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The thesis looks into how (economic) migration affects electoral results in Moldova. This is a relevant 
economic policy question since the electoral effect of migration translates into an effect of migration on 
economic policies which in return change incentive to migrate. Thus, the thesis generally looks into a 
particular channel in a chain of effects of economic mobility on the economy and politics in the case of 
Moldova. The thesis is primarily empirical, with only informal theory. 
 
The first point to mention is that the voting patters of migrants are not directly observable (their votes 
on embassies do not count in a separate constituency). This point should perhaps be stressed more 
explicitly so that the reader immediately understands the estimation strategy of the author. 
 
The second key point is that turnout rate of migrants is significally lower than of home population, 
where the drop can be largely associated with barriers to voting (at least up to 2010). Specifically, 
Figure 4.3.1 finds a drop from 57% down to 4%. (It is then a bit unclear what the rate 18.6% in 
Conclusions on p. 74 means.) Therefore, a strong channel how migration affects electoral result is the 
turnout-difference channel. 
 
The core of the thesis is Chapter 5 which runs GMM on a panel of 36 districts in 6 elections. The 
dependent variable is a voting result (either of Communists or Opposition) and the explanatory 
variables are migration variables and district controls.  
 
The thesis is strong in having collected various district-level data, especially in carefully combining 
various sources on migration and generating thus a disaggregated picture of migration.  The thesis 
also covers a large number of sources from various fields that study migration, albeit the sources are 
sometimes used ad hoc and do not much contribute to the development of the core of the thesis.  
 
On the other hand, there is just a single model of voting patterns. Also, the aim is not straightforward – 
the title speaks of economic voting, but since we do not have an underlying model of migration, it is 
difficult to separate the direct effect of economic variables on voting (no migration) from indirect effect 
of economic variables on voting (intemediated by migration experience). 
 
Conclusion is too much survey-like. I would expect a more narrow focus on the results and their 
interpretation. The effect of migration is a combined effect of migration (being exposed to life abroad) 
and of changes of underlying determinants of migration (e.g., a change in unemployment rate which 
pulls citizens into migration) that affect voting patters of both migrants and non-migrants. That is, if a 
migration rate changes in a district but other economic variables (i.e., observed determinants of 
migration) do not, then, we have a change in unobserved determinants of migration. And this change 
affects electoral results. Thus, we must be careful when arguing that, for example, „... the share of 
votes for the Communist Party has a negative relation with share of emigration to West, ... thus West 
migrants are less likely to vote for Communists...“ First, since West migrants tend to vote less, the 
direct effect is that Communist get a higher share of votes. In addition to the effect of migration 
experience, there is also an effect of non-migrants. Specifically, there might be a negative shock in the 
district (e.g., underperformance of Communist party) which pulls the migrants out of the district and at 
the same time decreases approval rates for the Communists. 
 
Therefore, my main suggestion for the commitee is to look into how determinants of migration 
(including possible endogeneity) are treated.  
 
Minor points: There are a few typos („anayse“ or „anaysed“ on p. 31, 42, 44). A reference to Figure 2.3 
on p. 31 is in fact a reference to Figure 4.3.1. Stata output should be formatted. 
  
I recommend grading the thesis as good (B). 
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