REMITTANCES 

Sending money contributes to reinforce a position of domination favorable to dictate rules; albeit 

flagrant, this role of economic remittances in the circulation of social remittances is not 

accounted for. Although social remittances are a sign of domination. Defining the rules of the 

game is the manifestation of the ultimate domination (Bourdieu 1993, 2011). A closer look at 

social remittances suggests that indeed such transfers are far from being exempted from dynamics 

of domination, such as the selection of norms from abroad that best fits the interest of their 

promoters back home. The case-studies analyzed below clearly show how the imposition of (new 

or alternative) norms intervenes against the backdrop of asymmetrical, and often, conflictual 

relations within complex transnational social hierarchies. The next section analyzes how social 

remittances affect developmental outcomes such as corruption. It shows that “intangible 

cognitive remittances may even have a more critical impact than the flow of money” (Kapur 

2014, 484). Stakes are high and the dynamics of domination underlying social transfers generate 

oppositions and conflicts.  

The Impact of Remittances on Corruption 

An unexpected connection between economic sociology and development studies emerged from 

the fieldwork. In Senegal, the empirical data collected in the context of the TIMME project 

revealed different cases of corruption in spite of the fact that it was not the initial focus of our 

survey. Three different cases of corruption concerning different public goods disclosed 

comparable dynamics. The scope and omnipresence of petty corruption echoes the statement that 

West Africa witnesses a system of “generalized exchange of favors (Cheeseman, Anderson, and 

Scheibler 2013:73). Indeed, in our cases, corruption was public: most villagers knew about it. But 
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the fact that “everyone has a hold over everybody else” makes denunciation useless if not risky 

(Cheeseman and al, 2013). The interesting pattern emerging from the comparison of our cases 

was the particular role that migrants played in these specific villages where they dismissed 

corrupt individuals.  

 

In Diarama (Tambacounda), East Senegal (see map) 

When I started my fieldwork in Paris in 2009, le « cas Baldé » (the name of the 

corrupt director) was evoked systematically during the meeting of the HomeTown 

Association (HTA); but migrants did not manage to solve this issue from France. 

Until March 2011, three prominent members of the HTA, Oumar Samrho, Syabou 

Keira and Modibo Keira – all living in Paris for decades, all active members of 

the board of the HTA and all members of the upper-cast in Diarama – happened 

to be back in their village for vacations at the same time.  

 

They changed the strategy, called for public attention, triggered a local scandal 

that alerted local authorities and generated the intervention of the prefect, who 

came in person from Kabel (the prefecture
9
, ten miles away). The intervention of 

the prefect led to the subsequent dismissal of the director (June 2011). The new 

director, M. Ladji Samrho entered in function in September 2011.  

 

Strikingly, the migrants played a similar role in another village, in the South of the country (more 

than 400 miles away):  

 

In Boukanao (Casamance), South Senegal (see map) 

“Those from France, they came, they saw that the shop was not managed properly (…) they 

noticed a problem (…) they brought the bailiff and they sued the manager! Alright but 

globally, people in the village they think that this is a misuse of power. They say: this is an 

abuse of power. They [the migrants] did this [the shop] and then, they came from France, 

                                                             
9 Equivalent to the county town 
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they jailed the kid! (…) They just called the police and the police came directly. And the guy 

was jailed for more than two years!  

They came and (…) in fact they ignored the whole sphere of traditional due processes before 

launching the lawsuit (…) they skipped the traditional law in favor of the [legal] law. So this 

fueled a trouble. (…) it created a lot of problem, really a lot of problems.”  

 (Inssa Sané, research collaborator, IRD - March 8, 2012) 

 

In both cases, migrants dismissed the corrupt individuals using legal channels (the prefect and the 

bailiff). In this respect, this empirical material echoes Levitt’s findings when she shows how: 

“Migrant leaders also export back lessons about managing public and community spaces. … 

Over time, abiding by legal norms, demanding accountability, and upholding contractual 

agreements has become part of their organizational routine and is also part of what migrants 

remit back” to their country of origin. Because migrants “come into regular contact with what 

they perceive as a well-regulated system of rules and norms, their expectations of public officials 

and offices have changed.” (Levitt and Lamba-Nieves 2011 : 11 - 12).   
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RESISTANCES TO SOCIAL REMITTANCES AND LOCAL CONFLICTS 

Our case studies confirm the potentially powerful impact of social remittances. Yet, the 

ethnographic data show how social remittances are embedded in asymmetrical and sometimes 

conflictual configurations. The scholarship is largely silent on the oppositions and conflicts 

generated by social remittances
10

, although their analysis is heuristic.  

 In Kabel, Diarama, and Boukanao, open conflicts were aroused – not against those who were 

convicted of misappropriation, but between those who claimed the legitimacy to make justice. 

Globally those situations opposed two sets of justifications: on one hand, traditional hierarchies 

and social stability were invoked by villagers to reassert upper-casts’ and nobilities’ legitimacy. 

The latter claimed that local chiefs are the ones who should settle the cases related to corruptive 

practices. On the other hand, efficiency, transparency, and accountability were invoked by 

migrants to promote legal and formalized procedures at the expense of traditional ones. Migrants 

finally imposed their views in Boukanao and Diarama: in these villages, migrants dismissed the 

corrupt individual but, to do so, they had to bypass the traditional nobilities. These actions caused 

real conflicts in both villages: 

In Diarama: the dismissal of the director triggered an “unprecedented mess”: the premises of the 

HTA “had been wrecked, gates had been tear out, phone wires had been cut”. Pupils "threw 

stones" at the association’s premises even though the place was “packed with adults: their own 

parents”
11

.    

(Syabou Keira, member of the HTA – Diarama’s “garage”, March 12, 2012) 

In Boukanao: “Those from France, they came, they saw that the shop was not managed 

properly (…) they brought the bailiff and they sued the manager! Alright but globally, people in 

the village they think that this is a misuse of power. They say: this is an abuse of power. They [the 

migrants] did this [the shop] and then, they came from France, they jailed the kid! (…) They just 

called the police and the police came directly. And the guy was jailed for more than two years!  

                                                             
10 A recent literature review confirms the absence of work on “the conflicts generated by migration … and the related social 
changes in homeland communities (see Sayad [1977], as a remarkable exception)” (Boccagni and Decimo 2013 : 3). 
11 See the narrative online. 

http://www.diawara.org/2011/03/22/le-principal-et-deux-de-ses-collegues-soupconnes-de-malversation-la-population-reclame-ou-sont-passes-les-15-838-000-f-cfa-du-college-de-diawara/
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So people, they woke up one fine day, they saw this, the police coming and taking the manager 

away… and this fueled a dispute between the villagers and the people from France (…) people 

were chocked and they said: “they came back, they behave as toubabs [Whites], and this 

behavior of toubab is really clear concerning the shop (…) it created a lot of problem, really a lot 

of problems.”             

 (Inssa Sané, research collaborator, IRD - March 8, 2012) 

In fact a new norm is likely to be imposed at the expense of another one, if not at the expense of 

those who were benefiting from the prevailing rule thus far. Telling the norm is inherently the 

manifestation of power (Bourdieu 1993): power consists ultimately in imposing its own laws, its 

own nomos: its own rules to the others. In the struggle to establish a symbolic domination, 

“wealth, the ultimate basis of power, can exert power, and exert it durably” (Bourdieu 1977). The 

ethnographic perspective adopted here enables me to show under which circumstances migrations 

challenge the distribution of strategic resources. In Diarama, villagers underscored that migrants 

felt legitimate to impose their will because they were those who financed the construction of the 

school. Several interviewees echoed the same idea, recognizing the “rights” guaranteed because 

of the funding: “the migrants funded it so they can control, they have the right of inspection”
12

 

(“droit de regard” which could also be translated as “to have one's word to say over”…). Another 

villager explains: “simply because they are rich, so their voices matter”
13

. Regarding another 

case, Fatou, the ethnographer for the project, clarifies: “It’s also Coulibaly [a migrant] who 

funded it [the construction of a post hydrant (fountain)] … so he’s managing it. They [the 

migrants] manage everything. They are the ones who asked for a better management. Each time 

                                                             
12 «Ca dépend du financement… Si les émigrés financent tout donc ils ont un droit de regard et de contrôle. Alors que 
sinon, il faut bien se dire que sinon l’ASUFOR c’est l’État ». (Fatou Diop, TIMME project, collective debriefing, Dakar, April 
25, 2012) 
13 « Tout simplement parce qu’ils sont très riches, leur voix compte. (Mariem Ciss, TIMME project, collective debriefing, 
Dakar, April 13, 2012) 
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they ask for this [a better management] because they are the ones who invested, they are the ones 

who funded” these public goods
14

.  

The fact that migrants financed public goods in these villages clearly enhanced their propensity to 

manage impose their own principles: money talks. It conveys ideas – economic remittances are 

poised with a relational role and a social meaning. These cases illustrate how remittances are 

“conducive to the production of a shared understanding of the world” (Lacroix 2014). In this 

respect, remittances illustrate the benefits of reconsidering the migration-development nexus 

through the lens of economic sociology. Indeed, “with its focus on the interactional efforts at 

negotiating economic relations, infused with sense-making, that have implications for power 

distribution between partners to an exchange, the concept of relational work is poised to serve 

economic sociology” (Bandelj 2012) – and migration studies.  

  

                                                             
14 « C’est aussi Coulibaly qui a financé le forage (…) c’est eux également qui gèrent le forage, c’est eux qui gèrent tout. C’est 
eux qui ont demandé une meilleure gestion. A chaque fois ils demandent ça parce que c’est eux qui ont investi, c’est eux qui 
ont financé, qui ont acheté les pompes et tout ça. Donc même si l’État intervient, ils ont aussi leur rôle à jouer » (Fatou Diop, 
TIMME project, collective debriefing, Dakar, April 25, 2012) 
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CONCLUSION 

Migrants send money together with ideas that deeply affect the socio-political environment in 

their home country. As such, exploring the transnational circulation of ideas underpinned by 

economic transfers illustrates how economic sociology shed lights on transnational development 

processes. Connecting the scholarship investigating the migration-development nexus to recent 

findings in economic sociology, this project illuminates the channels through which “cross-

national spatial mobility affects vertical” mobility (Kapur 2014: 483).  

This paper’s main contribution is to show how economic transfers are the channels through 

which social remittances circulate and are imposed. In line with the most recent developments of 

relational approaches to economic transactions, my empirical data shows how “elements of 

power are integral to any relational work”; in this respect migrants’ remittances interweave 

“meaning-making, relationality, and power” (Bandelj 2012 : 180 - 193). Indeed, an 

interdisciplinary and transnational approach shows that financial remittances signal the 

maintenance of transnational ties that favor the circulation of social remittances. However, 

financial remittances reinforce asymmetrical relationships between senders and receivers. 

Accordingly, the circulation of social remittances reflects asymmetrical positions and 

transnational social hierarchies.  

I illuminated the conditions under which migrants’ transfers challenge the traditional hierarchies 

favoring the persistence of corrupt practices in West Africa (Olivier de Sardan, 2008, 2013). 

However, migration studies still need to develop a dynamic and transnational accounting of 

social statuses: for instance, the striking variations of migrants’ social positions in their home and 

host countries are still not accounted for in a comprehensive way.  So far, the perspective 
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developed here illuminates why the wealthiest migrants are more likely to diffuse their ideas and 

behaviors. In this respect, this paper contributes to the understanding of the extent to which 

material resources participate in the diffusion – and imposition – of ideas and beliefs.   
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STATISTICAL ANNEXS 

TABLE 1: DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

 

SOCIO-

DEMOGRAPHIC  

CHARACTERISTICS 

French Pres. 
French 

Leg. 
USA Pres. 

  

SAMPLE      
 

Country of Poll (month) France  France  USA    
 

Election Presidential Legislative Presidential Total 
 

Date Feb. 2012 July 2012 Feb. 2012   

N_ (# of questionnaires) 351 207 196 754 
 

Age (mean) 38,6 42,8 41,9 40,7 
 

Sex (men) 64,9 84,5 70,9 71,8 
 

 
  

  
  

 
Nationality at Birth   

  
  

 
Senegalese 90.5 89.8 97.9 92.2 

 
Else 9.5 10.2 2.1 7.8 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Country of Birth % % % % 

 
Senegal 94.6 93.7 99.0 95.5 

 
France 4.0 4.9 0.0 3.2 

 
USA 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 

 
Else 1.1 1.5 1.0 1.2 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Religion % - % % 

 
Muslim Mourid 13.4 

 
32.8 20.3 

 
Muslim Tidjan 37.9 

 
27.1 34.1 

 
Muslim Khadre 2.3 

 
1.0 1.8 

 
Muslim Else 37.0 

 
30.2 34.6 

 
Christian 7.7 

 
5.2 6.8 

 
Animist 0.3 

 
0.5 0.4 

 
Else 0.9 

 
0.5 0.7 

 
None 0.6 

 
1.0 0.7 

 
NR 0.0 

 
1.6 0.6 

 
Total 100.0 

 
100.0 100.0 

 
 

Matrimonial Status 

 

 French Pres 

  

French Leg 

 

USA Pres 
  

 

Single % % % % 
 

Maried (monogamous) 30.4 35.1 24.7 30.2 
 

Married (polygamous) 51.0 44.1 57.7 50.9 
 

Widow 8.3 15.3 9.3 10.5 
 

Divorced 1.7 1.0 1.0 1.3 
 

Live-in parnership 5.4 3.5 6.7 5.2 
 

Else 2.9 1.0 0.0 1.6 
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Total 0.3 0.0 0.5 0.3 
 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 
Why did you leave    

  
  

 
Senegal?  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres   

 
Work % % % % 

 
Job search 7.8 21.7 25.3 16.1 

 
Health problem 13.3 19.0 14.5 15.1 

 
Studying 0.0 1.6 0.5 0.6 

 
Familial Problem 45.2 36.0 26.9 37.9 

 
Follow/join family 0.3 0.5 0.0 0.3 

 
Seeking autonomy 29.8 16.4 15.6 22.5 

 
Else 0.9 2.1 3.2 1.8 

 
Total 2.7 2.6 14.0 5.7 

 
N_ (# of questionnaires) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
351 207 196 754 

 
Are you owner of a   

  
  

 
house or a land in 

Senegal? 
 French Pres  French Leg USA Pres   

 

Yes % % % % 
 

No 50.4 59.2 65.9 56.8 
 

NR 49.6 40.3 33.0 42.8 
 

Total 0.0 0.5 1.1 0.4 
 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Are you owner of a    

  
  

 
buisiness in Senegal?  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
Yes % % % % 

 
No 11.9 13.3 15.6 13.2 

 
NR 87.8 86.2 83.2 86.2 

 
Total 0.3 0.5 1.1 0.6 

 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Do you plan to return    

  
  

 
to Senegal?  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
Yes % % % % 

 
No 78.2 76.0 82.6 78.7 

 
NA 7.5 8.7 6.2 7.5 

 
Total 14.3 15.3 11.2 13.8 

 
 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
If yes, in your locality   

  
  

 
of birth?  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
Yes % 

 
% % 

 
No 61.4 

 
69.4 64.3 

 
NA 21.0 

 
12.1 17.7 

 
Total 17.6 

 
18.5 17.9 
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100.0 

 
100.0 100.0 

 
Diploma   

  
  

 

 
 French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
None % % % % 

 
High School 17.7 26.6 26.5 22.4 

 
Some College 22.5 18.8 10.2 18.3 

 
Bachelor 23.6 20.3 30.1 24.4 

 
Total 36.2 34.3 33.2 34.9 

 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Country of Diploma B 

  
  

 

 
 French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
NA % % % % N 

South (African countries) 14.5 22.2 20.9 18.3 139 

North (Europe or USA) 36.8 28.5 49.0 37.7 284 

Total 48.7 49.3 30.1 44.0 332 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 754 

 
  

  
  

 
Precarious Housing  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
No % % % % 

 
Yes 63.8 46.9 57.7 57.6 

 
Total 36.2 53.1 42.3 42.4 

 
 

 

 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
 

Active?  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 
 

No % % % % 
 

Yes 20.2 21.3 19.4 20.3 
 

Total 79.8 78.7 80.6 79.7 
 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 

    
  

 
Socio Professional 

Category 
 French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 

Unemployed (inactifs) % % % % 
 

CSP - 12.8 22.7 25.0 18.7 
 

CSP + 47.3 40.6 26.0 39.9 
 

Students & Job seekers 23.1 21.7 31.6 24.9 
 

Total 16.8 15.0 17.3 16.4 
 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Salary (replied?)  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
No % % % % 

 
Yes 28.5 35.3 38.3 32.9 

 
Total 71.5 64.7 61.7 67.1 

 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 
Income (brackets)   
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 French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
Less than 1250€ % % % % 

 
1251 - 2250 € 16.0 12.1 14.3 14.5 

 
> 2251€ 41.3 42.5 23.0 36.9 

 
NA 14.2 10.1 24.5 15.8 

 
Total 28.5 35.3 38.3 32.9 

 

 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 
 

 
  

  
  

 

            

 
  

  
  

 
LINKS WITH 

SENEGAL 
  

  
  

 

 
  

  
  

 
Freq. of phone calls  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
to hh of origin % % % % 

 
Daily 19.7 27.5 16.3 21.0 

 
Weekly 52.1 45.4 41.8 47.6 

 
>Yearly 22.2 19.8 1.5 16.2 

 
Else/NR 6.0 7.2 40.3 15.3 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 
Freq. of visits  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 

 
% % % % 

 
>Yearly 10.0 14.0 5.1 9.8 

 
Less 72.4 67.1 33.7 60.9 

 
Never 9.7 8.2 16.8 11.1 

 
NR 8.0 10.6 44.4 18.2 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 

 
  

  
  

 
Remit   French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
(sending money?) % % % % 

 
No 18.5 21.3 19.9 19.6 

 
Yes 81.5 78.7 80.1 80.4 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
  

  
  

 

 
Sample 

  
  

 
Belong to a Migrants'   French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
Organization? % % % % 

 
No 54.1 54.1 49.5 52.9 

 
Yes 45.9 45.9 50.5 47.1 

 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 
Sample 

  
  

 
Plan to return  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 

 
(score à to 3) % % % % 

 
0 15.7 18.4 13.8 15.9 
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1 41.9 29.5 31.1 35.7 
 

2 34.8 45.4 45.9 40.6 
 

3 7.7 6.8 9.2 7.8 
 

Followed advice  French Pres  French Leg USA Pres Total 
 

to vote for a given 

candidate 
% % % % N 

No 43.3 42.5 50.5 45.0 339 

Yes 56.7 57.5 49.5 55.0 415 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 754 

N_ (# of questionnaires) 351 207 196 754 
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TABLE 2: DIFFERENT FORMS OF REMITTANCES 

 Remit No Remit Yes 

Freq. of phone calls N. % N. % 

Daily 23 14.6 135 85.4 

Weekly to monthly 72 15.2 403 84.8 

No contact 3 42.9 4 57.1 

Else/NR 50 43.5 64 56.5 

Total (N=754) 148 19.6 606 80.4 

 

  Remit No Remit Yes 

Freq. of visits N. % N. % 

>Yearly 6 8.1 68 91.9 

Less 59 12.9 400 87.1 

Never 27 32.1 57 67.9 

NR 56 40.9 81 59.1 

Total (N=754) 148  19.6 606  80.4 

 

  Remit No Remit Yes 

Social remittances N. % N. % 

Encouraged family members  30 14.8 172 85.2 

to vote for a given candidate 

(SR3) 

        

Encouraged family members  32 13.8 199 86.2 

to vote (SR1)         

Did not give voting advice 86 26.8 235 73.2 

Total (N=754) 148  19.6 606  80.4 
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TABLE 3: REGRESSION ANALYSIS OF THE PROBABILITY TO FOLLOW VOTING 

ADVICE (PROBIT MODELS FOR SR4
15

) 

 

Followed Voting advice (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

 
SR4 SR4 SR4 SR4 SR4 

      

Age  0.00272 0.00270 0.0198 0.0266 0.0105 

 
(1.16) (0.88) (1.18) (1.55) (0.58) 

      
Sex (women) 0.0585 0.117 0.870 0.895 0.407 

(ref: men) (1.02) (1.52) (1.89) (1.82) (0.97) 

      
Education: High School 0.101 0.0868 1.117* 1.118* 

 
(ref. none)  (1.60) (0.83) (2.38) (2.47) 

 
 

     
Some College 0.0866 0.128 1.450* 1.628** 

 
 (1.19) (1.23) (2.24) (2.77) 

 
 

     
Bachelor 0.125 0.147 1.613* 1.484** 

 
 (1.09) (1.35) (2.54) (2.80) 

 
      
Receive Fin.  0.121** 0.168* 1.436** 1.548** 1.249* 

Remittances (yes) (2.79) (2.12) (2.63) (2.96) (2.55) 

(ref : no) 
     

Tie ego - 
 

-0.00896 0.0444 0.0600 -0.358 

Migrant 
 

(-0.06) (0.06) (0.08) (-0.53) 

      
  

-0.0156 -0.131 -0.102 -0.331 

  
(-0.12) (-0.16) (-0.12) (-0.45) 

      
  

0.115 0.598 0.662 -0.145 

  
(0.56) (0.65) (0.68) (-0.17) 

      
Talk politics (yes) 

 
0.214*** 1.600*** 1.770*** 1.537*** 

(ref : no) 
 

(3.53) (3.81) (3.99) (3.54) 

      
Freq. Phone 

 
-0.00405 0.363 0.405 0.354 

Calls : weekly 
 

(-0.06) (1.17) (1.28) (1.03) 

(ref: daily) 
     

Monthly 
 

0.118 0.945 1.240* 0.406 

  
(1.07) (1.57) (2.17) (0.64) 

      

                                                             

15 The explained variable is “Did you follow her/his voting advice” of [the first migrant cited by the respondent] (question 
i17). (Data analysis: the author). Survey realized in Senegal on July 1st, 2012), DIAL (Institut de Recherche pour le 
Développement). 
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Never 
 

0.265 1.202 1.088 0.878 

  
(1.82) (1.64) (1.52) (1.44) 

      
Freq. Visits  

  
-0.625 -0.725 -0.825* 

To Senegal (<yearly) 
  

(-1.47) (-1.66) (-2.16) 

(ref: > yearly) 
     

Less 
  

0.168 0.00140 -0.0986 

   
(0.42) (0.00) (-0.27) 

      
Never 

  
0.996 1.285 0.670 

   
(1.25) (1.61) (0.97) 

      
Occupation: CSP -  

  
-0.861 

 
-0.390 

(ref. unemployed)  
  

(-1.92) 
 

(-0.94) 

      
CSP + 

  
-1.314* 

 
-0.675 

   
(-2.16) 

 
(-1.08) 

      
Employed 

   
0.460 

 

   
 (0.79)  

     
 

Unemployed 
   

0.806 
 

    
(1.51) 

 
      
Student 

   
1.453** 

 

    
(2.95) 

 
      
Unionized (yes) 

    
-0.390 

(Ref. no) 
    

(-0.70) 

Cst -0.130 -0.340* -5.242*** -6.984*** -3.189** 

 
(-1.23) (-2.11) (-3.38) (-4.42) (-2.60) 

N 163 163 159 159 163 
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FIGURE 1: STRUCTURAL EQUATION MODEL (GRAPH) 
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TABLE 3: STRUCTURAL EQUATION MODEL (TABLE) 

 

Excerpt  [model 3] Coef.  Std. Err. z P>|z| [95% 

Conf. 

Interval] 

Structu

ral 

Remittanc

es 

      

Social  Relational 

Work  

0.632488 0.0932473 6.78 0.00 0.449727 0.815249 

 Socio 

Econ. 

Status 

-0.05995 0.046487 -1.29 0.197 -0.15106 0.031164 

Speaks 

politics 

w 

American/

French 

friends 

1 (const.)     

  1.206298 0.0920929 13.1 0.00 1.025799 1.386797 

 Economic 

capital: 

income  

      

 Socio 

Econ. 

Status 

-0.23124 0.0385919 -5.99 0.000 -0.30688 -0.1556 

  2.338958 0.0654546 35.73 0.000 2.210669 2.467247 

 Relational 

capital: 

networks 

      

 Socio 

Econ. 

Status 

-0.06285 0.041988 -1.5 0.134 -0.14515 0.019442 

  1.299646 0.0712146 18.25 0.000 1.160068 1.439224 

Social 

capital: 

political 

affiliations 

      

 Socio 

Econ. 

Status 

0.216799 0.0421662 5.14 0.000 0.134155 0.299444 

  1.946389 0.071517 27.22 0.000 1.806219 2.08656 

Measu 

Rement 

Financial       

 transfers 0.482564 0.1394445 3.46 0.001 0.209257 0.75587 

 (remit  

money) 

0.803714 0.0144647 55.56 0.000 0.775363 0.832064 

         Visits to 

HH in 

Senegal 

0.706923 0.3506351 2.02 0.044 0.01969 1.394155 

  0.706897 0.0165769 42.64 0.000 0.674407 0.739387 

 Phone calls 

to HH in 
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Senegal 

  0.902142 0.3780986 2.39 0.017 0.161082 1.643202 

Covar. var(e.SR)| 1.450289 0.0848513   1.293164 1.62651 

 var(e.tr)| 0.136135 0.01172   0.114997 0.16116 

 var(e.vi2)| 0.160789 0.0305312   0.110823 0.23328 

 var(e.te2)| 0.139951 0.0336041   0.087416 0.22406 

 var(e.ceco)| 1.056806 0.0544283   0.955336 1.16905 

 var(e.crel)| 1.250987 0.0644291   1.130873 1.38386 

 var(e.csoc)| 1.261632 0.0649773   1.140495 1.39564 

Var 

(Relat 

 0.092857 0.049118   0.032927 0.26186 

Ional   0.020871 0.0120591 1.73 0.084 -0.00276 0.044506 

Work) cov(e.tr,e.v

i2)| 

0.013108 0.0262777 0.5 0.618 -0.0384 0.064611 
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TABLE 5: VARIABLES OF INTEREST FOR THE STRUCTURAL MODEL  

(GRAPH 1 AND TABLE 4) 

 

Variables Questions 

Financial 

remittances 

Do you send money to your country of origin?  

If yes, how often (in general)?  

How much money have you sent over the past 12 months (in $)? 

Social 

Remittances 

 

SR1: “Did you encourage your family members to register to vote?”  

SR2: “Did they take into account your opinion?” 

SR3: “Did you give any voting orders to your family home?” 

SR4: “Did they take into account your opinion?” 

SR5: “Are you member of: (1) M23 (2) Y’en a marre?” 

 

Phone calls How often to do you call your HH in Senegal? 

Visits How often do you usually visit your HH in Senegal?  

Speak 

politics w. 

American/ 

French 

friends 

 

Do you generally talk about American/French politics? If yes, with whom?  

Var. = 1 if   

     [3. With American friends 

     4. With colleagues in the US] 

Var. 0= if  

With family members in the US 

With Senegalese friends in the US 

5.   With family members in the Senegal 

6.   With Senegalese friends in Senegal ] 

 

Income  Income brackets (5 mod) 

Socio Econ. 

Status  

Diploma (3 mod) 

CSP (3 mod) 
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MAPS: TIMME PROJECT  

Localization of HTA’s in Senegal 

 

The Three Main Phases of the project TIMME 
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