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Analysis of pre-election poll accuracy in national and state-level
electionsin Mexico from 1994-2012.

Database with 472 final pre-election polls conducted by 90 polling
organizationsin 108 elections, 11 national elections (4 presidential)
and 99 state-level elections, most of them for state governor.

All pollsanalyzed were published,so thereis a publicrecord for each.

Analysis focuses only on the final polls, published within legal times
according to Mexican election laws.
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% OF VOTE SHARE FOR SECOND PLACE
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Pre-election polls in 2000y 2003
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% OF VOTE SHARE FOR SECOND PLACE
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Pre-election pollsin 2006
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% OF VOTE SHARE FOR SECOND PLACE
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Pre-election pollsin 2012
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Mosteller M3 & M5 forall published polls in presidential elections, 1994-2012.
(Number of published polls in parenthesis).
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Mosteller M3 & M5 for published polls in presidential and state elections, 1994-2012.
(Number of published polls in parenthesis).

[ MOSTELLER3 © MOSTELLERS

12.0
LN LN n
> o
S = S
10.0 -
Q
S ~
~ (%)
0 0 (o)}
8.0 - ~ ~ ~N
Q
©
©
6.0 o0 "
o o
<
3 <
N <
< o o o))
< 3] \s} o o
4.0 - < o o o -
on 0 (32
~ A Vo)
N ~ ~ <
~
a
—
2.0
0.0 -
o ~ ) ~ © = ~ ~ [} ~ in = ~ ~ in
—~ m — ~ (2] — ) < ~ LN — ) LN < (=)
q- N— S— m N— N— N— S— S— SN— N— N— S— S— N—
(o)} M~ 0 (e))] o — (98] < wn (o] N~ (@)} o i (o]
D [e)] [e)} [e)} o o o o o o o o — — —
— e)} a — o o o o o o o o o o o
— — ~ ~ ~ ~ ~N ~N ~ ~ ~ ~N ~N



Mosteller M3 & M5 for published polls by type of election and number of relevant
candidates, 1994-2012.
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Conclusions

» Pre-election polls have developed in Mexico with intensity since
1994, increasing in visibilitKand number, and leaving a record of
performance and accuracy that can be compared over time and with
other countries.

* Preelection pollsarea central actor in todays political campaigns,
both for theirinfluence and their controversy. They need to be
properlydocumented and carefully analyzed.

. AnaIKzing poll performance and accuracy in Mexico shows patterns
and historical biases by polling organization, keeping record is a
crucial to a betterunderstanding of election polls.



