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Labor-market effects

“Studies of the operation of
the Mexican labor program
have clearly established that it
is adversely affecting the
wages, working conditions, and
employment opportunities of
our own agricultural workers."”
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The 1959 evaluation

Perils of the Mexican Invasion

By S. J. Hormes

Professor of Zodlogy, University of California

While still paying for past blunders in the importation of cheap
labor, we are now admitting a new menace to national
prosperity from across the Rio Grande

HeE United States seems fated
" never to be free from troubles
attendant on race and immigra-
tion. First it was the negroes — then
it was the Chinese and Japanese —
and now it is the Mexicans. Soon it
will be the Filipinos. Lately the Mexi-
can situation has developed to an
acute stage and will doubtless receive
much attention during the next ses-
sion of Congress.
The influx of Mexicans has been

familiar with border conditions con-
sider that it is as great as the number
of legal immigrants. The real volume
of the influx is a subject upon which
the advocates of free Mexican immi-
gration are manifestly quite sensitive,
and they endeavor to make out that it
is not nearly so great as it seems. In
considering any restrictive measures
the number of persons apt to be af-
fected is obviously a matter of prime
importance.
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Archival data

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS.
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Face of Form 95-223
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Archival data

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Bureau of Agricultural Economics
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Model of induced technical advance
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Real wages
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Hired seasonal farm employment
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Baltagi-Li semiparametric FE: Wage
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Baltagi-Li semiparametric FE: Employment
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Tomato harvester adoption
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Tomato harvester adoption
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Differential Rybczynski effects: Event study
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Moving forward

® Bracero exclusion
— Direct evidence of tech. advance
— Rybczynski effects
— Other adjustment margins

@ Migration restrictions
— Natural experiments
Lee et al. 2017; Mayda et al. 2017, Feigenberg &
Lubotsky 2017

® Induced technical advance
— Upward-sloping demand?
Hornbeck & Naidu 2014; Gray et al. 2017, Lew & Cater
2017
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