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Institutions and growth
◮ Very robust positive relationship between market-friendlyinstitutions and growth (Aemoglu et al., 2005; Aemoglu andRobinson, 2006).
◮ North (1990) : institutions inlude formal rules, onstraintsand enforement harateristis.
◮ Rodrik (2004, 2009): evolution of institutions aross ountriesexplain muh variability of per apita inome; tends to wipeout any e�et of trade indiators. Some indiators (e.g.orruption) have positive e�ets on determinants of growth(e.g. FDI).
◮ Institutions : many di�erent sides → di�erent developments ininstitutional quality an exert di�erent growth e�ets.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Are institutions �xed?
◮ Institutions are persistent → need time to hange throughinstitutional reforms (Rodrik, 2009).
◮ Nevertheless, emigration is likely to a�et evolution ofinstitutions through a set of hannels.
◮ One diret hannel : emigration of skilled workers (brain drain)lower human apital level. Sine HK is a major determinant ofinstitutions and institutional hange (Glaeser et.al, 2004) →negative impat of skilled migration on evolution ofinstitutions.
◮ Nevertheless, many di�erent hannels of in�uene, both fortotal emigration and skilled emigration.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Channels at stake in migration-institution nexus
◮ Exit and voie mehanisms (Hirshman, 1970) : exit :emigration to non orrupted ountries; voie : protest againrent-seeking government. Both involve osts. Governmentsinur osts of repression on protesters but looses taxes onemigrants → inentive to hange tax rate.
◮ Pressure from outside: diasporas an exert pressure ongovernments through various mehanisms: double votingrights or double nationality; Diasporas as interest groups anin�uene foreign poliy of host ountry.
◮ Finanial remittanes: an �nane eduation and investment.Can also �nane some politial parties.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Channels at stake in migration-institution nexus
◮ Diasporas in�uene the distribution of foreign aid. Evidenefrom olonial links (Frane : 78 pt to olonies) or evidenefrom large diasporas (Turkey-Germany)
◮ Transfer of norms by diasporas or migrants. Transfer ofdemorati norms through foreign eduation (Spilimbergo,2009). Evidene of transfer of fertility norms (Beine, Doquier,Shi�, 2008).
◮ Expetation hannel (MHale and Li, 2009): expetation ofemigration might reate inentives suh as investment ineduation.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?





Importane of destination for emigration
◮ Theoretial hannels for diret e�ets might be di�erentdepending on the destination.
◮ Politial pressure from host ountry depends on (i) eonomipower: foreign aid (ii) politial power: being a superpower ofsmall ountry means di�erent types of in�uene (iii) historiallinks between host and home ountries: foreign aid hanneledmainly to olonies.
◮ Foreign eduation: Spilimbergo (2009) shows thatimprovement of demorati values only if leaders aquiredtheir eduation in demorati ountries.
◮ Remittanes: Flows of remittanes will depend on (i) eonomionditions of host ountries (ii) size of diasporas whih oftenrelates to olonial links (iii) less on politial power of hostountry.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Channels and relationshipsTable: Expeted hannel by skills : quality of governaneHistorial Politial EonomiHuman apital ? ? ?Exit and Voie ? ? ?Remittanes ++ + ++Politial Pressure + ++ ?Double voting + ? ?Foreign eduation + ? ++Institutional norms ? + ++Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Contribution of this paper
◮ Revisit the institutions-migration nexus looking at importaneof bilateral links between home and sending ountries and theharateristis of host ountries
◮ We onsider 3 types of links
◮ Historial links : aptured by olonial links (restrit theemigration to or transfer of norm from former olonizer)
◮ Politial power of host ountries: permanent members of theUN ounil of seurity (UNCS): 5 ountries
◮ Eonomi Power: initial members of OECD ountries: 20ountries
◮ Intersetion is not so big: Russia and China not in �rst andthird group. Only Frane and UK are in the three groups.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Countries and lassi�ationCountries Colonizers Politial EonomiAut, Ger, Gre, Nor +Ie, Ire, Lux, Swe +Tur, Spa, Can, Dk +Bel, Por, NL + +Fra, UK + + +US + +Chn +Rus + +Note: Colonies only after WW2Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Methodology
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Eonometri approah
◮ △Iijt = αj + βj Iij ,t−1 + θjmi ,t−k + γjNij ,t−k + δjHij ,t−k + ǫijt .
◮ Key equation: explaining institutional hange of type j through4 variables : initial level (athing up proess), emigration,norms transmitted by diaspora and human apital.
◮ 2 basi approahes
◮ Panel data (pooling): imposes strong hypothesis onhomogeneity of oe�ient but allows to have moreobservations
◮ Repeated ross-setions : period spei� impats: (1980-1990)and (1990-2000) periods.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Indiators-lags-spei�ation
◮ Impat on global index of institutional quality vs di�erentiatedimpat on various dimensions of institutions ( 4 dimensions)
◮ 2 lag strutures : ontemporary impat (k = 0) of laggedimpat (k = 1)
◮ 2 spei�ations : without norms (Nij ,t−k) (allow to inlude allountries) and with norms (total emigration not onsidereddue to lak of data).
◮ Many regressions: 5 dimensions*3 eonometri*2spei�ations*2 lag strutures*3 or 4 types of link !!!!Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Data
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Data : institutions
◮ Data omes from ICRG database
◮ 5 di�erent measures : one syntheti and 4 individualdimensions : quality of bureauray, politial stability, ethnitensions and demorati aountability.
◮ Annual data ranges from 1984 to 2005.
◮ We relate institutional outomes to determinants observed 4years before (k = 0) and 14 years before (k = 1) → 2 periods.
◮ 140 ountries but still some missing data, espeially fordeveloping ountries → omputation of norms to the allemigration ase is impossible.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Data : emigration
◮ Emigration data are from the WB database (Ozden et al.,2011).
◮ 208*208 bilateral matrix overing all migration stoks Mij ,t ; 5years (1960, 70, 80, 90, 2000). No eduation level
◮ Standard emigration rate: mit = ∑Jj=1 Mij,tPit .
◮ Emigration rate towards former olonizer (Colonies only after1945).
◮ Emigration rate towards politially (Ω = P) or eonomially(Ω = E ) powerful ountries : Ωmit = ∑j∈Ω

Mij,tPit .Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Data : norms
◮ We build on Beine and Sekkat (2011)
◮ We ompute 3 types of norms: olonial norms, eonomiallypowerful norms, and politially powerful norms.
◮ Absorbed norm is the institutional norm in relevant destinationountries weighted by migrants' shares in those destinationountries.
◮ Transmission depends on the emigration rate towards thosedestination ountries.
◮ Transmitted norm is the produt of absorbed norm andtransmission tehnology (relevant emigration rate).
◮ We do not ompute total norm sine we have a lot of missingobservations of institutional measures in a lot of developingountries.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Results
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Impat on syntheti index
◮ Pooling assumption is learly violated → if we pool between80's and 90's, we get inonsistent results: ρ < −1 → impat isperiod spei� → more attention to repeated ross setionestimates (onsistent athing up estimates).
◮ Impat of human apital found to be positive and quite robust.
◮ In general, diret externalities on syntheti measure arepositive (βj>0). But externalities are espeially for total,eonomi and politial links. Colonial links do not generatepositive externalities and sometimes an even generatenegative ones (in light with Head et al., 2010 for trade).
◮ No evidene of transfer of institutional norms. 2 possibilities.We do not ontrol for skilled norms (Beine and Sekkat, 2011).Impat of norms is heterogenous on various institutionaldimension → see impat on individual omponents.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Table 1: The impact of emigration on the change in institutions at origin by region 
of destination (contemporary effects) 

Explanatory variables 
 

Total 
emigration 

Emigration to 
UN 

Emigration to 
OECD 

Emigration to 
Colonizers 

     
 Pooled estimation: 1990 and 2000 

Constant  
  

 -1.118 -1.115 -1.121 -1.134
 (-21.977)*** (-21.572)*** (-21.651)*** (-22.891)***

 27.384 14.240 26.553 -207.006
 (1.256) (0.523) (1.303) (-4.810)***

 70.518 73.514 71.350 74.299
 (3.419)*** (3.575)*** (3.448)*** (3.618)***
     

Number of observations 228 228 228 228
Adjusted R2 0.78 0.79 0.80 0.81

     
 Cross-section estimation 1980-1990 

Constant 38.265 39.841 39.976 40.025
 (11.338)*** (12.095)*** (12.385)*** (11.989)***

 -0.622 -0.629 -0.639 -0.624
 (-12.916)*** (-12.633)*** (-13.128)*** (-12.112)***

 36.125 31.495 33.040 48.587
 (4.534)*** (2.718)*** (3.807)*** (1.565)

 38.457 40.327 40.904 40.692
 (3.767)*** (3.561)*** (3.704)*** (3.567)***
     

Number of observations 102 102 102 102
Adjusted R2 0.65 0.63 0.64 0.62

     
 Cross-section estimation 1990-2000 

Constant 17.208 17.572 17.563 17.382
 (3.710)*** (3.792)*** (3.787)*** (3.749)***

 -0.270 -0.268 -0.269 -0.259
 (-3.515)*** (-3.472)*** (-3.485)*** (-3.367)***

 12.596 17.119 11.536 7.935
 (2.131)** (1.711)* (1.867)* (0.646)

 24.631 24.549 24.384 24.099
 (2.991)*** (2.935)*** (2.944)*** (2.876)***
  

Number of observations 126 126 126 126
Adjusted R2 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.11

Notes: Robust t-statistics in parentheses, Significant at 10% level, ** significant at 5% level; *** 
significant at 1% level 
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Table 2: The impact of emigration on the change in institutions at origin by region 
of destination (lagged effects) 

Explanatory variables 
 

Total 
emigration 

Emigration to 
UN 

Emigration to 
OECD 

Emigration to 
Colonizers 

     
 Pooled estimation: 1990 and 2000 

Constant  
  

 -1.159 -1.167 -1.157 -1.132
 (-23.220)*** (-22.384)*** (-23.141)*** (-23.611)***

 57.038 114.219 62.269 -13.534
 (2.607)*** (3.010)*** (2.936)*** (-0.122)

 71.190 72.462 72.529 71.582
 (4.455)*** (4.539)*** (4.520)*** (4.423)***
     

Number of observations 226 226 226 226
Adjusted R2 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.80

     
 Cross-section estimation 1990 

Constant 38.708 40.250 40.596 40.057
 (11.433)*** (11.978)*** (12.283)*** (11.511)***

 -0.612 -0.609 -0.625 -0.598
 (-12.867)*** (-12.125)*** (-12.549)*** (-11.518)***

 45.763 34.354 41.308 43.864
 (4.417)*** (2.183)** (3.073)*** (0.802)

 36.374 36.512 37.381 36.628
 (3.576)*** (3.118)*** (3.307)*** (3.155)***
     

Number of observations 102 102 102 102
Adjusted R2 0.63 0.61 0.62 0.60

     
 Cross-section estimation 2000 

Constant 17.610 17.827 17.779 17.121
 (3.719)*** (3.772)*** (3.745)*** (3.596)***

 -0.281 -0.276 -0.276 -0.253
 (-3.560)*** (-3.527)*** (-3.488)*** (-3.237)***

 18.953 36.402 23.472 10.062
 (2.524)*** (2.755)*** (1.849)* (0.814)

 31.028 29.635 29.580 28.766
 (3.142)**** (3.054)*** (3.075)*** (2.915)***
  

Number of observations 124 124 124 124
Adjusted R2 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.11

Notes: Robust t-statistics in parentheses, Significant at 10% level, ** significant at 5% level; *** 
significant at 1% level 
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Tab st i y region of 
destination (contemporary effects) 

Explanato  variables Emigr
UN OEC

on to 
Coloni

le 3: The impact of ho  norm on the change in institut ons at origin b

ry
 

ation to Emigration to Emigrati
 D zers 

 Pooled estim nd 2ation: 1990 a 000 
Consta t 

(2 (1 (22.39)*** 
n 63.88 65.90 68.01 

 0.12)*** 8.24) ***
 -1. -1.1 -1.

(- (- (-
112*** 23*** 140*** 

 22.486) 22.678) 22.750) 
 67.404 6.042 24.052 

 (0.997) (0.071) (1.033) 
 -0.739 0.315 -2.904*** 

 ( (-0.713) (0.304) -4.978) 
 68.567 69.976 71.311

(3. (3. (3.418) 
Number of observations 228 

A  
section n 1990

*** *** *** 
 247) 358)

228 228
djusted R2 0.80 0.80 0.80 

 Cross-  estimatio  
Consta t 38.271*** n 37.819*** 37.845***

 (11.183) (10.954) (11.311) 
 -0.618*** -0.615*** -0.622** 

 (- (- (-12.939) 12.420) 12.777) 
 54.8 46.9 37.191*** 54*** 87*** 

 (3.053) (2.523) (3.718) 
 -0.423 -0.193 -0.095 

 ( ( (-1.419) -0.758) -0.210) 
 37.807 37.712 38.412

(3. (3. (3.767) 
Number of observations 102 

A  
section e n 2000 

*** *** *** 
 818) 657)

102 102
djusted R2 0.65 0.65 0.64 

 Cross- stimatio
Consta t n 17.246*** 17.076*** 17.258*** 

 (3.704) (3.655) (3.723) 
 -0. -0. -0.

( (
270*** 269*** 273*** 

 -3.510) -3.500) (-3.540) 
 11.471 16.878 15.710 

 (1.323) (1.262) (1.927)* 
 0.032 -0.062 -0.141 

 (0.178) ( (-0.362) -0.976) 
 24.647 24.669 24.691

(2. (2. (3.003) 

 0.13 0.13 0.13 

*** *** *** 
 984) 987)

Number of observations 126 126 126 
Adjusted R2

Notes: Robust t-statistics in parentheses, Significant at 10% level, ** significant at 5% level; *** 
significant at 1% level 
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Table 4: The impact of host norm on the change in institutions at origin by region of 
destination (lagged effects) 

Explanatory variables 
 

Emigration to 
UN 

Emigration to 
OECD 

Emigration to 
Colonizers 

    
Constant 63.88*** 65.90*** 68.01*** 

 (20.12) (18.24) (22.39) 
 -1.157*** -1.156*** -1.160*** 

 (-22.389) -23.349 -23.234 
 66.099 129.331 55.987 

 (2.007)*** (1.912)*** (2.502)*** 
 -0.308 -1.204 -0.896 

 (-0.359) (-1.270) (-0.798) 
 69.762 63.375 71.164 

 (4.072)*** (3.568)*** (4.422)*** 
Number of observations 226 226 226 

Adjusted R2 0.80 0.81 0.80 
 Cross-section estimation 1990 

Constant 38.214 38.257 38.751 
 (11.308)*** (10.940)*** (11.349)*** 

 -0.608 -0.605 -0.614 
 (-12.918)*** (-12.235)*** (-12.642)*** 

 63.221 56.066 49.551 
 (3.800)*** (2.868)*** (3.587)*** 

 -0.363 -0.176 -0.259 
 (-1.460) (-0.654) (-0.423) 

 35.906 35.906 35.905 
 (3.725)*** (3.531)*** (3.605)*** 

Number of observations 102 102 102 
Adjusted R2 0.63 0.63 0.63 

 Cross-section estimation 2000 
Constant 17.823 17.726 17.971 

 (3.767)*** (3.732)*** (3.766)*** 
 -0.285 -0.281 -0.292 

 (-3.619)*** (-3.538)*** (-3.623)*** 
 12.234 10.876 25.363 

 (1.642) (1.166) (2.873)*** 
 0.271 0.153 -0.248 

 (1.430) (0.798) (-1.407) 
 30.733 30.498 31.727 

 (3.137)*** (3.108)*** (3.154)*** 
Number of observations 124 124 124 

Adjusted R2 0.15 0.14 0.15 
Notes: Robust t-statistics in parentheses, Significant at 10% level, ** significant at 5% level; *** 
significant at 1% level 
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Impat on individual omponents
◮ In general impat of emigration is on�rmed: positive for mostmeasures but there is signi�ant variation still.
◮ Transfer of norm is weak but holds for some ombination(period-measures-links).
◮ Evidene of positive impat for bureauray and demorayand eonomi links.

Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



Table 5: The impact of emigration on the change in institutions at origin by region 
of destination and dimension of institution (lagged effects) 

Variable 
 

Colonizer 
1990 

UN 
1990 

OECD 
 1990 

Colonizer 
2000 

UN 
2000 

OECD 
 2000 

 Bureaucracy 
Constant 2.137 2.046 1.967 2.421 2.195 2.155

 (4.101)*** (3.964)*** (3.928)*** (6.020)*** (6.169)*** (5.943)***
 -0.238 -0.248 -0.259 -0.534 -0.549 -0.540

 (-3.478)*** (-3.645)*** (-3.855)*** (-8.497)*** (-9.568)*** (-8.906)***

 2.287 7.859 10.357 6.097 18.510 11.001
 (0.235) (2.496)*** (3.361)*** (0.948) (5.169)*** (2.297)**

 3.749 3.840 3.815 14.873 14.619 14.484
 (1.411) (1.454) (1.482) (5.336)*** (5.562)*** (5.632)***

Number of observations 89 89 89 114 114 114
Adjusted R2 0.12 0.15 0.19 0.40 0.49 0.48

 Political Stability 
Constant 3.347 3.300 3.260 0.977 0.951 0.961

 (7.775)*** (7.850)*** (7.908)*** (2.460)*** (2.399)*** (2.422)***
 -0.500 -0.505 -0.523 -0.527 -0.530 -0.532

 (-7.221)*** (-7.513)*** (-8.056)*** (-7.662)*** (-7.605)*** (-7.609)***

 14.784 9.951 12.581 -0.228 2.406 1.420
 (1.272) (2.111)** (2.948)*** (-0.113) (0.667) (0.659)

 10.424 9.841 9.730 8.989 8.976 9.012
 (3.257)*** (3.249)*** (3.476)*** (4.198)*** (4.191)*** (4.225)***

Number of observations 109 109 109 112 112 112
Adjusted R2 0.35 0.36 0.40 0.36 0.35 0.35

 Democracy 
Constant 3.393 3.447 3.446 1.980 2.040 2.007

 (8.172)**** (8.646)*** (8.774)*** (2.552)*** (2.654)*** (2.617)***
 -0.460 -0.480 -0.502 -0.223 -0.265 -0.271

 (-7.481)*** (-7.826)*** (-8.140)*** (-2.049)** (-2.470)*** (-2.525)***

 11.643 6.883 9.493 8.050 13.822 10.716
 (1.758)* (2.305)*** (3.118)*** (5.643)*** (2.802)*** (3.760)***

 10.487 10.634 10.854 2.875 3.212 3.237
 (3.508)*** (3.476)*** (3.647)*** (0.937) (1.086) (1.101)

Number of observations 112 112 112 121 121 121
Adjusted R2 0.32 0.33 0.35 0.04 0.08 0.11

 Ethnic Tension 
Constant 4.770 4.650 4.646 1.701 1.692 1.692

 (7.647)*** (7.485)**** (7.545)*** (3.420)*** (3.404)*** (3.405)***
 -0.460 -0.464 -0.472 -0.283 -0.282 -0.282

 (-6.641)*** (-6.759)*** (-6.875)*** (-4.853)*** (-4.716)*** (-4.759)***

 -5.633 6.077 6.959 -0.609 -0.227 -0.137
 (-0.553) (1.668)* (2.182)** (-0.131) (-0.045) (-0.054)

 4.216 4.250 4.069 -0.696 -0.693 -0.693
 (1.400) (1.393) (1.351) (-0.373) (-0.369) (-0.370)

Number of observations 111 111 111 123 123 123
Adjusted R2 0.29 0.29 0.30 0.14 0.14 0.14

Notes: Robust t-statistics in parentheses, Significant at 10% level, ** significant at 5% level; *** 
significant at 1% level 
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Table 6: The impact of host norm on the change in institutions at origin by region of 
destination and dimension of institution (lagged effects) 

Variable 
Colonizer 

1990 
UN 

1990 
OECD 
 1990 

Colonizer 
2000 

UN 
2000 

OECD 
 2000 

 Bureaucracy 
Constant 1.780 1.773 1.960 2.059 2.115 2.189

 (3.370)*** (3.279)*** (3.526)*** (5.303)*** (5.658)*** (5.760)***
 -0.242 -0.241 -0.259 -0.546 -0.548 -0.541

 (-3.638)*** (-3.590)*** (-3.760)*** (-8.889)*** (-9.565)*** (-9.090)***

 8.478 7.417 0.176 7.925 1.843 -1.112
 (2.534)** (1.392) (0.035) (2.572)** (1.015) (-0.370)

 -0.589 -0.011 0.891 -0.268 1.355 1.033
 (-0.866) (-0.019) (1.741)* (-0.463) (3.886)*** (2.510)**

 3.443 3.669 3.834 14.910 14.632 14.467
 (1.415) (1.472) (1.479) (5.629)*** (5.607)*** (5.750)***

Number of observations 89 89 89 114 114 114
Adjusted R2 0.17 0.16 0.18 0.44 0.49 0.50

 Political Stability 
Constant 3.005 3.003 3.130 0.966 0.968 0.988

 (6.740)*** (6.789)*** (7.048)*** (2.423)** (2.414)** (2.460)**
 -0.506 -0.509 -0.517 -0.530 -0.528 -0.528

 (-7.447)*** (-7.533)*** (-7.806)*** (-7.561)*** (-7.602)*** (-7.670)***

 9.501 10.467 4.641 0.580 -0.786 -1.963
 (3.076)*** (2.485)** (1.258) (0.273) (-0.619) (-0.096)

 0.171 -0.101 0.680 -0.086 0.338 0.325
 (0.186) (-0.205) (1.390) (-0.320) (0.869) (1.230)

 9.790 9.784 9.745 9.033 8.915 9.135
 (3.454***) (3.485)*** (3.495)*** (4.209)*** (4.165)*** (4.430)***

Number of observations 109 109 109 122 122 123
Adjusted R2 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.34 0.34 0.37

 Democracy 
Constant 3.101 2.980 3.092 1.753 1.915 2.238

 (7.578)*** (7.153)*** (7.227)*** (2.200)** (2.392)** (2.740)***
 -0.478 -0.466 -0.476 -0.229 -0.258 -0.287

 (-7.985)*** (-7.870)*** (-7.670)*** (-1.973)* (-2.355)** (-2.690)***

 9.468 13.305 9.550 5.002 2.222 -4.309
 (3.290)*** (3.054)*** (2.082)** (1.215) (0.530) (-0.910)

 -0.067 -0.620 -0.027 0.179 0.919 1.279
 (-0.118) (-1.449) (-0.058) (0.415) (1.529) (2.820)***

 10.359 10.063 10.353 2.822 3.113 3.463
 (3.694)*** (3.654)*** (3.604)*** (0.909) (1.039) (1.190)

Number of observations 112 112 112 121 121 121
Adjusted R2 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.05 0.07 0.13

 Ethnic Tension 
Constant 4.573 4.570 4.645 1.628 1.583 1.515

 (7.087)*** (7.126)*** (7.095)*** (3.258)*** (3.143)*** (3.000)***
It-1 -0.474 -0.466 -0.471 -0.298 -0.287 -0.279

 (-6.763)*** (-6.741)*** (-6.827)*** (-4.898)*** (-4.762)*** (-4.660)***

 7.312 3.166 0.058 3.674 3.685 6.181
 (2.335)* (0.659) (0.010) (1.456) (1.939)* (2.800)***
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Robustness hek
◮ So far transmission is supposed to depend on total intensity ofemigration.
◮ There is evidene of non linear transmission hannels in norms: Chong et al. (2008) : transmission of fertility norms throughmedia; Beine, Doquier, shi� (2008): transmission does notdepend on migration intensity.
◮ several explanations : media, atalyst by famous migrants,return migration di�ers aross ountries.
◮ We test transfer of norms departing from transmissiontehnology depending on emigration
◮ Main �nding: more evidene of positive transfer of normthrough eonomi links for demoray and bureaurati quality.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?



 
Table 7: The impact of host norm on the change in institutions at origin by region of 

destination and dimension of institution (lagged effects)-robustness check 

Variable 
Colonizer 

1990 
UN 

1990 
OECD 
 1990 

Colonizer 
2000 

UN 
2000 

OECD 
 2000 

 Bureaucracy 
Constant 2.064 7.644 -1.765 2.277 6.702 -4.798

 (3.330)*** (1.000) (0.337) (4.630)*** (8.410)*** (-1.840)*
 -0.246 -0.231 -0.249 -0.543 -0.537 -0.551

 (-3.660)*** (-3.590)*** (-3.730)*** (-9.000)*** (-8.940)*** (-9.300)***

 7.504 6.947 7.084 7.131 6.7562 7.001
 (2.72)*** (2.690)*** (2.635)*** (3.200)** (2.950)*** (3.120)***

 -0.037 -0.492 0.312 -0.023 -0.388 0.592
 (-1.111) (-0.780) (1.960)** (-0.034) (-6.080)*** (2.640)***

 2.461 3.754 3.775 14.022 15.179 14.994
 (1.060) (1.520) (1.510) (4.940)*** (5.750)*** (5.840)***

Number of observations 89 89 89 114 114 114
Adjusted R2 0.21 0.21 0.23 0.46 0.47 0.48

 Political Stability 
Constant 3.001 1.813 1.611 0.867 0.740 -4.010

 (5.340)*** (1.170) (1.060) (1.860)* (0.788) (-1.800)*
 -0.507 -0.512 -0.508 -0.528 -0.531 -0.575

 (-7.180)*** (-7.520)*** (-7.570)*** (-7.500)*** (-7.560)*** (-8.440)***

 9.824 9.871 9.796 0.280 0.371 0.170
 (3.520)*** (3.580)*** (3.500)*** (0.190) (0.260) (0.918)

 0.001 .0108 0.127 0.008 0.019 0.497
 (0.003) (0.790) (0.970) (0.290) (0.007) (2.300)**

 9.790 9.840 9.915 9.479 9.254 10.317
 (3.470***) (3.580)*** (3.570)*** (4.190)*** (4.410)*** (5.040)***

Number of observations 109 109 109 123 123 123
Adjusted R2 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.361 0.36 0.38

 Democracy 
Constant 3.616 3.334 -4.093 2.267 1.915 6.731

 (6.950)*** (2.100)** (-1.130) (2.070)** (2.392)** (1.040)
 -0.508 -0.477 -0.477 -0.254 -0.229 -0.225

 (-8.410)*** (-8.100)*** (-8.390)*** (-2.040)** (-2.02)** (-4.660)***

 9.687 9.301 9.709 6.072 5.587 5.815
 (3.960)*** (3.890)*** (3.870)*** (2.040)** (2.200)** (2.320)**

 -0.052 -0.020 0.617 -0.048 -0.141 -0.427
 (-1.570) (-0.150) (2.030)** (-0.990) (-1.120) (-0.770)

 9.356 10.398 10.461 1.605 2.923 2.645
 (3.370)*** (3.760)*** (3.800)*** (0.577) (0.950) (0.398)

Number of observations 112 112 112 121 121 121
Adjusted R2 0.40 0.38 0.41 0.09 0.08 0.09

 Ethnic Tension 
Constant 5.056 1.924 4.403 1.883 -0.130 -1.637

 (5.33)*** (0.640) (2.930)*** (1.290) (0.005) (-0.960)
 -0.497 -0.461 -0.467 -0.294 -.285 -0.276

 (-5.620)*** (-6.700)*** (-6.810)*** (-4.950)*** (-4.720)*** (-4.740)***

 5.297 5.052 4.753 2.370 2.287 2.753
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Conlusion
◮ Destination de�nitely matters for impat of emigration oninstitutions.
◮ In general, impat is stronger between ountries with eonomilinks and to a lesser extent for politial links
◮ Results are nevertheless very heterogenous
◮ It depends on types of institutional dimensions.
◮ It depends on spei� period (bureaurati quality impatedduring both periods, less the ase for other measures).Stronger results over the nineties ompared to eighties.
◮ Eonomi links matter muh more than any other type of link?Colonial links might be detrimental.Mihel BEINE and Khalid SEKKAT: Emigration and origin ountry's institutions: Does the destination Matter?




