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In principle, the candidate of the PRD+PAN+CONYV alliance,

1 ™ O Xochitl Gdlvez, should have been the “poster girl” of the whole
alliance strategy. Gdlvez from a local Otomi family, born in
Hidalgo, Valle de Mezquital, educated locally and earning a
degree in computer engineering from the UNAM, she was
recognized as the one progressive in the Fox cabinet as head of

Indian Affairs. She resigned from the Calderdn government in
December of 2006 over budget cuts for indigenous programs,
and began campaigning for Governor in 2007. But, something

didn’t jell. The alliance selection process for Governor was
20 10 bumpy with contentious polling and tardy decisions.

. . Her candidacy appears to have been underfunded and under-
GUbernatorlal ElECtIOhS RESU'tS supported by the alliance. Further, the campaign itself

seemed traditional in form and innocent in style.

Pre-election Su rveys Unlike the dynamic in Sinaloa and Puebla, this Alliance
candidate was not a Priista. Unlike Puebla, the Alliance did
not have PANAL support. And, unlike Oaxaca, this candidate
Com Pa rative: did not have a clear long-term grassroots strategy.

Final Results — Exit Polls — Quick Counts

The PRI held the Governorship and local Congress (p 2 and 4).

State Congress: Election Results

Municipal elections were not on the calendar, and consequently
there is no new measure of municipal level party strength.

The chart on page 5 shows the current measure with a strong
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Gubernatorial Elections Results

_ 2010 PRD+PAN+CONV  PRI+PANAL +PVEM PT Total Votes Registered 5 ticipation
(Final Results) Voters
% Votes 396,561 441,571 2,527 47.80%
Votes 45.10% 50.20% 0.30% 878,786 1,792,688
2005 PAN PRI+PVEM PRD PT Total Votes Re\%stteer:ed Participation
% Votes 11.6 51.8 29.5 2.6 45.60%
Votes 81,193 362,719 206,540 18,182 699,747 1,544,111
1999 PAN+PVEM PRI PRD+PT Total Votes Re\f’;ﬁfd Participation
% Votes 32 53.4 14.6 69.30%
Votes 194,915 325,513 88,685 639,784 1,243,037
1993 PAN PRI PRD PT PARM PDM PFCRN PPS  Total Votes Re\i‘)st‘:rsed Participation
% Votes 6.1 80.3 6.2 0.8 2.6 0.2 2.9 0.9 39.50%
Votes 21,199 | 278,384 | 21,513 2,847 9,174 601 9,934 2,979 346,631 878,424
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Pre-election Surveys

Votia
. . MITOFSKY GCE GCE MITOFSKY GCE MITOFSKY
Candidate / Party / Ally Sljtf:;as June 22 June 24 June 1 June 1 April April
PRD+PAN+CONV
Xochilt Galvez 38 32.8 30.2 23.2 35.4 22 30.7
PRI+PVEM+PNA £ 49.3 50.5 49.1 52.6 46.3 50.5
Francisco Olvera Ruiz

PT 3.6

None 11
Nc/Ns 20 17.9 16.5 12 16.6 18.8

Comparative:

Final Results — Exit Polls — Quick Counts

Party Final Results Cor%l:jftlg %Ac;::ftsky ConsE)l(ti: :A?:Lfsky
PRD+PAN+CONV 45.10% 47% 42%
PRI+PANAL+PVEM 50.20% 53% 58%
PT 0.30% SIN DATO SIN DATO
NR 12.5%
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State Congress: Election Results

2010 i
(Final PAN PRI PRD PT  PVEM CONV  PANAL PRI+PVEM: PANAL PAN+PRD+CONV ~ (Ofl  Registered o, icipapion
Results)
%Votes | 4.60% | 12.03% | 3.61% | 0.52% | 0.52% | 0.74% | 0.02% 40.41% 32.97% 47.60%
Votes | 40,250 | 105,262 | 31,565 | 4,559 | 4,523 | 6,472 | 200 353,691 288,581 875,303 | 1,792,688
Deputies 3 4 4 0 1 1 5 11 0
2008 PAN PRI PRD PT PVEM CONV  PANAL PAS PRI+PANAL  Total Votes Re\%stﬁ;ed Participation
%Votes 127 | 13.7 | 19.6 2.6 4.4 2.5 2.8 0.6 35 37.48%
Votes 81,480 | 88,052 | 125,936 | 16,457 | 28,482 | 15,869 | 18,182 3,728 224,252 641,196 1,710,922
Deputies 3 4 1 3 19
Total Registered T
2005 PAN PRI PRD PT  PVEM  PRI+PVEM OTROS O gister: Participation
%Votes 13.9 3.5 26.9 3.8 0 47.1 SIN DATO 45.20%
Votes 96,803 | 23,982 | 186,853 | 26,366 | 336 327,227 | SINDATO | 694,349 1,537,543
Deputies 2 21 2 1 2 16 1
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Previous Municipal Election Results

2008 PAN PRI PRD PT PVEM CONV  PSD  PANAL PRI+PANAL PRD+PT Total Votes N°£‘i‘:;‘a' Participation
%Votes 19.02% | 8.05% | 19.45% | 3.01% | 5.14 | 3.84 | 1.39% | 2.12% 31.62 1.13% 55.92%
Votes 186,862 | 79,095 | 191,081 | 29,516 | 50,496 | 37,711 | 13,686 | 20,776 | 310,628 | 11,131 | 982,227 | 1,756,434
Municipalities 9 16 14 1 6 1 0 0 37
2005 PAN PRI PRD PT PVEM  Total Votes N°|[‘i‘si;‘a' Participation
%Votes 19.8 37.9 26.7 5 4.8 52.20%
Votes 163,760 | 314,104 | 221,046 | 41,519 | 40,087 828,146 | 1,585,972
Municipalities 18 38 24 2 2
2002 PAN PRI PRI+PVEM  PRD PT PVEM  Total Votes N°L"i‘s':‘a' Participation
%Votes 28.6 37.9 3.2 14.2 6.1 3.1 53.15%
Votes 217,909 | 288,821 | 24,454 | 108,151 | 46,798 23,723 761,266 | 1,433,484
Municipalities 44 5 1
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The organization of these results is a work product of the MUND Group research team, based on the sources indicated
below. In this series of reports/bulletins we have utilized only public and published material. Of course, there is
information from non-public and non-published sources, but that is for use at another time. The observations we make

are hypotheses developed to guide our initial follow up work.
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