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ABSTRACT 

 

 The low levels of voter participation in Mexico’s presidential elections, and the high 

levels of corruption constitute the center of this study. Specifically, I focus on analyzing the 

potential impact of corruption on voter turnout in Mexico’s presidential elections for the years 

2000, 2006 and 2012. By running a fixed effects model I find that there is a positive relationship 

that is statistically significant at the 90% level of confidence. The recommendations derived from 

these results focus on implementing comprehensive programs and actions that involve the 

participation of the government and civil society in an effort to tackle corruption while forming 

better citizens in a united effort to build a strong and lasting democratic country.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 

 

Mexico, measured by several standards, is still a developing country and in need of many 

changes to consolidate its still fragile democracy. In its modern political life, it had its first major 

political change in the year 2000 when the Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI) lost for the 

first time in over 70 years the presidential election to the National Action Party (PAN), Mexico’s 

center-right party, which won again in 2006. PRI recaptured the executive in 2012.  

 

Since early 1990’s, no party has had a majority in the House of Representatives, and since then, 

an average of 8 parties have been represented in Congress and an average of 6.4 parties have 

presented candidates to run for president.
a
 

 

In every political election in Mexico, whether it is a presidential or a mid-term election, voter 

turnout varies significantly, and absenteeism is constantly at high levels. What factors influence 

the levels of electoral participation has been a question that scholars have studied for a few 

decades primarily in more developed democracies like the United States and Western Europe, 

and more recently in developing countries like Mexico, among others. Academics have focused 

on analyzing these variations as a function of factors such as: economic development; (in) 

security; health levels; trust in institutions; transparency and accountability; inequality; poverty; 

and governance among many other issues that come into play and influence the decision of 

voters to turn out to the ballots in Election Day. In this paper I focus on analyzing the potential 

                                                 
a With information from Mexico’s’ Electoral Institute (INE). Consulted September 27 in www. 

http://siceef.ife.org.mx/pef2012/SICEEF2012.html#. 
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impact of corruption on voter turnout in Mexico’s last 3 presidential elections corresponding to 

the years 2000, 2006 and 2012. I test the hypothesis that corruption will have a statistically 

significant effect on voter participation.  

 

I test my hypothesis by running a panel data model, including fixed effects. This allows me to 

control for things that might be in the error term and that could influence my dependent and 

independent variables, therefore causing my estimators to be biased. 

 

The policy implications of my study are of a high relevance because  costs of corruption not only 

impact issues like voter behavior, years and quality of education,; or the levels of foreign direct 

investment, but they also have economic costs that have been quantified at over 1.5 billion 

dollars a year.
b
 In that sense, from my analysis of  the impact of corruption on voter turnout, the 

Federal Government, as well as State Governments and the National Electoral Commission will 

have valuable information to elaborate policies that further contribute to the consolidation of 

Mexico’s democracy.  

 

The paper proceeds as follows: In the next section I cover the Background, providing a brief 

description of the political and historical context of Mexico to better understand the current 

circumstances; and the Literature Review, where I look into the most important literature that has 

been written about the topic in Mexico and abroad.  Section II includes the Theoretical Model 

that I used as a framework for measuring the variables that influence voter turnout. In Section III, 

                                                 
b  entro  e Estu ios Econ micos  el  ector  ri a o    cerca  e la  e ulaci n   la  orru ci n en M xico   en 

                    , Marzo de 2007.  
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I discuss the data and descriptive statistics that I use to study this issue. Afterwards, in Section 

IV, I provide the empirical equation to test the possible correlation. Afterwards, in Section V, I 

present the results of the regressions and the corresponding interpretations. To finalize, in 

Section VI, I present my policy recommendations and conclusions derived from the quantitative 

analysis and results obtained in the previous chapter. 
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I. Background and Literature Review 

 

 

In this chapter, I provide a brief but concise background to Mexico’s political history, to help 

understand some of the context of how the current Institutions and political frameworks came to 

be. I also discuss the literature that has been written in relation to voter turnout in Mexico and 

other more developed democracies.  

 

Background 

 

 

Voter turnout has been an issue at the heart of political and social studies across all the countries 

that share democracy as their political system. Such is the case of Mexico, a country that has 

struggled throughout all its independent history to develop modern and efficient institutions that 

contribute to the consolidation of a democratic system that has faced many external and internal 

obstacles and conflicts that have prevented it from becoming a country with a solid and 

admirable political system.  

 

Before I go on into the analysis of my question of interest, which is whether corruption affects 

voter turnout in Mexico, it is important to look first at the political history of a country shaped by 

strong beliefs and traditions and in a way, still marked and influenced by a period of conquest 

and domination by Spain (La Conquista), that lasted from 1521 to 1821. 

 

In that sense, Mexico’s war for independence started in 1810 and culminated in 1821. However, 

the history shows that even after 1821, a powerful group of politicians and intellectuals were 
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permanently engaged in a determined effort to reestablish the values and rules that governed the 

population under the period of Spanish rule. Mainly, this influence consisted of religious control 

under the doctrine of the Catholic Church. This constant struggle meant that even as a “free and 

independent” country, Mexico still had a series of critical issues that it needed to resolve before 

it could consider itself a free, independent, and of course, democratic country. 

 

For the 100 years that passed between 1810 and 1910, a series of events that were critical in the 

shaping of this nation took place:
c
 (1) The separation of Texas in 1836; (2) War with the United 

States between 1846 and 1848; (3) French invasion in 1862 and the establishment of a Monarchy 

ruled by Maximilian of Habsburg that ended with his death by shooting in 1867; (4) More than 

30 years of presidency under General Porfirio Diaz (1876-1880 and 1884-1911) that culminated 

with the beginning of Mexico’s Civil War that went from 1910 until 1917, and that started with 

the motto “Sufragio efectivo, no reeleccion” which means: “effective vote, no reelection”.  

 

As we can see, the main and most important demand that started Mexico’s internal war is the 

most basic of any democracy: a true political system that respects the votes cast by its citizens 

for the election of its representatives. This is perfectly understandable after a 30-year quasi-

dictatorship that denied any other person the real possibility of access to the presidency.  The 

Civil War concluded with the promulgation of the Constitution of 1917, which is still valid 

today, and which set the legal foundations of modern Mexico: (1) fixed presidential periods; (2) 

establishment of minimum wage; (3) 8 hour workday; and (4) religious freedom, among others.   

 

                                                 
c There are of course many more. These are only some that I consider relevant and illustrative of the turmoil that 

prevailed in Mexico after its independence.  
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After a few years, President Plutarco Elias Calles founded the Revolutionary National Party 

(PNR) in 1929 with the intention of perpetuating the ideals of the Revolution under new 

institutions.  The PNR transformed into the Party of the Mexican Revolution (PRM) under the 

presidency of Lazaro Cardenas in 1938, only to change once more in 1946 to how we know it 

today, Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI), the party that governed Mexico from 1929 to 

2000. That is, the country changed from a one-man dictatorship to a Party dictatorship that came 

to rule and govern every aspect of the political life. 

 

However, some important changes began to take place before the year 2000. After a highly 

controversial election in 1988, Congress approved in 1990 a series of new electoral laws, and the 

creation of The Federal Electoral Institute (IFE) that had the main mandate of organizing and 

conducting fair and clear elections. Nevertheless, an institution that guaranteed legality, 

transparency and the promotion of vote represented only the first step in a long path that Mexico 

needed to undertake. It was also born with relevant flaws that prevented it from being fully 

democratic. For instance, it was presided over by the Minister of the Interior, which represented 

a clear intervention of the Executive in the election process. So after some reforms, in the year 

1996 it was finally re-established as a constitutional independent institution, and hence, now 

fully able to work in the accomplishment of its democratic goals. 

 

With this immediate precedent, the elections of the year 2000 saw for the first time over 70 years 

the victory of an opposition presidential candidate from the National Action Party (PAN) under 
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the figure of Vicente Fox. This election had a national voter turnout of 63.97 percent.
d
 Even if 

this may seem like an acceptable level of voter participation, the impression changes when 

looking at the presidential election of 1994 that had a significantly higher voter turnout of 75.85 

percent.
e
 Among other things, this drop in the participation levels says that there clearly are more 

variables that drive voters to vote than just an independent electoral agency. This is especially 

true in recently established democracies, which was and still remains the case for Mexico, 

interacting with factors like corruption, low government accountability, low levels of education, 

and other issues that work as a disincentive for voters to go out and vote.  

 

The election that followed was held in 2006 and registered an even lower voter participation of 

58.55 percent,
f
 where the PAN candidate, Felipe Calderon, won by a very close margin of only 

half a percentage point
g
 to the left party candidate, Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador, who after his 

loss started a strong, and to my opinion, unfounded, smear campaign against the IFE, claiming 

that there had been fraud, and proclaiming himself the true winner and legitimate president. 

Along with the smear campaign he also started a nationwide protest movement taking the streets, 

and refused to recognize Felipe Calderon as President. This tension and these protests generated 

major instability and turmoil among the population and created a huge political and social 

polarization that had direct consequences for the governability of the country. 

 

                                                 
d With information from Mexico’s National Election Institution. Consulted on September 8, 2014. 

http://siceef.ife.org.mx/pef2012/SICEEF2012.html# 
e With information from Mexico’s National Election Institution. Consulted on September 8, 2014. 
http://siceef.ife.org.mx/pef2012/SICEEF2012.html# 
f With information from Mexico’s National Election Institution. Consulted on September 8, 2014. 
http://siceef.ife.org.mx/pef2012/SICEEF2012.html# 
g 38.89% vs 38.33%. Information obtained from Mexico’s National Election Institute. 
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In 2012, after more reforms to the IFE, Mexico held its latest presidential election where the PRI 

won back the presidency, under the figure of now President Enrique Peña Nieto, with an average 

national turnout of 63.08 percent. However, many things are necessary in Mexico to consolidate 

its democracy. Among them, I propose that a higher electoral participation of its citizens is 

critically important. 

 

Finally, I engage in the study of voter participation because I believe, as others previously have, 

that turnout is an important dimension of the quality of democratic life. Greater participation 

makes democratic governments responsive to a larger share of the population. Also, in the line of 

what others have argued before, I believe that the health of a democratic regime is particularly 

weak when some citizens are effectively disenfranchised as a consequence of sheer apathy, 

among other issues (Lijphart 1997).   

 

With this background in mind, I attempt to analyze if corruption, being one of the factors 

identified, has a significant effect on the levels of electoral participation, and if so, it could lead 

to specific actions by the IFE, Non-Government Organizations (NGO’s) and other actors, that 

contribute in building a key element in any country that calls itself democratic: a citizenship that 

is engaged and shows this by executing its most essential action: showing up on Election Day to 

cast a vote. 

 

Literature Review 

 

 

Given the importance of finding an answer to the question of whether higher voter turnout 

contributes to the formation of a more stable and stronger democracy, and if so, what are the 
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issues that drive people out to the ballots on Election Day, there has developed a wide array of 

literature that has focused on analyzing the factors that influence the quality of democracy, that 

is, they have had democracy as their dependent variable. In this section, however, I present a 

selection of the papers that I believe are most relevant to analyze and provide a framework to 

study primarily electoral participation.  

 

By creating a quantitative paper that looks into the factors that can affect voter participation in 

Mexico, and more specifically, looking at how corruption affects voter turnout, I create a context 

with which this paper exists and its original contribution. 

 

(Stockemer and Calca 2013) examine the relationship between corruption and voter turnout 

across 304 out of 308 of Portugal’s municipalities for the legislative elections in 2005 and 2009. 

Controlling for municipal level GDP per capita, unemployment, the percentage of senior 

citizens, and population density, as well as the closeness of the election and the district 

magnitude, they find that corruption is a strong incentive for citizens to vote and their results find 

that compared to “clean” municipalities, turnout is several percentage points higher in more 

corrupt municipalities.  

 

(Kostadinova 2009) hypothesizes that the impact of corruption on voter turnout in new 

democracies of Easter Europe generates distinct incentives for participation. A recursive model 

of voting specifies a direct effect where voters get mobilized to bring to power politicians of 

greater integrity, and an indirect effect in which perceptions of corruption corrode faith in the 

democratic process and consequently, depress voting. She uses data from eight post-communist 
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countries and the results suggest that at least from 2001 to 2005, the two opposing incentives for 

voting balanced each other out, with corruption producing a slight gain in voter turnout.  

 

(Karahan, Coats and Shugart 2006) analyzes the 1987 county supervisor election in the State of 

Mississippi and test the hypothesis that government corruption increases voter turnout, and found 

that Mississippians voted more in counties that were more corrupt.   

 

(Kostadinova 2003) studies the declining levels of voter turnout in the last elections of the 20
th

 

century for 15 East European countries, specifically emerging democracies. She uses a 

multivariate regression to estimate the model, and argues that a comprehensive model of voter 

participation in post-Communist settings should also include a dynamic component to account 

for temporal changes generated by the transitional process.  

 

Peters’ and Welch’s (1980) paper focuses more on the effects that charges of corruption to the 

candidates have on voting behavior in Congressional Elections for the U.S. House of 

Representatives, and find that while most candidates accused of corruption are reelected, in 

general they appear to suffer a loss of 6 to 11 percent from their expected vote. However, they 

conclude that allegations of corruption appear to have little effect on the turnout. 

 

Using data from the 2004 Americas Barometer (Stockener, LaMontagne and Scruggs 2012) is 

one on the latest and more original papers that look specifically at the impact of corruption on 

voter turnout in several elections in more than 70 countries. In the study, they find that 

corruption has a statistically significant and substantially negative impact on voter turnout. The 
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equation they run predicts that for every one point increase in a country’s corruption score, 

turnout will decrease by over 6 points if all other variables are held constant.  

 

(Morris and Klesner 2010) study the relationship that exists in Mexico between the low levels of 

trust in political institutions and corruption and how they fall into a vicious circle that affects 

political participation. This paper is useful to my study because it provides a comprehensive 

study of the endemic problem that corruption represents at all levels of the Mexican government 

and society.  

 

In a paper that focuses strictly on what affects turnout (Blais, 2006) looks at the previous 

literature that has analyzed what issues increase or decrease participation over time. Doing so, he 

provides a good framework that proves helpful as a guide into which factors or variables have 

been studied and been find statistically significant –or not. He finds that turnout is lower in poor 

countries and higher in small ones, and that compulsory voting fosters turnout, and that turnout 

increases in closely contested elections. However, he is clear on the big knowledge gaps that still 

exist in the study of how exactly and under which conditions these variables affect turnout. 

 

(Altman and Anibal Perez-Liñan 2002) studied factors that could help measure the quality of 

democracy in 18 Latin American countries between 1978 and 1996, by looking into civil rights, 

voter participation and effective competition, and by developing an indicator of effective 

competition concluded that there are many factors that influence the quality of democracy. 

 

In one of the earliest and most cited papers for studying electoral participation in modern times, 

(Jackman, 1987) finds that differences in voter turnout among industrial democracies are a 
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function of political institutions and electoral law. The study mentions that multiparty systems 

assign elections a less decisive role in government formation, depressing turnout. By analyzing 

data for 19 industrialized democracies, he finds that it is difficult to say how much of the 

variation found can be explained by varying political cultures, and suggest that it is much more 

profitable to account for such differences in terms of the kinds of incentives to vote generated by 

varying national political institutions and laws.  

 

(Blais and Dobrzynska, 1998) focus on answering where is voter turnout highest and why. 

Relying on Freedom House ratings of political rights, the study examines 324 democratic 

elections held in 91 countries, between 1972 and 1995 and distinguishes three blocks of variables 

that may affect turnout: the socio-economic environment, institutions, and party systems.  Their 

research shows that turnout in the national lower house election (U.S) is affected by a great 

number of factors: economic development, degree of illiteracy, population size and density, the 

presence or absence of compulsory voting, voting age, the electoral system, the closeness of the 

electoral outcome, and the number of parties. They conclude that most of these factors affect 

turnout only at the margin but when combined they can make a substantial difference.  

 

In a helpful paper to understand Mexico’s political history, (Klesner and Lawson, 2001) look 

closely at Mexico’s transition period in the year 2000 and provide a good qualitative analysis on 

how the PRI managed to stay in power for over 70 years. They conclude that the change in 

political participation was the logical result of the country’s transition from a semi-competitive, 

clientelistic regime to a more modern and fair electoral system where variables such as campaign 
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attention, political interest, education, and affluence became reliable indicators of who would 

vote.   

 

(Fornos, Power and Garand, 2004) study the impact that a number of variables have on voter 

turnout when there are only legislative elections and when there are presidential elections for a 

group of 19 Latin American countries between 1980 and 2000. They run a pooled cross-sectional 

time-series model and find that on balance, political and institutional process variables seem to 

function better than socioeconomic variables in accounting for turnout.  

 

There is also relevant research (Birch, 2010) that studies the degree to which an election is 

perceived as being a fair contest and how this can impact the levels of voter turnout. The 

principal argument is that confidence in electoral conduct has an important and previously 

understudied impact on the likelihood that voters will go to the polls: when voters are confident 

that an election will be free and fair, they are more likely to vote, all else being equal, than is the 

case when they have reservations about the ability (or willingness) of those conducting the 

election to maintain democratic standards of electoral integrity.  

 

To the best of my knowledge, this paper is the first to analyze quantitatively the impact of 

corruption in voter participation at the state level in Mexico. 
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II. Theoretical Framework 

 

 

In order to examine whether and how corruption can possibly influence voter turnout throughout 

the different States in Mexico, I develop the theoretical model described below. This model 

serves as a framework for this paper’s discussion by showing the factors that should, in theory, 

influence a person to vote on Election Day. In the empirical model that I develop in the 

following chapter, I test the implications of my theoretical model: 

 

                                                                          (1) 

 

The rationale behind the empirical model is that there are multiple variables that can influence a 

person to vote, whether the impact is to increase or decrease turnout. I aggregate these variables 

into the 3 main categories presented in this theoretical framework, because I believe that each of 

these play an important role on voters behavior.  

 

The logic of the framework is that there are political, demographic and economic conditions that 

vary by state and have a potential power to influence electoral participation. Whether it is 

corruption; the number of political parties; size of population; foreign direct investment; poverty 

levels; or GDP per capita; they can influence voter turnout. I use this framework to test and see if 

these variables have a significant impact on turnout, causing it to increase or decrease as each 

variable changes.  
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III. Data and Descriptive Statistics 

 

The statistics presented look at the different factors that I believe can have an impact on the 

levels of participation in Election Day. I am focusing on information from the years 2000, 2006 

and 2012, since these are the last 3 presidential elections that Mexico has held, and a good 

indicator of the environment in the Mexican political situation today. 

 

Most of the information from the dataset was constructed with information from different 

indicators and datasets published by Mexico’s Statistics Bureau (INEGI). There are a total of 32 

observations for each year that correspond to the different States of the country, and a total of 36 

variables. These 36 variables correspond to 12 “general variables”, which are accounted for each 

of the years analyzed. This creates a panel data set with a total of 96 observations. It is important 

to note that I lost three observations  each year due to missing foreign direct investment 

observations for the states of Veracruz, Distrito Federal and Tlaxcala. I believe the gain from 

adjusting the level of FDI outweighs the loss from loosing the observations.  

 

1. Voter Participation 

 

The following statistics correspond to the levels of voter participation per state in the three 

different presidential election years that I am analyzing as my dependent variable. Voter 

Participation is measured in percentage points, and from the data, I can tell that the 2000 election 

had a national voter turnout of 63.97 percent, the 2006 election had a voter participation of 58.55 

percent and the 2012 election had an average national turnout of 63.08 percent 
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Table 1. Voter Participation 

Variable             Obs         Mean    Std. Dev.             Min         Max 

VP2000 32 63.20031 4.575426 52.19 71.96 

VP2006 32 57.65594 5.688909 46.47 68.22 

VP2012 32 62.615 5.120888 52.5 77.42 

 

 

2. Corruption 

 

 

This variable was obtained from the National Index of Corruption and Good Governance 

elaborated by the Non-Government Organization “Transparencia Mexicana” (Mexican 

Transparency). This index serves as a measure of the frequency and cost of corruption in the 

Mexican households. The number obtained by each state refers to the number of acts of 

corruption that happen for every 100 times that the citizen comes into contact with a government 

authority in that state. 

Table 2. Corruption 

Variable             Obs         Mean    Std. Dev.             Min         Max 

CORR2000 32 7.95      3.8943 3 22.6 

CORR2005 32 8.3531 3.5175 2 19.8 

CORR2010 32 8.4625 3.6244 1.8 17.9 

 

 

3. Foreign direct investment (FDI) 

 

FDI variables are measured in millions of dollars. It is a variable that has remained relatively 

constant throughout the different years, with the exception of 2012, when Mexico was still 

recovering from the financial crisis of 2008-2009. In that sense, we can see that the mean FDI for 

the different years is just below 500 million USD. However, when analyzing the data, interesting 

information comes up. We can see for example that for the State of Aguascalientes FDI went 
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from 83 million USD in 2006 to 406 million USD in 2012; or the State of Baja California Sur 

that went from 179 to 624 million USD in that same period; or the case of the capital, Mexico 

City, that suffered the opposite effect and saw its FDI reduced from 7,322 to 4,945 million USD 

in the same period. 

 

In that regard, it is interesting to analyze the effect that FDI, in the different states of Mexico, has 

in relation to the economic well being of the population, and if this has an impact on people 

turning out and voting on election day. These are some of the statistics for these variables:  

 

Table 3. Foreign Direct Investment 

FDI      

Variable             Obs         Mean    Std. Dev.             Min         Max 

Fdi2000 32 459.5625 1312.449 -1.7 7291.3 

Fdi2006 32 497.9813 1306.767 -21.9 7322.1 

Fdi2012 32 482.9156 900.8018 -62.6 4944.9 

 The negative sign refers to a decrease in millions of dollars from the year right before. 

 

 

4. Public debt levels 

 

These variables look at the levels of public debt that each of the different states have acquired in 

the different years. It is measured in millions of pesos and I include it in my dataset because I 

believe that the high levels of debt acquired by different states represent a major challenge for 

governments and have a direct impact on the economic performance of the state, which would be 

important to see if it leads or prevents citizens from showing up and vote. 

 

The trend has been constantly growing. The total level of state debt tripled its size from 2000 to 

2006, and then doubled again in size from 2006 to 2012 to reach an aggregate of  
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$50,658,066,041 million pesos, with the states of Nuevo Leon, Sonora and Coahuila reaching the 

highest levels of debt.  

 
Table 4. Public Debt Levels 

Variable             Obs         Mean    Std. Dev.             Min         Max 

Pb2000 29 2.69000000 5.1000000000 8937771 2.68E+09 

Pb2006 30 9.1600000000 1.8500000000 6901858 1.01E+10 

Pb2012 31 1.63000000000 2.35 8.86E+07 1.11E+10 

 

 

5. Education 

 

For the education variables the information available from INEGI corresponds to the years 2000, 

2005 and 2010. Even though the last two years are not the ones I am looking at, the data 

available for them can be used for the purposes of this analysis because until 2012 there weren’t 

any reforms or legislation modifications that significantly changed the education system or 

varied the education levels across the different States. In any event, the difference in time 

between these variables and the others is not large. 

 

These variables look at the average years of schooling for the population of 15 years of age and 

older and provide statistics for men, for women and for the total.  The statistics here presented 

are for the total variable and show a small but constant increasing trend in the mean, minimum 

and maximum levels of schooling, with southern states like Oaxaca and Chiapas being constantly 

in the lower end, and with states like Distrito Federal and Nuevo Leon showing some of the 

highest levels. 
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These variables are important for the analysis because one can imagine that the more educated a 

person is, the more aware he/she is about the importance of consolidating a democracy and the 

importance of voting. 

 

Table 5. Education 

Variable                  Obs          Mean   Std. Dev             Min           Max 

      

Educt2000 32 7.35 0.9235276 5.4 9.6 

Educt2005 32 8.06875 0.8924187 6.1 10.2 

Educt2010 32 8.6 0.8435715 6.7 10.5 

 

 

6. GDP per capita: 

 

These variables look at the levels of GDP per capita in thousands of dollars for every year and 

state. They represent a great indicator to measure economic growth and can be an important 

aspect that determines the levels of satisfaction between the people and the performance of the 

government. 

 

Table 6. GDP Per Capita 

Variable             Obs         Mean    Std. Dev.             Min         Max 

     
GDPPC2000 32     49832.44     24713.28       20708 130368 

GDPPC2006 32 76603.34      37141.1    30705.29    203024.5 

GDPPC2012 32 153080.1     168485.9       58370 1022258 

 

7. Unemployment: 

 

Mexico has managed to maintain a low unemployment rate and none of the states shows data 

that put it as an outlier. Nevertheless, unemployment rates represent a very important indicator 
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that can also be seen as an indicator in how effective the state government has been in promoting 

economic growth. In that regard, these variables can represent a driver for many people to cast a 

vote. 

 

Table 7. Unemployment 

Variable                  Obs          Mean   Std. Dev             Min           Max 

      
Unemp2000 32 2.4625 0.7623 0.7 4.7 

Unemp2006 32 3.2687 1.0996 1.4 5.5 

Unemp2012 32 4.7531 1.3912 2.1 6.5 

 

 

8. Homicide Rates 

 

 

This variable looks at the homicide rate (HR) calculated for every 100,000 habitants.  It is 

included in the dataset because violence is a major issue in Mexico. In 2006, when President 

Felipe Calderon took office (he occupied office from 2006 to 2012), he started a direct 

confrontation with the drug lords, which has caused in recent years a significant increase in 

violence. I believe this effect is likely to have an impact on the behavior of the electorate and 

constitutes today one of the major reasons for Mexicans to show up to the ballots. 

 

From the data we can see that HR vary widely among states and among the different years 

analyzed. In an interesting trend, we can observe that from 2000 to 2006 the mean HR was 

reduced in half but from 2006 to 2012 it more than tripled going up to a maximum of 77 in the 

northern state of Chihuahua. 
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Table 8. Homicide Rates 

Variable             Obs          Mean    Std. Dev.             Min          Max 

      
Hr2000 32 13.2675 10.31836 1.39 43.36 

Hr20006 32 7.75 4.704151 2 23 

Hr2012 32 23.15625 19.71754 2 77 

 

9. Number of political parties 

 

These statistics were obtained from Mexico’s Electoral Agency (INE) and are included to test if 

there can be a possible correlation between the available options for the electorate and voter 

turnout; that is, between the number of political parties that appear in the ballot and the levels of 

electoral participation.  In that sense, the data shows that for the presidential election of the year 

2000, there were a total of 11 political parties; 8 for the election in 2006; and 7 political parties 

for the election in 2012.  Note that this number varies year-to-year but it does not vary state-to-

state within a given year. 

 

10. Population 

 

These statistics were obtained from the national population census that is conducted by INEGI 

every 5 years. In that sense, I am using the available information, which is for the years 2000, 

2005 and 2010. It is important to include this variable to test if there is a possible correlation 

between the size of a state in terms of its population and the percentage of voter participation.  

 

Table 9. Population 

Variable             Obs          Mean    Std. Dev.             Min          Max 

POP2000 32 3046357 2664751 24041 1.31000000 

POP2005 32 3277321      2833897 523572    1.420000000 

POP2010 32 3368364 3016412 606545 1.540000000 
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Following are the aggregate descriptive statistics just presented: 

 

Table 10. Descriptive Statistics 

Variable N Mean Standard 
Deviation 

Minimum  Maximum 

Voter Turnout 2000 32 63.20031 4.575426 52.19 71.96 

Voter Turnout 2006 32 57.65594 5.688909 46.47 68.22 

Voter Turnout 2012 32 62.615 5.120888 52.5 77.42 

Corruption 2000 32 7.95      3.8943 3 22.6 

Corruption 2005 32 8.3531 3.5175 2 19.8 

Corruption 2010 32 8.4625 3.6244 1.8 17.9 

Foreign Direct 
Investment 2000 

32 459.5625 1312.449 -1.7 7291.3 

Foreign Direct 
Investment 2006 

32 497.9813 1306.767 -21.9 7322.1 

Foreign Direct 
Investment 2012 

32 482.9156 900.8018 -62.6 4944.9 

Public Debt 2000 29 2.69000000 5.1000000000 8937771 2.6800000000 

Public Debt 2006 30 9.160000000 1.8500000000 6901858 1.0100000000 

Public Debt 2012 31 1.630000000 2.350000000 8.860000000 1.1100000000 

Education 2000 32 7.35 0.9235276 5.4 9.6 

Education 2005 32 8.06875 0.8924187 6.1 10.2 

Education 2010 32 8.6 0.8435715 6.7 10.5 

GDP Per Capita 2000 32     49832.44     24713.28       20708 130368 

GDP Per Capita 2006 32 76603.34      37141.1    30705.29    203024.5 

GDP Per Capita 2012 32 153080.1     168485.9       58370 1022258 

Unemployment 2000 32 2.4625 0.7623 0.7 4.7 

Unemployment 2006 32 3.2687 1.0996 1.4 5.5 

Unemployment 2012 32 4.7531 1.3912 2.1 6.5 

Homicide Rate 2000 32 13.2675 10.31836 1.39 43.36 

Homicide Rate 2006 32 7.75 4.704151 2 23 

Homicide Rate 2012 32 23.15625 19.71754 2 77 

Population 2000 32 3046357 2664751 24041 1.310000000 

Population 2006 32 3277321      2833897 523572    1.420000000 

Population 2012 32 3368364 3016412 606545 1.540000000 
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IV. Empirical Model 

 

    

                                                                                     

                                                                                                                                                       

 

Where: 

 

 Cor is an index developed by Transparencia Mexicana that measures corruption at the state 

level for the years 2000, 2005 and 2010. 

 FDI is foreign direct investment for the years 2000, 2006 and 2012 measured in millions of 

dollars 

 PD is public debt levels for 2000, 2006 and 2012 measured in millions of pesos. 

 Educt is average years of education for men and women for 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

 GDPPC is Gross Domestic Product per capita in 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

 Unemp is the rate of unemployment in 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

 HR is homicide rates for every 100,000 inhabitants in 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

 Party is the number of political parties that appeared on the ballots in 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

 Pop is the number of inhabitants for 2000, 2006 and 2012. 

    is the random error.  

 

This empirical model accounts for the number of parties as a political factor; for education, 

homicide rates, corruption, poverty, and population as demographic factors; and for GDP, public 

debt levels, unemployment, and foreign direct investment as the key economic factors.  
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This model accounts for all the variables in my database. In my final model I control for all of 

them to isolate the impact of corruption on voter participation. I also run year specific 

regressions to see if there is an outsized or unusual influence for any of the variables, particularly 

corruption, for any particular election, and this will act as a sensitivity test. 
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V. Results 

 

In this section I present the main results that I have found while conducting my research. 

Specifically, I present the results of the 5 regressions that I ran: 1) A pooled model where I don’t 

control for any time or place specificity; 2) A fixed effects model; and 3) Year-specific 

regressions for 2000, 2006 and 2012 to see if there is an outsized or unusual influence for any of 

the variables, particularly corruption, for any particular election. In all of them, I have the voter 

participation variable as my dependent variable and I am especially interested in looking at the 

effect that corruption has on this variable.  

 

In that sense, the following table shows the results of the pooled and fixed effects regressions 

looking at the coefficients, t-statistics and indicates if any of them are statistically significant.  
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Table 11. Results for the Pooled Regression and the Fixed Effects Regression 

Variable Pooled T-statistic Fixed Effects T-statistic 

Corruption 0.2294 0.98 0.3161* 1.86 

Foreign Direct 
Investment 

-0.0067*** -3.29 -0.0037* -1.83 

Public Debt -0.00002 -0.72 0.00002 0.11 

Total Education 2.313* 1.78 21.283*** 6.17 

GDP per capita 0.0001 0.87 0.00001 0.58 

Unemployment 0.6845 0.82 0.5026 0.85 

Homicide Rate -0.0673** -2.06 0.0028 0.06 

Number of 

Parties  

1.134** 2.42 7.135*** 8.14 

Population 0.6823** 2.22 1.728 1.09 

Constant 28.231*** 2.63 -179.43*** -5.14 

     
Number of 
Observations 

90  90  

F – Statistic 3.55***  25.69***  

R-Squared 0.2134  0.6193  

 

Looking at these results there are a number of interesting outcomes that are important to 

analyze: 
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 Pooled Model Regression Results: 

 
The corruption coefficient, which is my main variable of interest, shows that for every one 

point increase in the corruption index there is a 0.2294 percent increase in voter 

participation holding other variables constant. However, this effect is not statistically 

significant. This is interesting, because when I first started this thesis and in line with what 

some of the literature finds, I expected to find a different result. While I was not sure if the 

effect would be positive or negative, I certainly expected it to be statistically significant.  

 
The coefficient for the FDI variable is statistically significant at the 99 percent level of 

confidence and shows that for every additional million dollars that the country received in 

FDI, voter participation would decrease by 0.0067 percent holding other variables 

constant. Again, a surprising result. Even with a very small magnitude, I would expect that 

the more investment a country or a specific region receives, more jobs and economic 

growth it would generate, which would ultimately reflect in more people showing up to 

cast a vote.  

 
The effect of public debt levels on voter participation is not statistically significant even 

though the subject of public debt has been constantly in the news in Mexico over the last 

years, and I expected some kind of response from the voters towards the politicians and 

the parties that have made potentially reckless decisions that have eroded the financial 

capacity of many states. 
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Analyzing the education variable, the sign of the coefficient results are in line with what the 

literature says and with what I thought I would find: For every extra year of average 

education per state there is a 2.313 percent increase in voter participation holding other 

variables constant. In this case, there is a positive correlation that is statistically significant 

at the 90 percent confidence level. 

 
For the variable GDP per capita, I also expected to see not only a positive correlation but a 

statistically significant one, given that if your levels of income are increasing, there is a 

higher probability that you might agree with some of the policies and actions that the 

government has conducted, and hence, the probability that you might turn out to cast a 

vote would be higher. However in this case, it is positive but with miniscule magnitude and 

not statistically significant. 

 
The unemployment variable shows a positive correlation with voter participation but it is 

not statistically significant.  Again I expected to find a different result since the levels of 

employment might represent a good indicator of how (un)satisfied the citizens are with its 

government, and hence, reward it or punish it with its vote. 

 
For the homicide rate variable, which is the variable used to measure the levels of 

insecurity, which for decades –and more intensely since 2006- has been a major issue in 

Mexico, the results are statistically significant at the 95 percent level of confidence and 

show that for every unit increase in homicide rate there is a decrease of 0.067 percent in 

the electoral participation holding other variables constant. An interpretation can be that 
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there is a real insecurity perception for some people in going to the polls because of the 

levels of violence and criminal acts which can be present on Election-Day. 

 
The party variable, which looks at the number of political parties that participated in the 

presidential election, shows that for every new party that postulates a candidate in the 

election you would expect to see an increase of 1.13 percent in voter participation holding 

other variables constant, which is statistically significant at the 95 percent level. This looks 

to be interesting because it might reflect that as more people find an option (party) that 

represents their concerns and interests, they are more willing to cast a vote. More 

generally, additional parties may serve as a rough proxy for feelings of political inclusion.  

 
 

 Fixed Effects Regression Results  
 

 
Now, analyzing the results of the fixed effects regression we see that many of the 

uncontrolled effects that the pooled regression was not accounting for are eliminated, and 

the statistics change for a number of variables:  

 
Corruption now becomes statistically significant at the 90 percent level of confidence and 

shows that for every unit increase in the corruption index, voter participation would 

increase by 0.3 percent holding other variables constant. This result is more in line with 

what the literature on the topic has found and also more in accord with the reality of 

Mexico where corruption has been a major issue for a long time and you would expect that 

it does have an impact on voter behavior. 
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FDI surprisingly still shows that for every additional million dollars of FDI you would 

expect voter participation to decrease by 0.0037 percent. It is now statistically significant 

only at the 90 percent level. Again what surprises is not so much the small magnitude, but 

rather the sign. 

 
Public debt changed signs and now shows that for every additional million pesos of debt 

incurred by the state, voter participation would increase by the magnitude of 0.00002 

percent . However, this coefficient remains statistically insignificant. 

 
The education variable remains highly significant at the 99 percent and now that I control 

for fixed effects, the magnitude increases considerably. The results show that for every 

extra year of education you would expect a 21.28 percent increase in voter participation 

holding other variables constant. This result seems too big and there is a possibility that 

this variable might be absorbing the effect of other uncontrolled variables. Despite the huge 

magnitude, I would still expect that the more educated a person is, s/he would have a 

higher civic conscience and understanding of the importance that voting has on the 

construction and strengthening of any democratic system, which in the end would be a 

driver of voter participation. 

 
The GDP per capita shows no change from the pooled model. It is still not statistically 

significant even when there is a huge variation of GDP per capita across the different states 

in Mexico and I would expect that once you controlled for it, a more significant correlation 

might result. 
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The results on the unemployment variable are still not significant and there are no major 

changes from the pooled model. Again, I expected a different result because unemployment 

has varied a lot in the span of those 3 elections and it also varies across states. 

 
Interestingly for the homicide rate, once you control for fixed effects the sign turns to 

positive but it loses its statistical significance, even when violence in Mexico varies highly 

across states.  I expected that once I controlled for time and state it would be a variable that 

had a significant correlation with voter participation, given that insecurity has been a major 

issue focalized in some states, constantly being reported in the news and an issue highly 

resented across the population.  

 
The number of political parties remains highly significant but its significance has risen to 

the 99 percent confidence level. It now shows that for every new political party there is an 

increase in voter participation of 7.15 percent holding other variables constant. Finally, 

Population still shows a positive correlation with voter participation but it is no longer 

statistically significant. 
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Table 12. Results for the year specific regressions 

Variable 2000 T-statistic 2006 T-statistic 2012 T -statistic 

Corruption 0.5211 1.04 0.6303* 1.73 .1724 0.58 

Foreign Direct 

Investment 

-0.0069*** -3.05 -0.0089*** -2.97 -0.0032 -1.01 

Public Debt -0.0015 -0.53 0.0004 0.63 -0.0003 -0.65 

Total 

Education 

3.469 1.31 1.522 0.77 2.639* 1.72 

GDP per capita -0.00001 0.93 0.0005** 2.29 1.80e-06 -0.13 

Unemployment -0.6697 -0.49 0.2381 0.17 -1.816* -1.70 

Homicide Rate -0.2808*** -2.78 -0.5706** -2.29 -0.0983*** -3.05 

Number of 

Parties  

- - _ _ - - 

Population 0.5660 0.86 0.4902 0.74 0.6008* 1.83 

Constant 37.348** 2.03 38.764*** 3.46 49.226*** 4.22 

       

Number of 

Observations 

29  30  31  

F – Statistic 4.35  9.42***  5.44**  

R-Squared 0.5229  0.5445  0.4313  

 

 

 Year-Specific Regression Results 

 

Finally, looking at the year specific results shown in Table 12, there are some results that 

are important to analyze because they are out of line with the pooled and fixed effects 

regressions, either in terms of magnitudes or in terms of explanatory power (R2 and/or F 
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stat), or simply because the sign flipped in one of them. Or also, if coefficients are 

significant in either or both the pooled and fixed effects regressions, but are only significant 

in one of the year regressions, this could mean that the pooled and/or fixed effects 

regression results are being driven by the results in one year. Specifically, the following 

results are important to highlight: 

 

The corruption coefficient for the years 2000 and 2012 are not statistically significant. 

However, for the year 2006, it shows that for every unit increase in corruption, that year 

saw a 0.6303 percent increase in voter participation. This could suggest that the issue was 

a bigger issue for that election and hence represented an important driver for voters on 

Election Day. This result is interesting because it suggests that corruption was a bigger 

issue in 2006 election. Looking back into corruption events that happened close to the 

elections, a hypothesis might be that this results for corruption variable in 2006 could have 

been driven by the corruption scandals that became public in the months prior to the 

election and showed a series of videos and audios of close advisors and collaborators of the 

candidate Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador receiving money and engaging in illegal and 

corrupt actions.  However, as mentioned this is only a hypothesis and would represent a 

very interesting subject for future research. 

 
The years 2000 and 2006 show a statistically significant negative correlation between FDI 

and voter participation, but not so for the year 2012, which might be explained by the 
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impact of the 2008-2009 financial crisis which had a severe impact on the Mexican 

economy and the FDI the country received. 

 
The education variable seems to have a higher significance on the 2012 election, being 

statistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.  This is interesting because there 

are not any extraordinary events in these area that can help me justify this change. Looking 

at the dataset, the years in education constantly increased since 2000 until 2012 but at a 

very slow pace and without a huge change in 2012. 

 
GDP Per Capita is statistically significant only in 2006 at the 95 percent level, but with a 

very small magnitude that seems to have no real impact on voter participation.  

 
Unemployment wasn’t statistically significant in the pooled or fixed effects model but it is 

significant at the 90 percent level for 2012 only, showing that for every unit increase in 

unemployment rate, there is a negative impact of 1.816 percent on voter participation in 

2012. Again, this numbers could be the result of the impact of the 2008-2009 financial 

crisis. 

 
Homicide rate remains with a high statistical significance across all years in accordance to 

what we saw in the previous models.  

 
To conclude, once I ran the different regressions shown in this section, I can say that once I 

control for fixed effects, the results show that there is a positive correlation between 

corruption, my main variable of interest, and voter participation. This correlation shows 
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that for every unit increase in the corruption index, voter participation would increase by 

0.3 percent holding other variables constant.  

 
Also, it is important to mention that key variables like education, foreign direct investment 

and number of parties show to have a statistically significant correlation with electoral 

participation, which could represent an interesting topic for future research. 
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VI. Policy Recommendations and Conclusions 

 

I set out to study whether low levels or high levels of corruption could have an impact in voter 

turnout in Mexico’s presidential elections, whether it increases participation by mobilizing 

people into the ballots or if it works as a disincentive for people to cast a vote. As analyzed, there 

is little literature about the topic, and it is just beginning to be analyzed as a factor that can 

influence electoral participation. However, it does support the theoretical framework that I 

propose. 

 

 Policy recommendations 

 

I believe the results from my empirical model, which are presented in the results section, have 

shown that corruption, once I controlled for fixed effects, has a statistically significant effect on 

Mexican citizens when pondering their decision to cast a vote.  Specifically, the results showed 

that for every unit increase in the corruption index, voter participation would increase by 

0.3 percent holding other variables constant. Even when there is not a particular or direct 

policy recommendation that can be derived from this result, I can say that starting 

educational and promotional campaigns that increase the awareness about corruption 

might increase voter participation. Additionally, a recommendation that I would prioritize 

would be to create a government agency that focuses strictly on dealing with corruption. 

There are a couple of legislative bills that have been presented in the Mexican Congress and 

which thorough debate, analysis and final outcome are aimed primarily towards the 

creation of an independent and autonomous agency that would impose sanctions for 
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corruption acts, and a higher accountability from the federal funds that are transferred to 

the state governments. I believe the success of this effort is critical to tackle in a more 

direct and efficient way this huge problem of corruption that Mexico faces. My final policy 

recommendation would be for the public and private education system to include in their 

curriculum ethics and civics courses that help fight this issue from childhood and 

strengthen the student formation in values like honesty, integrity and rectitude. Attacking 

this issue from the start might be the best method to defeat this “evil” in the most efficient 

way. 

 

This leads me to my next policy recommendation, which is related to the impact of 

education on voter participation. As seen from the results, this variable is significant at the 

99% confidence level and even when the big magnitude of the coefficient might be 

absorbing other factors, it is clear that education is a big driver of voter participation. The 

more educated people are, the more commitment they show to their democratic duty of 

casting a vote on Election Day. In that sense, my recommendation would be to continue 

investing not only on the expansion of educational services but on the quality of the 

education offered, which is also a huge issue in Mexico and which constitutes a great area 

for future research. Better policy and programs targeted at expanding educational access 

and improving educational quality, will lead, among other things, to the creation of a 

generation of better-informed and more engaged citizens. Many states in Mexico still lag 

behind in basic educational services like proper infrastructure, which is reflected in poor –

or inexistent- school facilities, lack of proper and constant training for teachers and a 
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higher involvement of the parents in the education of their children. A comprehensive and 

holistic policy that sets clear goals and metrics to achieve this results will likely lead to a 

plethora of necessary policy outcomes, among them, better citizens and the consolidation 

of Mexico’s democratic system.  

 
Finally, my policy recommendation related to the effect that the number of political parties 

has in voter participation, which shows that the more political options available to the 

electorate, the more incentivized they are to turnout and vote, is also not clearly derived 

from my results, because I am not certain that having a plethora of political parties will 

actually lead to better governance and the solidification of Mexico’s democratic system. 

Specially, when the money the political parties receive comes directly from taxpayers 

money and the rules and legislation that supervises the way that money is spent is very 

opaque and has little accountability and transparency. In that sense, I can think of a couple 

of policy recommendations: 1) passing legislation that finds a balance between requisites 

that are to stiff or high and those that are very lax or null for the creation and later on, the 

maintenance of the registration of a political party; and 2) passing legislation that 

establishes a transparent accountability system for the expenditures of the different 

political parties. This legislation should establish clear and enforceable rules that impose 

sanctions on the political parties that engage in corrupt practices or misspend public funds. 

This last recommendation is a very important issue for future research. Better 

transparency and accountability mechanisms that allow authorities to supervise the use of 

money by political parties will likely increase the levels of trust between citizens and the 
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democratic system. Having political parties that reflect the true interests of the population 

is a keystone in any democracy, and Mexico should not be the exception.  

 

 Conclusions 

 

Examining the impact that corruption has on voter participation is a question of the highest 

relevance given the fragile democracy that Mexico has. To accomplish this, I set out to 

construct a dataset with information and statistics from Mexico’s National Institute of 

Statistics and Information (INEGI), and from the Non Government organization 

“Transparencia Mexicana” (Mexican Transparency) that has developed an index that 

measures corruption at the state level. I first established a theoretical model that included 

political, economic and demographic factors to measure for the impact of corruption, and 

then went on to develop an empirical model that included corruption, foreign direct 

investment, gross domestic product per capita, homicide rate, unemployment, population, 

number of political parties, education and public debt as my control variables, in line to 

what some of the revised literature has done in previous studies. 

 
Once I established my empirical model, I ran a series of regressions, concentrating on the 

results obtained from my fixed effects regression, which showed that corruption is 

statistically significant and has had a positive effect on the levels of voter participation in 

the Mexico’s last 3 presidential elections corresponding to the years 2000,2006 and 2012.  
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It is important to note, however, that the application of these results is in a way limited by 

several circumstances, being the most important a lack of all the data that I would have 

needed. Such is the case of the education variable and the corruption variable for which I 

used information from the year 2005 for 2006 and 2010 for 2012, because there were no 

data available for the years 2006 or 2012.  

 
Of the variables, foreign direct investment, education, and number of political parties are of 

particular interest, because they all show a statistically significant effect on voter 

participation. In that sense, I would recommend further study of these variables and the 

effect they have on voter participation and in general, how they affect the construction of a 

more solidified democracy.  

 
As for me, both corruption and voter participation are two issues that highly interest me, so 

I will continue to study this relationship as time allows. Also, I plan to look deeper into the 

issues that cause corruption and see how it can be dealt with directly. I think that finding 

comprehensive and efficient solutions that involve not only the government but also –and 

quite actively- civil society, is absolutely necessary to achieve a true Nation where a true 

Rule of Law exists and is respected by everyone in society. This will certainly contribute to 

a better democracy and to better citizens who respond to the first and most basic 

democratic duty, which is to show up on Election Day and cast a vote. 

 

 

 



 

41 

 

Bibliography 

 

Birch, Sarah. " Perceptions of Electoral Fairness and Voter Turnout ." Project on Electoral 

Malpractice in New and Semi-Democracies .  

 

Blais, Andre. "What Affects Voter Turnout?" Annual Review of Political Science 9 (2006). 

 

Bruhn, Kathleen. "Mexico's Pivotal Democratic Election: Candidates, Voters, and the 

Presidential Campaign of 2000." Latin American Politics and Society 47, no. 1 (2005). 

 

Calca, Daniel Stockemer and Patricia. "Corruption and turnout in Portugal - a municipal level 

study." Crime, Law and Social Change 60, no. 5 (December 2013). 

 

Carolina Fornos, Timothy Power and James Garand. "Explaining Voter Turnout in Latin 

America 1980 - 2000." Comparative Political Studies, 2004. 

 

Centro de Estudios Economicos del Sector Privado.  Acerca de la  egulaci n y la Corrupci n en 

M xico.  Analisis Estrategico , March 2007. 

 

Daniel Stockemer, Bernadette LaMontagne and Lyle Scruggs. "Bribes and ballots: The impact of 

corruption on voter turnout in democracies." International Political Science Review 34, no. 1 

(January 2013). 

 

Dobrzynska, Andre Blais and Agnieszka. "Turnout in Electoral Democracies." European Journal 

of Political Science 33, no. 2 (1998). 

 

Gohan Karahan, Morris Coats and William Shugart. "Corrupt political jurisdictions and voter 

participation." Public Choice 126 (2006). 

 

Instituto Federal Electoral. "Estudio Censal de la Participacion Ciudadana en las Elecciones 

Federales de 2012." Study, Instituto Federal Electoral, Mexico, 2013. 

 

Jackman, Robert W. "Political Institutions and Voter Turnout in the Industrial Democracies." 

American Political Science Review 81, no. 2 (1987). 

 

Klesner, Joseph L. "Adios to the P I? Changing Voter Turnout in Mexico’s Political Transition 

." University of California Press 17, no. 1 (2001). 

 

Kostadinova, Tatiana. "Abstain or rebel: Corruption perceptions and voting in East European 

elections." Policy and Politics 37, no. 4 (2009). 



 

42 

 

Kostadinova, Tatiana. "Voter turnout dynamics in post-communist Europe." European Journal 

of Political Research 42, no. 6 (October 2003). 

 

Lijphart, Arend. "Unequal Participation: Democracy's Unresolved Dilemma." The American 

Political Science Review 91, no. 1 (March 1997). 

 

Morris, Joseph L. Klesner and Stephen D. "Corruption and Trust: Considerations and Evidence 

from Mexico." 43, no. 10 (October 2010). 

 

Pérez-Liñán, D. Altman & A. "Assessing the Quality of Democracy: Freedom, Competitiveness 

and Participation in Eighteen Latin American Countries." Democratization 9, no. 2 (2002). 

 

 ubenson, Andr   lais and  aniel.  The Source of Turnout  ecline: New Values or New 

Contexts?" Comparative Political Studies 46, no. 95 (2013). 

 

Tverdova, Christopher J. Anderson and Yuliya V. "Corruption, Political Allegiances, and 

Attitudes Toward Government in Contemporary Democracies." Issue 1, pages 91–109, January 

2003 Volume 47. American Journal of Political Science 47, no. 1 (January 2003). 

 

Welch, John Peters and Susan. "Effects of charges on corruption on voting behavior in 

congressional elections." American Journal of Political Science 74, no. 3 (1980). 

 

Wibbels, Kenneth Roberts and Eric. "Party Systems and Electoray Volatility in Latin America: A 

test of Economic, Institutional and Structural Explanations and ." American Political Science 

Review 93, no. 3 (September 1999). 
 

 


