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This paper explores the impact of Malian migrants' Home Town Associations (HTAs) located in France on the provision of local public goods in Mali. To this end, we compute an original dataset on all the HTAs that have been created by Malian migrants in France since 1981 and geo-localize their interventions on the Malian territory. Thanks to four waves of Malian census, we also build a panel dataset on the provision of a range of public goods in all Malian villages over the 1976-2009 period. These two sources of data allow us to implement a difference-in-differences strategy, and to compare villages with and without an HTA, before and after HTAs developed their activity in Mali. We find that Malian HTAs have significantly contributed to improve the provision of schools, health centers and water amenities over the 1987-2009 period. When looking at the timing of the treatment, we observe that the difference between treated and control villages in terms of water amenities is mainly driven by the second period of observation (1998)(1999)(2000)(2001)(2002)(2003)(2004)(2005)(2006)(2007)(2008)(2009), while schools and health centers exhibit significant differences during the whole period.

Introduction

Recent years have witnessed a growing interest of scholars, development practitioners and international organizations for the relationship between migration and development. In particular, academic research has strongly focused on the impact of remittances on origin countries, notably on aggregate development outcomes such as poverty and growth and on recipient households' behavior. External remittances have become indeed an increasingly substantial source of financial flows for developing countries, and have outstripped private capital flows and official development aid in many of them. In 2011, remittances were the second largest source of external finance to developing countries as a whole (370 billion dollars) behind foreign direct investment (around 500 billion dollars). They were nearly three times larger than official development assistance (around 140 billion dollars) [START_REF] Ratha | Remittance flows in 2011: an update[END_REF]).

In addition to sending remittances to their family, migrants frequently contribute to the development of their village of origin by sending collective transfers through Home Town Associations (HTAs). HTAs are voluntary clubs located in immigrants' host societies made up of migrants from the same locality of origin. Their aim is to fund local development projects, and as such they received an increased attention from the development community which considers them as potential actors in the process of leveraging funds for investment and development in resource-poor communities of origin. There are indeed good reasons to be optimistic about the role of HTAs in development. In a context of weak states with low fiscal capacity, HTAs and collective remittances may complement scarce public resources and relieve binding budget constraints. Thus, the population of the locality of origin where the HTAs intervene may end up better off.

Yet, the question of HTAs' real impact on local development is not that straightforward. First, collective remittances may crowd out public finance. Indeed, by relaxing important bottlenecks, they may create a disincentive for the state and local governments to intervene and result in lower public spending [START_REF] Grabel | The Political Economy of Remittances: What do we know? What do we need to know?[END_REF]). In other words, HTAs activity may allow local governments to extricate themselves from their traditional responsibilities, leaving the targeted localities worse off in terms of public goods. Second, HTAs may not be as effective as public actors in terms of development objectives. Indeed, the impact of HTAs' activity depends on how projects are conceived and selected and on how transparent and inclusive are decision-making processes. When projects are designed by HTAs' members from abroad with little or no input from their potential beneficiaries, they may be ill-conceived, may not meet the needs of home communities, and may thus be quickly abandoned. Third, when the migration process is selective and mainly involves certain groups, HTAs' projects may serve private agendas rather than addressing larger community needs. Their benefits may thus be narrowly distributed and aggravate social cleavages in the community. In this scenario, HTAs may contribute to erode social cohesion within the local communities, thereby altering their capacity to agree upon and implement collective action, which ultimately has detrimental effects on sustained local development.

In the case of Mali, a few small-scale case studies focusing on the Kayes area, in the Western part of the country, describe migrants' HTAs as a substantial source of funding and document the number and type of development projects they have financed. 1However, the contribution of HTAs at the national level has never been systematically investigated, and there is no quantitative evidence on whether their activity makes the villages of origin better off in terms of local public goods than the villages with no HTA. This lack of evidence on the net impact of HTAs on local development is not restricted to Mali, and the literature provides very little quantitative evidence on collective remittances.2 One major exception is the work of [START_REF] Beauchemin | Are migrant associations actors in local development? A national event-history analysis in rural Burkina Faso[END_REF] on Burkina Faso. The authors exploit retrospective data covering the 1960-2002 period on a sample of 600 settlements and use event-history models to test whether the existence of a migrant association3 has an influence on the provision of public services, on agricultural modernization and on the availability of infrastructures. They find a positive and significant effect of HTAs on the provision of social services and roads, with some differences in magnitude from one decade to the other.

Strong data limitations explain this lack of quantitative assessment. The first phase of this research thus started with a long data collection process. We computed an original dataset that provides an exhaustive list of the HTAs created by Malian migrants in France. For each HTA, we have been able to find its date of creation, as well as the name of the locality where it intervenes in Mali. Thanks to the four waves of census (Recensement Général de la Population et de l'Habitat) conducted by the Malian Office of statistics for the years 1976, 1987, 1998 and 2009, we then built a panel dataset of all Malian villages and their stock of infrastructures at those four dates. Retrospective and exhaustive data on local public goods over such a long period are rare in Africa.

We then combined our two datasets in order to compare the provision of public goods before and after the intervention of HTAs in villages with and without an HTA, through a difference-in-differences approach. Overall, we find that villages targeted by an HTA are better off in terms of public good provision. The impact varies depending on the type of public good and on the timing of the treatment. We then test the robustness of our results against the possibility of an endogenous selection into the treatment.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 documents the emergence and development of HTAs in Mali. The data and descriptive statistics are presented in Section 3. Section 4 describes our empirical strategy and provides benchmark results together with evidence that supports the parallel trend assumption underlying our difference-in-differences approach. In Section 5, we investigate potential selection issues As underlined by the anthropological literature (see, e.g., [START_REF] Quiminal | Gens d'ici et d'ailleurs, migrations soninkes et transformations villageoises[END_REF][START_REF] Daum | Les migrants, partenaires de la coopération internationale: le cas des Maliens de France[END_REF]), the earlier HTAs, the so-called "Caisses villageoises" were created for the specific purpose of helping their fellow migrants with any financial problem they might encounter in the host country. They were thus primarily concerned with settlement in France. It is only in the 1980s that HTAs started expanding their scope of operations to address concerns not only in the country of destination but also in Mali. While their actions were initially confined to prestigious projects such as the construction of mosques, they gradually covered every aspect of daily life in the villages with development projects ranging from hydraulics to healthcare and from basic education to cultural exchanges.

French public policies did play a role in this trajectory as foreigners were not allowed to gather in associations, and gained this right when a left-wingist government came to power in 1981. This allowed HTAs to be officially registered in France, a prerequisite to collect membership fees and organize fundraising. According to Daum (1998), 95% of all the HTAs which were existing in 1992 were officially registered.

Collecting reliable data on associations is an exceedingly difficult task in most immigration countries considering the small size and informality of most HTAs. In the case of France, however, the fact that most HTAs are officially registered has facilitated the data collection process (see Section 3 below). According to Daum (1998), there were 143

Malian HTAs registered in France in 1992, a number that had increased up to 421 by 2009 according to our own estimates [START_REF] Bernard | La dynamique associative des Maliens de l'extérieur: enseignements tirés de deux dispositifs d'enquête originaux[END_REF]).

2012 edition of the EMOP survey, 61% of the HTAs recorded in the sample villages have been created by migrants living in countries other than France, Their distribution by region reflects international migration patterns: they are indeed much less concentrated in the Kayes region than HTAs hosted in France: only 21% intervene in this region against respectively 27% and 26% in the regions of Mopti and Koulikoro. Many HTAs have also been created by internal migrants. The EMOP survey enumerated no less than 526 such HTAs in its 2012 edition. Internal HTAs and HTAs located in other destination countries have lower resources and financial leverage than those hosted in France, which justifies our focus on the latter.

Data

We mobilize two sources of data to explore the link between migrants' HTAs and the 

Home Town Associations

We We used the archives of the French Journal Officiel to seek all the Malian HTAs declared in France. Concretely, we extracted from the Journal all the associations containing, in their name or declared purpose, either the word "Mali" or any of its derivatives in French, or the name of one of the 10,000 villages of Mali. The methodology of this data collection is further detailed in [START_REF] Bernard | La dynamique associative des Maliens de l'extérieur: enseignements tirés de deux dispositifs d'enquête originaux[END_REF]. We ended up with 421 Malian HTAs declared between 1981 and 2009 which aim is to channel funds for the development of small-scale areas (either villages or communes). We excluded from our census all the HTAs targeting entire regions (or even Mali as a whole), for not being able to precisely identify where they intervene. This dataset allows us to distinguish between treated localities and their control counterparts, which have no HTA in France. To assess the differences between treated and control villages in terms of local public good provision, we focus on the sample of villages that we can track from 1987 to 2009. Indeed, the territorial composition of the country experienced transformations over the period, in particular driven by the huge growth of the Malian population and by internal migration patterns which led to the birth of new villages, or conversely to the aggregation of villages. Moreover, in 1998, the insecurity in the Northern part of the Malian territory linked to the Touareg rebellion prevented the national office of statistics to collect data in some areas of the regions of Gao and Kidal.

These restrictions make us end up with a sample of 8,606 villages out of the 10,629

Malian villages of the census of 2009. Among those 8,606 villages, 60 are further excluded from the analysis for being targeted by the 13 HTAs created between 1981 and 1987.

Thus, 8,546 localities will be included in the estimations. 7,381 of them belong to the control group and 1,165 to the treated one. In the latter group, 495 had their first HTA created before 1998, and 670 afterwards. The distribution of treated and control villages by region is given by Table 2.

One important drawback of these data comes from the fact that we do not have much information on HTAs' dissolution. In theory, any change made in the association should be published in the Journal Officiel. Declaring a dissolution, be it voluntary, legal or administrative, is a procedure as simple as notifying a creation, but in practice it is not compulsory and very few associations do it. When assessing the difference, in terms of local public good provision, between villages with and without HTA, we thus estimate a lower bound given that some associations observed in our data potentially do not exist any more. 

Local public goods

Data on the Malian villages come from the four population censuses conducted by the Malian Office of statistics (INSTAT) in 1976(INSTAT) in , 1987(INSTAT) in , 1998(INSTAT) in and 2009. These censuses provide information on the number and type of public goods at the level of the villages. 8 Thanks to these data, we compute three indicators of local infrastructures for each Malian village that are strictly comparable between the years 1976, 1987, 1998 and 2009: • SCHOOL: Number of primary and secondary schools;

• HEALTH : Number of health centers;

• WATER: Number of public fountains.

Moreover, the 1998 and 2009 data provide disaggregated information on the type of available health equipments. This allows us to build five more indicators of health infrastructures for these two years:

8 See footnote 6 for a more precise definition of the geographic unit of observation.

• HOSP : Number of hospitals;

• CLINICS : Number of clinics;

• DISPENS : Number of dispensaries;

• MATER: Number of maternities;

• CSCOM : Number of community health centers9 .

The Malian censuses of 1987, 1998 and 2009 also provide household-level data on housing conditions which we rely on to build three additional variables informing the type of access to water:

• HH TAP : Share of households in the village using a tap as source of water;

• HH WELL: Share of households in the village using a well or a drilling as source of water;

• HH FOUNTAIN : Share of households in the village using a public fountain as source of water.

All three measures relate to alternative water supply amenities which differ from one another in terms of the initial investment they require and of the quality of the water they supply. Finally, the household-level data allow us to calculate the share of households in the village that are connected to the electrical grid, HH ELEC.

Table 3 presents the means and standard deviations of the different public good measures within the treated and control groups, and the average differences between the two groups at each wave of the census (i.e. in 1976, 1987, 1998 and 2009). The number of schools, water amenities and health infrastructures experienced a sustained increase from 1976 to 2009, the pace of this increase being stronger after 1987. This is the case both for the treated and for the control groups. Between the years 1998 and 2009, for which we have disaggregated data on health infrastructures, the number of dispensaries and maternities decreased in both groups while the number of CSCOM largely increased.

This trend reflects the public willingness to develop these types of health centers from the beginning of the nineties. Turning to the alternative sources of water, the share of households using a tap increased a lot in both groups over the period. At the same time, the share of households using a well or a drilling remained roughly stable, while the share of households using a fountain first increased (between 1987 and 1998) and then decreased (between 1998 and 2009). Finally, in both groups, the share of households connected to the electrical grid experienced a growing trend over the period that accelerated between 1998 and 2009.

Turning to the average differences between the treated and control groups, it appears that treated villages were better endowed in terms of most public goods at the beginning of the period, and remained better endowed, though these differences are not systematically statistically significant. Regarding households' access to the different water sources and to electricity, we observe that the share of households using a tap increased between 1987 and 2009 in both groups, the treated localities starting from a slightly higher level. The share of households using a well or a drilling remained roughly stable over the period and within both groups. The share of households using a public fountain increased in both groups, the control group starting with a higher proportion in 1987. Finally, the average share of households connected to electricity, though still very low, increased substantially in both samples (the treated group exhibiting a higher starting point).

In the rest of the paper, we will perform difference-in-differences estimations question- Standard deviations of the averages and standard errors of the differences in parenthesis. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

The treatment group gathers all villages which had at least an HTA registered in France between 1987 and 2009.

Other observable characteristics

The Malian censuses also provide individual-level data which allow us to compute the following village-level variables:

• Population: size of the population of the locality;

• Ethno-linguistic fragmentation: one minus the Herfindahl index computed relying on the share of each ethnic group (based on mother tongue);

• % of labor force in the primary sector : share of the active population of the village working in the agricultural sector;

• Returnees France: share of the population of the village who has been living in France for more than six months (available only in 1998 and 2009);

• Emigration France: share of the population of the village currently living in France, only available in 2009. 10

We also rely on the data of the Climatic Research Unit, University of East Anglia, to compute the average annual rainfall and average rainfall shocks experienced by the villages over the previous decade. We derive the latter variable by regressing, for each village, the level of yearly observed rainfalls on their lagged values and on a time trend, and by calculating the standard deviation of the predicted residuals of these estimations over ten years.

In Table 4, we present the means and standard deviations for the different observed characteristics of the treated and control villages, and the average differences between these two groups at each wave of the census. Table 4 shows that treated villages are, on average, larger than control villages, and have experienced a larger demographic growth since 1987. Treated villages are also more ethnically fragmented than control villages, even though the difference between the two groups has decreased since 1987. On average, annual rainfalls are significantly lower in the treated villages than in the control villages.

10 The census questionnaire only identifies migrants who left Mali less than 5 years ago. Standard deviations of the averages and standard errors of the differences in parenthesis. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

The treatment group gathers all villages which had at least an HTA registered in France between 1987 and 2009.

The volatility of rainfalls was not significantly higher in treated villages, but became so over the last decade, 1999-2009. Finally, treated and control villages largely differ in terms of migration intensity, as reflected by the percentage of return and current migrants from/in France. Those descriptive statistics are in line with the fact that HTAs are created where a sufficient number of migrants and return migrants are gathered, and mainly in the North Western part of Mali where rainfall are lower than in the South.

Empirical strategy and benchmark results

In what follows, we consider the presence of one or several HTAs in a given village as a treatment variable. We rely on a difference-in-differences approach and proceed in three steps: we first compare changes in local public good provision between the treated and the control villages between 1987 and 2009. As suggested by Table 2 indeed, very few HTAs were created (and registered) before 1987. We thus exclude from our sample the 60 villages which had an HTA before 1987, and consider the 1987 and 2009

Population censuses as our baseline and endline surveys respectively. We then investigate the potential heterogeneity of the treatment effect across subperiods of time. Indeed, we observe the provision of public goods in the Malian villages in 1976Malian villages in , 1987Malian villages in , 1998Malian villages in and 2009.

We can match these data emanating from the four waves of the census with the dates of HTAs' registration in France. We estimate separately the impact of earlier HTAs (created before 1998), both over the first and over the second decade of treatment (1987-1998 and 1998-2009), and the impact of more recent HTAs (created after 1998) over the 1998-2009 period. We finally question the identifying assumption of the difference-in-differences approach which requires that localities with HTAs would have followed a trend in local public good provision similar to that observed in their non-treated counterparts, had they not had any HTA. We provide evidence on this parallel trend assumption by testing whether treated and control villages were already experiencing different trends in terms of public good provision before the treatment occurrence (i.e. between 1976 and 1987).

As a first step, we estimate the following econometric model:

LP G i,t = α 0 + δ t + ν i + α 1 D i,t + θ j * δ t + i,t (1) 
where LP G i,t is the level of public goods in locality i at time t, δ t is a time fixed-effect, The evolution of local public good provision over the 1987-2009 period is found to be significantly different between villages with and without an HTA. The estimated difference is overall stronger when commune x time dummies are controlled for -with the exception of the share of households with access to electricity. Using column (1b) of Tables 5 and6 as benchmark, we find that on average, villages which benefit from the support of at least one HTA tend to have more schools, public fountains and health amenities than control villages. The size of the coefficients suggests that the number of public fountains has increased by one more unit in average, and the number of schools by a bit less than one unit more in average, in villages targeted by at least one HTA between 1987 and 2009.

Note that these results could be a lower bound estimate of the impact of HTAs as some of the villages taken as controls might be targeted by an HTA created by either internal migrants or migrants living in other countries than France.

The contribution of HTAs to local public good provision also seems to translate into an increased household access to safe water through public fountains. Moreover, the share of households using a tap as their main source of water is found to be higher in the treated group, while the share of households using a well or a drilling is lower, suggesting an upgrade in water supply amenities. On the other hand, no significant impact is found regarding the percentage of households connected to electricity.

One of the most common problems with the difference-in-differences approach relies on the impossibility to directly test the parallel trend assumption on which it relies. In our case, a failure of this assumption would mean that our variables of interest, namely local public good provision and household access to local public goods, would have followed a different trend for the treated and control localities had there been no exposure to the treatment. To investigate the parallel trend assumption, we rely on the period preceding the treatment to test whether estimated changes in public good provision across treated and control localities were significantly different during the pre-treatment period. Due to lack of data on household access to water and electricity in the 1976 census, we are only able to implement this test for the three first measures of local public good availability, the number of schools, public fountains and health centers. Results are shown in the second panel of Tables 5 and6.

Whatever the specification (without commune trends in column (1a) or controlling for commune trends in column (1b)), the changes in the number of schools are not statistically different between treated and control villages over the 1976-1987 pre-treatment period.

In other terms, school provision in the treated and control localities followed a virtually identical trend prior to the creation of the first HTAs, which increases the confidence in the identification assumption.

The same is not true for water amenities. The results suggest diverging pre-treatment trends in the provision of public fountains between treated and control villages, with treated villages recording a larger increase in the number of public fountains between 1976 and 1987. However, the size of the coefficient, 0.079, is much smaller than in the benchmark model, 1.029, which suggests that HTAs have contributed to exacerbate this diverging trend.

Finally, the test of parallel trend assumption for health centers suggests that, if any, the pre-treatment trend divergence was playing against the treated villages, as shown by the significantly negative coefficient in column (1b) of Table 6. Taking this result into account, the significantly positive coefficient of 0.267 obtained in the top of Table 6 suggests that, not only villages with an HTA are better off in terms of health amenities than the control villages, but that HTAs compensated for pre-treatment adverse trends in the treated villages.

Columns (2) to (4) of Tables 5 and6 explore the timing of the treatment. Using the panel dimension of the data, we estimate separately the impact of earlier HTAs (created before 1998), and the impact of more recent HTAs (created after 1998). We first focus on HTAs created in France between 1987 and 1998, and look at their impact on the provision of local public goods in the Malian villages over the same period (column (2)), and over the following period, 1998-2009 (column (3)). In this setting, the treated group is composed of the 495 villages that were targeted by an HTA between 1987 and 1998 and the control group gathers the localities with no HTA over the whole period. Column (1a) presents standard double-differences, while Columns (1b), ( 2), ( 3) and ( 4) introduce commune-level time trends. In all columns, the control group gathers the villages without HTA. In Columns (1a) and (1b), the treated villages are those with an HTA (whatever its date of creation). In Columns ( 2) and ( 3), the treated group is composed of the villages with an HTA created between 1987 and 1998, while in Column (4) the treated villages are those with an HTA created after 1998. 1976-1987 1976-1987 1976-1987 1987-1998 Column (1a) presents standard double-differences, while Columns (1b), ( 2), ( 3) and ( 4) introduce commune-level time trends. In all columns, the control group gathers the villages without HTA. In Columns (1a) and (1b), the treated villages are those with an HTA (whatever its date of creation). In Columns ( 2) and (3), the treated group is composed of the villages with an HTA created between 1987 and 1998, while in Column (4) the treated villages are those with an HTA created after 1998.

In both columns we control for the communes trends. Tables 5 and6 illustrate the evolution in the actions undertaken by early HTAs. They concentrated their actions on building schools and health amenities in the first decade (column (2)). Then, between 1998 and 2009, their actions switched and focused on water supply as reflected by the large positive coefficient for water, but also by the positive impact on the share of households using a tap or a fountain as their main source of water. During the 1998-2009 period, the impact of early HTAs on the supply of schools is no longer significant. It even becomes negative (-0.470) for health amenities. However, this negative overall coefficient hides contrasted trends which become apparent when health infrastructures are further disaggregated. Indeed, during the 1998-2009 period, the development of CSCOM (centres de santé communautaires) have substituted for dispensaries and maternities. This switch has been even more pronounced in the treated villages, as illustrated by the coefficients associated with the numbers of dispensaries, maternities and CSCOM in column (3) of Table 6.

Finally, the results shown in the bottom part of Tables 5 and6 support the assumption that pre-treatment trends were similar across treated and control villages regarding schools and public fountains. Regarding health centers, the divergence in pre-treatment trends was, again, playing against the treated villages (negative coefficient).

Symmetrically, we investigate in column ( 4 The results of the double difference suggest a weaker impact of recent HTAs on the provision of public goods. The coefficient associated with recent HTAs in the equation for the number of public fountains is no longer significant. Neither is the coefficient associated with recent HTAs when the number of health amenities is used as the outcome variable.

However, when this outcome is disaggregated, we observe that villages with a recent HTA have also experienced a more rapid expansion of CSCOM (at the expanse of maternities and dispensaries) than control villages. Finally, recent HTAs seem to have had a positive impact on the number of schools over the 1998-2009 period, a result that should be taken with caution given that the bottom part of the table suggests diverging pre-treatment trends for the treated and control villages.

Overall, these results suggest that over the 1998-2009 period the action of both early and late HTAs has been associated with an upgrade in the supply of water amenities (increase in the share of households using public fountains as a source of water, against the use of wells and drilling) and a switch from dispensaries and maternities to CSCOM.

This switch induces a non significant difference between treated and control villages when we consider the aggregate number of health infrastructures. However, the placebo test presented at the bottom of the table does not support the parallel trend assumption, casting some doubts on the results for the total number of health centers but also potentially for the different sub-categories of health infrastructures.

The investigation of the provision of local public goods in villages targeted by HTAs over two different subperiods suggests that the activity of HTAs has changed over time.

First focusing on schools and water amenities, they then concentrated their actions on health infrastructures, supporting a switch from financing maternities and dispensaries to financing CSCOM at the end of the nineties.

Robustness checks

In the difference-in-differences approach presented above, we control both for time-unvarying village fixed-effects and for time-varying unobservable characteristics at the communelevel. However, it may well be the case that time-varying village characteristics explain both the propensity to have an HTA and the supply of public goods in the Malian villages.

In what follows, we investigate to what extent the impact of HTAs may be considered as a causal impact or rather as reflecting specific characteristics of the treated villages.

Controlling for observable confounding factors

As shown in Table 4, treated and control villages differ in their size, in their ethnolinguistic fragmentation, in the share of the labor force working in the agricultural sector and in the climatic conditions they face. They are also very different in terms of migration intensity, measured both through past migration (as suggested by the share of the population with a past migration experience in France) and through current migration (as suggested by the share of the population having migrated to France in the last five years). Table 7 explores the impact of HTAs on public good provision after introducing those additional control variables in the benchmark estimations (namely, the size of the population in logarithm, the ethno-linguistic fragmentation, the share of the labor force working in the primary sector, and the average rainfalls level and shock over the ten preceding years). Overall, the results are very similar to those of Tables 5 and6.

In column (1), we estimate the difference-in-differences in the change of public good provision over the 1987-2009 period. At that stage, we cannot introduce the measure of return migration intensity since it is not available in the data before 1998. The results are virtually the same as those of column (1b) in Tables 5 and6. The second column explores the impact of old HTAs on the change in public good provision over the 1987-1998 period.

Migration intensity cannot be included here neither. However, controlling for the size of the population, ethno-linguistic fragmentation, the size of the primary sector and rainfalls leads to results which are similar in all points to those of column (2) in Tables 5 and6. In columns (3a) to (4b) we then explore the impact of old and recent HTAs on the provision of public goods during the recent decade, 1998-2009, controlling or not for the share of return migrants in the villages. Again, controlling for those covariates does not alter our conclusions. In Annex A we present the complete results of the seven estimations presented in column (1) of Table 7 11 .

local public goods. The coefficient associated with return migration from France is not systematically significant. When it is, its value is positive (results available upon request). In all columns, the control group gathers the villages without HTA. In Column (1), the treated villages are those with an HTA (whatever its date of creation). In Columns (2), (3a) and (3b), the treated group is composed of the villages with an HTA created between 1987 and 1998, while in Column (4a) and (4b) the treated villages are those with an HTA created after 1998. Time-varying covariates include: population (in logarithm), index of ethnolinguistic fractionnalization, annual rainfall average over [t, t -1], annual rainfall shock over [t, t -1], and share of the active population working in the primary sector.

The number of return migrants coming back from France over the total population of the village is also controlled for in Columns (3b) and (4b).

Selection issue

In what follows, we exploit the panel dimension of the data and the fact that some villages have been treated since 1987, while others are only treated from 1998. This timing of the treatment makes it possible to compare villages with an old HTA with villages with a recent HTA. By comparing them, we thus explore the differences between two groups which are similar in more dimensions than villages with an HTA over the whole period and villages with no HTA at all. In particular, we assume that time-varying unobservable characteristics, that cannot be directly controlled for, are closer between these villages which are all to be treated at one point in time.

Moreover, as shown in Table 8, the villages benefitting from an early treatment and those benefitting from a more recent treatment are not significantly different regarding migration intensity.12 This point is crucial since we may suspect that the impact of HTAs highlighted above reflects higher migration intensity rather than the action of HTAs per se.13 

In Table 9, we run difference-in-differences estimations over the 1987-1998 period, considering the villages with an HTA registered between 1987 and 1998 as treated and the villages targeted by an HTA after 1998 as non-treated. This strategy reduces the potential selection-into-treatment issue. Column (1) presents the estimated differences in terms of local public good provision between these treated and control villages over the 1987-1998 period (i.e., when the villages with an old HTA were already treated while the villages with a recent HTA were not treated yet). In this specification, the number of schools and of health amenities appear to differ significantly between treated and control villages, the treated group being better endowed. This first result suggests that, even when comparing treated villages with soon-to-be treated villages, the treatment is associated with a significantly larger local public good endowment. In column (2), we re-iterate the same double-difference estimation over the preceding period, 1976-1987, as a placebo test. It appears here that the number of schools in the treated group was already higher than in the control group before the treatment occurred. However, the size of the two coefficients suggests that the creation of HTAs during the following period exacerbated this already existing diverging trends in terms of school endowment. Moreover, the estimated coefficient associated with the treatment dummy in the health equation is not significant in column (2). Thus, while the number of health equipments is found to be significantly larger in the treated group in column (1), the pre-treatment trends regarding health equipments estimated in column (2) are not significantly different between treated and control villages.

Finally, column (3) presents the same estimations as column (1) introducing our vector of time-varying control variables, to take into account observable trends that may simultaneously affect the treatment status and the provision of local public goods. Unfortunately we are not able to control for migration intensity (as proxied by the share of return migrants) since this variable is only available for 1998 and 2009. In this specification, the size and significance of the estimated coefficients are very close to those obtained in column (1). Taken together, the results of these three columns suggest that when we compare similar villages, which are all going to be treated at one point in time, during the period when only part of them are treated, significant differences in terms of local public good provision already appear, notably for the number of schools and health infrastructures. This provides us with more confidence over the fact that our benchmark results are not completely driven by selection issues. 

Conclusion

In this paper we question the impact of migrants HTAs registered in France on the provision of public goods in Mali. Malian migrants in France gather in HTAs to send collective transfers to their locality of origin and contribute to local development. Almost one fifth of the Malian villages is targeted by HTA aiming at participating to the provision of public goods, such as schools or health facilities. However, the impact of these HTAs on the local development of Malian villages is not straightforward since HTAs' activity may crowd out public finance, be less effective than local intervention, and affect local governance habits.

We rely on a difference-in-differences approach to assess the differences, in terms of local public good provision, between the Malian villages targeted by an HTA over the 1987-2009 period and the villages with no HTA. We find that targeted villages exhibit a significantly higher average level of public goods over the 1987-2009 period than villages with no HTA. This significant difference is observed for schools and health centers as well as water amenities, the difference between treated and control localities in terms of water infrastructures being mainly driven by the second period of analysis (1998)(1999)(2000)(2001)(2002)(2003)(2004)(2005)(2006)(2007)(2008)(2009). These results are robust to the introduction of time-varying variables in the estimations.

Overall, the empirical evidence presented in this paper shows that Malian villages targeted by an HTA registered in France are significantly better endowed in terms of local public goods than the others. Despite the large scale public investments in social services implemented since the nineties, villages with no HTA did not manage to catch up with those benefiting from these collective transfers. Our quantitative assessment of the impact of Malian HTAs paves the way for further research to understand the channels through which collective transfers affect local public good provision, and in particular to identify the political economy mechanisms at play since HTAs are non-state agents interfering in the process of public good provision.

The impact of HTAs may first be explained by the important ability of migrants to collect funds (either because their private incomes are high enough to finance collective project, or because they were able to mobilize French public funds through the so-called co-development initiatives which expanded in the nineties, HTAs being one of the main actors of these official development assistance projects). Second, the positive impact of HTAs on public good provision may stem from higher effectiveness and better choices in Annex A: Adding time-varying covariates -Detailed results

( In all columns, the control group gathers the villages without HTA and the treated villages are those with an HTA (whatever its date of creation). 

4

  goods financed by the 3x1 Program.which may bias our benchmark results. Section 6 concludes. 2 The emergence and development of Malian migrants' HTAs Mali has a long-lasting history of migration, both within West Africa and with the rest of the world. Côte d'Ivoire is the main country of destination of Malian migrants, whereas France represents the most important destination among migrants who leave the African continent: in 2011, about 39% Malian migrants were living in Côte d'Ivoire, 35% in other African countries, 16% in France and 10% in the rest of the word. 4 While the tradition of migration among the Malian population goes back to the precolonial period, the presence of the first Malian migrants in France is generally attributed to the considerable growth in sea-borne trade between West Africa and Europe prior to the First World War which led some Malians employed in the French merchant marine to settle in French harbor cities before moving to other places including Paris (Manchuelle (1997)). However, the bulk of migration from Mali to France occurred during the 1960s and 1970s. At that period, migration flows were mainly composed of individuals coming from the Kayes area, located in the Western part of the country, and belonging to the Soninke ethnic group. While migration to France has evolved and now includes individuals from other regions and ethnic backgrounds, the Kayes area remains the main region of origin of Malian migrants: 25% of the migrants who have settled abroad, and more than a half of those living in France, originate from this region. The rapid growth of the Malian community in France since 1960 has translated into increasing flows of remittances directly sent by the migrants to their families. It has also resulted in the spontaneous emergence and development of Home-Town Associations (HTAs) constituted of migrants originating from the same community in Mali. 5 Figure computed by the authors using data from the EMOP Enquete Modulaire et permanente auprès des Ménages representative survey, INSTAT Mali, 2011.5 The creation of HTAs is not exclusively undertaken by Malian migrants in France. According to the

  provision of local public goods in the Malian villages over the 1987-2009 period. The first one is an original and exhaustive census of the Malian HTAs in France. The second is a panel of Malian villages that we compute using the 1976, 1987, 1998 and 2009 Malian Population Censuses (Recensement Général de la Population et de l'Habitat, INSTAT).

  ing the impact of HTAs on the provision of local public goods from 1987 to 2009, relying on a panel data set at the level of the Malian villages over the 1976-2009 period.

ν

  i is a village fixed-effect and D i,t is a dummy equal to 1 if village i has at least one HTA during the considered period. The village fixed-effects ν i capture all the time-invariant characteristics of the villages affecting the level of public goods. θ j * δ t are commune dummies interacted with time dummies. These variables account for unobservable timevariant characteristics at the level of the communes. By introducing them, we control for other confounding factors, at the commune level, that might explain the contrasted evolutions observed between treated and control villages over the 1987-2009 period. The allocation of central resources to communes could be for e.g. systematically biased in favor of (or against) migrant-prone areas and lead us to over-(or under-)estimate the impact of the treatment. Finally, i,t is an idiosyncratic error term.Tables5 and 6provide regression results of Equation 1 using as dependent variables the provision of various types of local public goods, on different time spans. In the second panel of each Table,we question the parallel trend assumption by investigating the pretreatment periods. In column (1a) we compare changes in local public good provision between the treated and the control villages between 1987 and 2009, without introducing the commune x time dummies. Column (1b) presents our preferred specification, where these variables are included.

  ) the impact of HTAs created during the following decade, 1998-2009, on local public good provision. In this setting, the treated group is composed of 670 villages with an HTA created after 1998, that we compare to the 7,381 villages with no HTA over the whole period (the control group). The 60 villages with an HTA created before 1987, as well as the 495 villages with an HTA created between 1987 and 1998, are excluded from the sample. The double difference is implemented over the 1998-2009 period, while we will investigate the parallel trend assumption both over the1976-1987 and over the 1987-1998 periods. 

  terms of local development. HTAs may notably contribute to improve local governance by asking for more accountability of the local elite and transparency of public affairs, thus reducing the capture of public funds.Finally, this paper opens the question of the impact of HTAs on intra-locality inequality. The presence of HTAs and their involvement in the provision of public goods may exacerbate existing diverging interests, especially if the intended beneficiaries do not have much voice in the selection and oversight of the funded development projects. Inversely, HTAs may reduce the unequal access of public goods by financing investment in areas lagging behind. All these research questions are over the scope of this paper and call for innovative research frames.

  Annex B: Local public goods in the villages treated by old and recent HTAs, 1976the averages and standard errors of the differences in parenthesis. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. Old HTAs are the villages which had a HTA during the 1987-1998 period and recent HTAs are those which had an HTA registered after 1998.

Table 1

 1 

	presents the distribution of the 421 HTAs created over the 1987-2009 period,
	by region. Column (1) provides totals, while columns (2), (3) and (4) provide sub-totals
	after disaggregating the sample according to the date of registration of each HTA.
	Table 1: Number of Malian HTAs registered in France
		(1)	(2)	(3)	(4)
		Total Before 1987 1987-1998 1998-2009
	Mali	421	13	116	292
	Kayes	310	10	89	211
	Koulikoro	44	1	11	32
	Sikasso	10	0	2	8
	Ségou	6	1	1	4
	Mopti	41	0	11	30
	Tombouctou	3	0	1	2
	Gao	4	1	0	3
	Kidal	3	0	1	2
	The spatial distribution of HTAs clearly confirms the role of the Kayes area as the
	main source of Malian migrants to France: 73.5% of the Malian HTAs created in France
	before 2009 target a locality in Kayes. The remainder mainly concentrates on Koulikoro
	(10.5%) and Mopti (9.5%). Then come Sikasso (2.5%) and Ségou (1.5%). Less than 1%
	of the HTAs targets each of the three remaining regions (Gao, 1%, and Tombouctou and
	Kidal, 0.5% each).				
	As a last step, we associate to each village of Mali a dummy variable indicating

Table 2 :

 2 Number of villages with and without HTA

		(1)	(2)	(3)	(4)	(5)
		Localities Localities with	Localities with	Localities with	Localities
			an HTA created an HTA created an HTA created without HTA
			before 1987	between 1987	after 1998	
				and 1998		
	Mali	8606	60	495	670	7381
	Kayes	1311	51	221	299	740
	Koulikoro	1624	7	145	231	1241
	Sikasso	1523	0	26	27	1470
	Ségou	1801	1	1	4	1795
	Mopti	1832	0	98	63	1671
	Tombouctou	395	0	4	29	362
	Gao	120	1	0	17	102
	Kidal	0	0	0	0	0

Table 3 :

 3 Local public goods in the treated and control groups, 1976-2009

	Control Diff.	0.898 0.191***	(1.457) (0.0474)	0.185 0.0839***	(0.442) (0.0142)	0.268 0.321***	(1.451) (0.0497)	0.0192 0.0308***	(0.0907) (0.00326)	0.876 -0.0506***	(0.224) (0.00733)	0.0284 0.0166***	(0.111) (0.00368)	0.0159 0.00702***	(0.0785) (0.00255)	0.000271 0.00660***	(0.00127) (0.0165)	0.00470 0.00732	(0.00337) (0.105)	0.0236*** 0.0210	(0.00491) (0.146)	-0.00576 0.0478	(0.00671) (0.215)	0.0599*** 0.104	(0.0104) (0.319)	7,381
	Treated	1.089	(1.761)	0.269	(0.507)	0.589	(2.219)	0.0500	(0.162)	0.826	(0.279)	0.0450	(0.148)	0.0229	(0.0955)	0.00687	(0.101)	0.0120	(0.117)	0.0446	(0.207)	0.0421	(0.201)	0.164	(0.386)	1,165
	Diff.	0.206***	(0.0273)	0.132***	(0.0208)	0.174***	(0.0448)	0.00435**	(0.00180)	-0.00951	(0.00842)	0.0166***	(0.00440)	0.00420***	(0.00108)	0.000814	(0.00136)	0.00154	(0.00167)	0.0624***	(0.00932)	0.0537***	(0.0111)	0.0134***	(0.00452)	8,546
	Treated Control Diff. Treated Control	0.203 0.128 0.0741*** 0.553 0.346	(0.614) (0.423) (0.0143) (1.199) (0.802)	0.119 0.0756 0.0437*** 0.333 0.201	(0.355) (0.292) (0.00949) (0.800) (0.634)	0.0455 0.0188 0.0266*** 0.284 0.110	(0.345) (0.215) (0.00748) (2.129) (1.274)	0.00761 0.00460 0.00301** 0.0108 0.00648	(0.0576) (0.0433) (0.00143)) (0.0689) (0.0550	0.833 0.844 -0.0102 0.849 0.859	(0.326) (0.307) (0.00977) (0.271) (0.266)	0.00870 0.0111 -0.00242 0.0525 0.0359	(0.0697) (0.0788) (0.00245)) (0.168) (0.134	0.00329 0.00203 0.00126 0.00836 0.00416	(0.0307) (0.0254) (0.000825) (0.0478) (0.0315)	0.00258 0.00176	(0.0507) (0.0419)	0.00343 0.00190	(0.0585) (0.0520)	0.145 0.0826	(0.369) (0.282)	0.149 0.0957	(0.398) (0.345)	0.0326 0.0192	(0.178) (0.137)	1,165 7,381 8,546 1,165 7,381
	Diff.	0.0501***	(0.00931)	0.0365***	(0.0105)	0.00691	(0.00500)																			8,546
	Treated Control	0.138 0.0881	(0.345) (0.287)	0.100 0.0639	(0.388) (0.325)	0.0103 0.00339	(0.165) (0.157)																			1,165 7,381
		SCHOOL		HEALTH		WATER		HH TAP		HH WELL		HH FOUNTAIN		HH ELEC		HOSP		CLINICS		DISPENS		MATER		CSCOM		Observations

Table 4 :

 4 Observable characteristics of the treated and control groups, 1976-2009

	Diff.	315.5***	(68.9)	0.0202	(0.00583)	-0.0320***	(0.00644)	-30.318***	(7.899)	12.47***	(1.085)	0.00521***	(0.000198)	0.00454***	(0.000187)	
	Control	1195.1	(2088.5)	0.165	(0.185)	0.559	(0.203)	714.6	(255.6)	117.1	(33.82)	0.000415	(0.00408)	0.000368	(0.00384)	7,381
	Treated	1510.4	(2726.1)	0.185	(0.183)	0.527	(0.211)	684.3	(215.8)	129.6	(37.94)	0.00563	(0.0136)	0.00491	(0.0129)	1,165
	Diff.	205.0***	(39.6)	0.0175***	(0.00562)	-0.00599	(0.00699)	-53.15***	(8.458)	-0.053	(1.153)	0.00392***	(0.000223)			8,546
	Treated Control	1046.1 841.1	(1741.7) (1160.1)	0.180 0.162	(0.179) (0.178)	0.614 0.620	(0.233) (0.220)	642.3 695.4	(238.6) (272.7)	115.1 115.2	(38.01) (36.34)	0.00442 0.000498	(0.0135) (0.00539)			1,165 7,381
	Diff.	164.4***	(32.6)	0.0368***	(0.00613)	0.0496***	(0.00709)	-52.00***	(7.747)	0.815	(0.841)					8,546
	Control	712.1	(974.3)	0.178	(0.192)	0.635	(0.225)	634.8	(250.3)	97.05	(27.23)					7,381
	Treated	876.5	(1354.5)	0.214	(0.210)	0.684	(0.224)	582.8	(214.8)	97.86	(22.76)					1,165
	Diff.							-43.70***	(8.960)	-0.565	(1.330)					8,546
	Treated Control							676.6 720.3	(243.6) (290.1)	105.4 105.9	(34.98) (43.23)					1,165 7,381
		Population		Ethno-linguistic fragmentation		% of labor force	in the primary sector	Annual rainfall average over [t, t -10]		Rainfall shocks over [t, t -10]		Returnees France (%)		Emigration France (%)		Observations

Table 5 :

 5 Benchmark Results -Part 1

	A. Difference in differences after the treatment occurred		
		(1a)	(1b)	(2)	(3)	(4)
	Treatment:	HTA	Old HTA	Recent HTA
	Outcome period:	1987-2009	1987-1998 1998-2009	1998-2009
	SCHOOL	0.117**	0.869**	0.713***	-0.129	0.568*
		(0.050)	(0.346)	(0.240)	(0.158)	(0.315)
	WATER	0.294*** 1.029***	0.427	2.177**	0.319
		(0.067)	(0.374)	(0.300)	(1.043)	(0.228)
	HH TAP	0.028*** 0.044***	-0.003	0.045*	0.033
		(0.005)	(0.016)	(0.005)	(0.027)	(0.020)
	HH WELL	-0.040***	-0.076*	0.014	-0.113*	-0.124***
		(0.011)	(0.043)	(0.065)	(0.059)	(0.043)
	HH FOUNTAIN	0.019*** 0.091***	0.034	0.094**	0.088***
		(0.005)	(0.022)	(0.029)	(0.042)	(0.033)
	HH ELEC	0.006**	0.006	-0.002	0.020	-0.010*
		(0.003)	(0.008)	(0.004)	(0.017)	(0.006)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	No	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,092	17,092	15,752	15,752	16,102
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165	495	495	670
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381
	B. Testing the assumption of parallel trend before treatment		
	Outcome period:	1976-1987	1976-1987	1976-1987 1987-1998
	SCHOOL	0.024	0.040	-0.057	0.090	0.317*
		(0.016)	(0.050)	(0.067)	(0.061)	(0.193)
	WATER	0.020**	0.079**	-0.005	0.117**	-0.010
		(0.010)	(0.034)	(0.005)	(0.047)	(0.084)
	HH TAP						0.011
							(0.007)
	HH WELL						0.056
							(0.039)
	HH FOUNTAIN						-0.014
							(0.021)
	HH ELEC						0.009*
							(0.004)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes		Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	No	Yes	Yes		Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,092	17,092	15,752	16,102	16,102
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165	495		670	670
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381

Robust standard errors in parentheses, clustered at the village level. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. Each coefficient corresponds to a different estimation, the dependant variable appearing in rows.

Table 6 :

 6 Benchmark Results -Part 2

	A. Difference in differences after the treatment occurred		
		(1a)	(1b)	(2)	(3)	(4)
	Treatment:	HTA	Old HTA	Recent HTA
	Outcome period:	1987-2009	1987-1998 1998-2009	1998-2009
	HEALTH	0.040*** 0.267*** 0.783***	-0.470***	0.021
		(0.014)	(0.061)	(0.146)	(0.145)	(0.084)
	HOSP				0.035	0.021
					(0.033)	(0.015)
	CLINICS				-0.032	-0.000
					(0.020)	(0.018)
	DISPENS				-0.279**	-0.115**
					(0.110)	(0.050)
	MATER				-0.321***	-0.156***
					(0.100)	(0.060)
	CSCOM				0.160**	0.249***
					(0.081)	(0.067)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	No	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,092	17,092	15,752	15,752	16,102
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165	495	495	670
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381
	B. Testing the assumption of parallel trend before treatment		
	Outcome period:					

  Robust standard errors in parentheses, clustered at the village level. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. Each coefficient corresponds to a different estimation, the dependant variable appearing in rows.

	HEALTH	0.007	-0.061*	-0.138*	-0.018	0.214**
		(0.009)	(0.037)	(0.082)	(0.032)	(0.100)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	No	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,092	17,092	15,752	16,102	16,102
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165	495	495	670
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381

Table 7 :

 7 Adding time-varying covariates

		(1)	(2)	(3a)	(3b)	(4a)	(4b)
	Treatment:	HTA	Old HTA	Old HTA	Recent HTA
	Outcome period:	1987-2009 1987-1998	1998-2009	1998-2009
	SCHOOL	0.868**	0.718***	-0.112	-0.108	0.553*	0.549*
		(0.344)	(0.240)	(0.159)	(0.160)	(0.315)	(0.316)
	WATER	1.024***	0.432	2.174**	2.181**	0.318	0.313
		(0.374)	(0.301)	(1.043)	(1.042)	(0.226)	(0.225)
	HH TAP	0.044***	-0.002	0.045*	0.044	0.033*	0.034*
		(0.016)	(0.005)	(0.027)	(0.027)	(0.020)	(0.020)
	HH WELL	-0.078*	0.015	-0.118**	-0.118** -0.124*** -0.123***
		(0.043)	(0.065)	(0.059)	(0.059)	(0.043)	(0.043)
	HH FOUNTAIN	0.091***	0.034	0.094**	0.095**	0.088***	0.087***
		(0.022)	(0.029)	(0.042)	(0.042)	(0.033)	(0.032)
	HH ELEC	0.006	-0.002	0.021	0.021	-0.009	-0.009*
		(0.008)	(0.004)	(0.017)	(0.017)	(0.006)	(0.006)
	HEALTH	0.267***	0.785*** -0.463*** -0.460***	0.018	0.017
		(0.060)	(0.147)	(0.146)	(0.145)	(0.084)	(0.084)
	HOSP			0.035	0.035	0.021	0.021
				(0.033)	(0.034)	(0.015)	(0.015)
	CLINICS			-0.031	-0.031	-0.001	-0.001
				(0.020)	(0.019)	(0.018)	(0.018)
	DISPENS			-0.278**	-0.276**	-0.115**	-0.117**
				(0.110)	(0.110)	(0.050)	(0.050)
	MATER			-0.318*** -0.316*** -0.157*** -0.159***
				(0.100)	(0.100)	(0.060)	(0.060)
	CSCOM			0.163**	0.162**	0.248***	0.250***
				(0.081)	(0.082)	(0.066)	(0.066)
	Time-varying covariates	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	% Return migrants from France	No	No	No	Yes	No	Yes
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,091	15,739	15,738	15,738	16,088	16,088
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165	495	495	670	670
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,368	7,368	7,368	7,368
	Robust standard errors in parentheses, clustered at the village level. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.	
	Each coefficient corresponds to a different estimation, the dependant variable appearing in rows.		

Table 8 :

 8 Observable characteristics of the treated villages disaggregated by timing of treatment, 1976-2009 Standard deviations of the averages and standard errors of the differences in parenthesis. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. Old HTAs are the villages which had a HTA during the 1987-1998 period and recent HTAs are those which had an HTA registered after 1998.

	Diff.		191.6	(161.5)	0.0407***	(0.0108)	0.0145	(0.0125)	-53.31***	(12.70)	-4.037*	(2.246)	0.000780	(0.000807)	0.00134*	(0.000761)	1,165
	Old Recent	HTA HTA	1620.6 1429.0	(2744.8) (2711.5)	0.208 0.168	(0.197) (0.170)	0.535 0.520	(0.209) (0.213)	653.7 707.0	(192.8) (228.7)	127.2 131.3	(40.50) (35.86)	0.00608 0.00530	(0.0136) (0.0137)	0.00568 0.00434	(0.0127) (0.0129)	495 670
	Old Recent Diff.	HTA HTA	1099.3 1006.9 92.4	(1753.9) (1732.9) (103.2)	0.184 0.177 0.00719	(0.189) (0.171) (0.0106)	0.622 0.608 0.0139	(0.229) (0.236) (0.0138)	610.1 666.0 -55.98***	(224.5) (246.1) (14.05)	111.7 117.7 -5.957***	(40.05) (36.26) (2.247)	0.00516 0.00387 0.00129	(0.0144) (0.0127) (0.000798)			495 670 1,165
	Diff.		105.9	(80.2)	0.0385***	(0.0124)	0.0309**	(0.0132)	-55.34***	(12.63)	1.860	(1.348)					1,165
	Old Recent	HTA HTA	937.4 831.5	(1506.3) (1229.6)	0.237 0.198	(0.219) (0.201)	0.702 0.671	(0.207) (0.235)	551.0 606.3	(194.6) (225.9)	98.93 97.07	(22.98) (22.58)					495 670
	Diff.								-65.37***	(14.31)	-7.336***	(2.063)					1,165
	Old Recent	HTA HTA							639.0 704.4	(218.6) (257.1)	101.1 108.5	(32.19) (36.61)					495 670
			Population		Ethno-linguistic fragmentation		% of labor force	in the primary sector	Annual rainfall average over [t, t -10]		Rainfall shocks over [t, t -10]		Returnees France (%)		Emigration France (%)		Observations

Table 9 :

 9 Old vs. recent HTAs

		(1)	(2)	(3)
	Outcome period:	1987-1998 1976-1987 1987-1998
	SCHOOL	0.503***	0.214*	0.511***
		(0.160)	(0.111)	(0.157)
	WATER	0.633	-0.068	0.633
		(0.593)	(0.053)	(0.588)
	HH TAP	0.029		0.029
		(0.020)		(0.020)
	HH WELL	-0.039		-0.038
		(0.041)		(0.041)
	HH FOUNTAIN	-0.001		-0.000
		(0.011)		(0.011)
	HH ELEC	-0.003		-0.002
		(0.003)		(0.003)
	HEALTH	0.640***	-0.039	0.645***
		(0.182)	(0.103)	(0.181)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level trends	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Time-varying covariates	No	No	Yes
	Observations	2330	2330	2330
	Nb of treated	495	495	495
	Nb of controls	670	670	670
	Robust standard errors in parentheses, clustered at the village level. *** p<0.01,
	** p<0.05, * p<0.1.			
	Each coefficient corresponds to a different estimation, the dependant variable ap-
	pearing in rows.			
	The treated group gathers the villages with an HTA created between 1987 and
	1998, while villages with an HTA created after 1998 compose the control group.

  Robust standard errors in parentheses, clustered at the village level. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.

		1)	(2)	(3)	(4)	(5)	(6)	(7)
	VARIABLES	SCHOOL	WATER	HH TAP	HH WELL HH FOUNTAIN HH ELEC	HEALTH
	HTA	0.868**	1.024***	0.0436***	-0.0781*	0.0905***	0.00585	0.267***
		(0.344)	(0.374)	(0.0164)	(0.0430)	(0.0218)	(0.00777)	(0.0602)
	Population	0.209***	0.0551	-0.00178	0.00196	-0.00114	0.000420	0.0416***
	(in logarithm)	(0.0528)	(0.0474)	(0.00264)	(0.00695)	(0.00273)	(0.00171)	(0.00940)
	Ethno-linguistic	-0.281***	-0.0893	0.00342	-0.105***	0.00757	0.00928*	0.00130
	fragmentation	(0.104)	(0.0935)	(0.00624)	(0.0229)	(0.00970)	(0.00477)	(0.0253)
	% of the labor force	-0.110	-0.176***	-0.0135***	0.0226	-0.00986	-0.00197	-0.0594***
	in the primary sector	(0.0733)	(0.0600)	(0.00501)	(0.0142)	(0.00678)	(0.00295)	(0.0179)
	Annual rainfall average	-0.00163*	-0.000311	0.000137	0.000100	-0.000504***	7.38e-05	0.000799**
	over [t, t -1]	(0.000982)	(0.00126)	(0.000136)	(0.000302)	(0.000168)	(5.44e-05)	(0.000404)
	Annual rainfall shock	0.00209	0.000825	-0.000115	-0.000301	0.000159	-6.98e-05	-0.000284
	over [t, t -1]	(0.00201)	(0.00123)	(9.34e-05)	(0.000273)	(0.000127)	(4.68e-05)	(0.000420)
	Village fixed effects	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Commune-level time trends	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes	Yes
	Observations	17,091	17,091	17,091	17,091	17,091	17,091	17,091
	Nb of treated	1,165	1,165 1,165	1,165	1,165	1,165	1,165	
	Nb of controls	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381	7,381
	R-squared	0.412	0.238	0.179	0.215	0.269	0.164	0.356

The pioneering research on this topic has been written in the 1990s, see for instance[START_REF] Quiminal | Gens d'ici et d'ailleurs, migrations soninkes et transformations villageoises[END_REF] andDaum (1998).[START_REF] Gauvrit | Pratiques associatives des migrants pour le développement de leur pays d'origine: le cas des migrants maliens de France originaires de la Région de Kayes[END_REF] make an inventory of development projects financed by HTAs in 51 Malian localities in the Kayes region, whereas[START_REF] Charef | Emigrés -immigrés dans le développement local[END_REF] undertake several case studies at the locality level, all of them in the Kayes region.

In the case of Mexico, the literature provides some insights on collective remittances through the analysis of a specific program called Tres por Uno (3x1). This program consists in supporting HTAs' activity in the development of origin communities by providing complementary funding through municipal, state and federal contributions.[START_REF] Aparicio | Collective Remittances and the State: The 3× 1 Program in Mexican Municipalities[END_REF] find for e.g. that high-migration municipalities are more likely to participate to the program, but that, at similar levels of migration, poorer localities tend to benefit less from it. They also find a political bias in the allocation of public

Contrary to other West African countries such as Mali, most Burkinabé HTAs have been created by domestic migrants.

More precisely, the geographic unit of observation is the village in rural areas and the neighborhood in urban areas. In the rest of the paper, we will use the terms "villages" or "localities" indifferently to refer to rural villages and to urban neighborhoods.

In average, each commune gathers on average 15 villages.

The CSCOM, Centres de santé communautaires, are community health centers which developed from the beginning of the nineties and centralize multiple health services in a single place. They are managed by community associations and usually gather a dispensary, a maternity and a pharmacy.

The coefficients associated with the different covariates are consistent with the literature on the determinants of local public good provision. In particular, the number of infrastructures is positively correlated with the size of the population and negatively with ethno-linguistic fragmentation. When performing the estimations over the recent period(1998)(1999)(2000)(2001)(2002)(2003)(2004)(2005)(2006)(2007)(2008)(2009) as in columns (3b) and (4b), we can also observe the correlations between the intensity of return migration from France and the provision of

As well as ethnic fragmentation and rainfall shocks.

The comparative descriptive statistics on local public good provision between villages treated by old and recent HTAs are presented in Annex B.
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