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With the election three weeks away, the most likely outcome is that PRI candidate Enrique Peña Nieto wins the presidency, his PRI party wins the largest blocs (and perhaps an outright majority) in the lower and upper houses of congress and his party picks up a few new governorships, bringing the PRI’s total to 22 out of 32 statehouses. PRD contender Andrés Manuel López Obrador will come in second, and his party may garner the second largest contingent in congress, commanding about 23 percent of seats in the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate.*  PAN candidate Josefina Vásquez Mota will come in third, and her party will win about 20 percent of seats in congress. 
Tendencies: Peña Nieto’s popularity has been dropping steadily for a number of weeks, and support for López Obrador (AMLO) has risen consistently over the last month. Since the campaign began on March 31, Vásquez Mota has dropped on average by 5.5 percent and is now in third place. The race is much more competitive in this last month, but some polls show Peña Nieto with what would be an unbeatable lead of 14 to 20 points over AMLO. The divergence in polls—the Reforma poll placed AMLO within four points of Peña Nieto—is fueling skepticism about the objectivity of pollsters in Mexico. An average of seven recent polls released on June 5 shows Peña Nieto with 43%, AMLO with 29% and Vásquez Mota with 24%. Gabriel Quadri of the small PANAL party (controlled by the teachers’ union leader) averages 4%.
AMLO took heart in the poll that most favored him, and on June 6 said his team has self-generated information showing him 2 points ahead of Peña Nieto. He also talked of fraud for the first time in this campaign, and at a meeting with intellectuals asked them to speak out against a “dirty war” of massive spending to favor PRI and inequitable coverage in media in the closing weeks of the campaign. By evoking fraud, AMLO reversed his conciliatory rhetoric and stirred fears that he may be preparing to stage post-election demonstrations as happened during weeks after the 2006 tight election. However, he was quick to deny this the next day and some observers say that he could be preparing PRD and its parallel, citizen movement of MORENA (Movimiento Regeneración Nacional) to take actions ahead of the election to prevent or block fraud. 
__________ 
*PRI is running with the Green Party (PVEM) in a coalition, Compromiso por México. PRD is running with the Workers’ Party (PT) and Citizens’ Movement (MC) in the Movimiento Progresista coalition. PAN is running alone. All of the lesser parties are polling between 2 and 5 percent of the vote; they can win congressional seats to add to the PRI or PRD legislative blocs. The fourth party in the race, PANAL (Partido de la Nueva Alianza), may win 3 or 4 percent of the vote and a few congressional seats; it may ultimately ally with PRI after the election.
Volatility factors: A number of events and, indeed, happenings, are in play that could shift the election dynamics, or, remotely, cause an upset. On June 8, Reforma newspaper’s gossip column reported that the PRI camp is nervous, and that its lead over AMLO has now dropped to only one digit.
On June 7, an exposé in The Guardian documented favoritism in coverage by Televisa, the leading television network, for Peña Nieto. The article says that Televisa prepared programming to raise Peña Nieto’s national profile while governor of the state of Mexico (2005-11) and documents detail the fees for this service. In the same news and entertainment programs, Televisa also smeared López Obrador in an effort planned to undermine his 2006 bid for the presidency, the article says. This article came as a complete surprise and its information seems to confirm AMLO’s insistent rhetoric that Televisa has not played fair in its coverage. 
Televisa immediately replied saying the material in the story is “apocryphal”. (The network was advised of the allegations by The Guardian several days before the story was published and refused to issue a response without seeing the documents.) Peña Nieto responded saying the documents are not authentic, adding that all information about spending on official publicity during his governorship is posted on a website.* López Obrador said the contracts for favorable coverage should be made public, but said he would not have further comments until he studied the documents.
This article creates material that can be exploited by López Obrador to defend his longstanding complaints of Televisa favoritism for PRI candidates, and certainly adds substance to the demands of the student movement for freedom of expression. Fall-out from the revelations about the Televisa-PRI pacts is not expected to decide the election, but could contribute to eroding support for Peña Nieto and increasing votes for López Obrador.
The sudden emergence of the student movement, #YoSoy132, on May 11 at a Peña Nieto speech at the Universidad Iberoamericana is another curve ball that surprised parties and voters alike.  The youth movement has accomplished a rare achievement in Mexico by uniting private and public university students. Also, the movement has already demonstrated a presence in a number of state capitals. On the sidelines, #YoSoy132, has many sympathizers including educated adults and, of course, survivors and sympathizers of the 1968 democratization movement.	 
The movement has made a significant contribution to the campaign by recasting the image of Peña Nieto, political analysts say. Peña Nieto’s campaign presented him as the candidate of efficient administration and change. At the Iberoamericana, students grilled him about his connections to former President Carlos Salinas and his relationship with the teachers’ union leader and with Televisa, the $3 
__________  
*Just to give a dimension to this type of spending, Fundar, using documents provided by the Mexico state government, reports that Peña Nieto spent P$646.6 million pesos (about $54 million) from 2005-10 on official advertising; that this type of spending, nationwide, is opaque and that in 2010, the report of the UN and CIDH Special Rapporteurs for Freedom of Expression recommended that regulations be established for this type of spending in all levels of government.
billion state debt racked up by the Coahuila governor whom Peña Nieto tapped to head PRI and the violations of human rights, including 27 rapes, when he sent security forces to break up a protest by farmers at Atenco. These associations placed him squarely in the camp of the old PRI and corrupt administration. From then on, Peña Nieto has been framed as a candidate of continuity rather than change. 
The youth vote overall will make up a small component of voters, according to pollsters. Even though young people between ages 18 and 29 are 30 percent of the voter roll, traditionally only 30 percent of this contingent votes. Interestingly, the #YoSoy132 movement is expected to rally votes against Peña Nieto among the non-youth segments of voters.
The second televised debate on June 10 is an important opportunity for setting off a change in the current voting trends. Although Peña Nieto is not known as a capable extemporaneous speaker, he acquitted himself well in the first TV debate and many analysts thought he came out the winner. There is still the chance he might falter in an unscripted context. 
#YoSoy132 has invited the four candidates to participate in a debate on internet on June 19. López Obrador and Vásquez Mota accepted immediately, and Peña Nieto declined promptly, saying that the debate did not offer “impartiality and neutrality” given the anti-Peña nature of the movement. The internet debate might generate additional support for López Obrador among youth (or, less likely, for Vásquez Mota whose stances on women’s issues are conservative). 
Political analysts had expected that a scandal would be unveiled by the government during the campaign that would ruin the image of PRI and sink Peña Nieto. The revelations of vast real estate holdings in Texas of former PRI governor Yarrington of Tamaulipas, presumably bought with pay-offs  from cartels, have not dealt a crushing blow to the PRI candidate. At this juncture, voters seem inured to scandals and the scenario of a devastating revelation is considered unlikely since the Vásquez Mota candidacy appears lost and/or Pres. Calderón is unwilling to rescue his party’s candidate. Calderón also has incentives to forge an understanding with the incoming administration to stave off a damaging investigation of violations in the war on drugs, according to popular opinion.
Undecided voters make up 25 percent of those polled, a high number for Mexico. Pollsters say that the undecided will not alter the current voting trends, and note that many of the undecided are among the least informed citizens, are apathetic and will likely abstain from voting. However, they note that the majority of undecided are independents and some of these voters are very well informed. Up to 18 percent of undecided can change their inclination on election day, pollsters say. Of course, if a bloc of 18 percent of voters supported a single candidate, their vote could cause an upset. Pollsters discount this possibility, arguing that the undecided are not waiting for a clear number two candidate to emerge. Some reliable political analysts, however, have a different view of the undecided. In their view, the polls drive the undecided voters so if the race between Peña Nieto and AMLO tightens, undecided might swing their vote to AMLO. 
Insecurity or intimidation by organized crime could certainly influence voter turnout by keeping voters away from the polls. According to conventional wisdom in Mexico, higher abstention favors the PRI. If organized crime signals support for a specific party, as happened in a few districts in the Michoacán state election last November, their messages might influence local voting patterns or persuade voters to stay home. The mapping of the federal electoral tribunal, IFE, characterizes 6 percent of all polling places as insecure. 
A PRI Sweep and Mexico’s Future
The most likely outcome of the election is a clean sweep for Peña Nieto and PRI. In this scenario, several questions take on paramount importance. Does PRI win an absolute majority in congress? Who is Peña Nieto and what can be expected of him as President? And is the victorious PRI party a new PRI or the old PRI that ran Mexico for 71 years?
A PRI Majority in Congress
The PRI is positioned to win an absolute majority in both houses of congress, but its margin of victory is so narrow that a 2-percentage point drop in support would leave the party with a comfortable plurality but not a majority. As of June 7, PRI was polling 44 percent in the Chamber of Deputies and in the Senate. This would qualify the party for the added 8 percent of “overrepresentation” which would give the PRI blocs a 52-percent majority. However, if the national vote for PRI legislators falls below 42.4 percent, the party’s representation in congress will be fixed at 42.4 percent.
PRI control of a simple majority would allow Peña Nieto secure passage of all initiatives except those that require a Constitutional amendment. The president would thus be spared the need to reach consensus or negotiate support from PAN or PRD. Passing Constitutional amendments requires a two-thirds majority in the congress plus approval by 16 of 31 states (the Federal District, Mexico City, does not have a vote on Constitutional amendments).  
A sweeping PRI victory thus offers the potential for efficient law-making by a single party for most legislation, including fiscal reform. Good will from PAN and PRD is likely to be scant. PAN has suffered through two administrations of PRI systematically blocking many legislative proposals. PRD will likely be bitter over an election defeat that now looks as if it could be questioned. 
Both PAN and PRD will come out of the election in disarray. PAN is already rife with divisions, Calderón has not supported Vásquez Mota and the party has been unable or unwilling to unite behind her. Indeed, former president Fox swung his support to Peña Nieto in early June, as did a recent former PAN president, Manuel Espino. Whoever wins the presidency, PAN will be handed an electoral debacle which, following setbacks in the 2009 midterm elections, will leave the party severely weakened and, some say, in an identity crisis. 
PRD has long been divided among no less than its so-called 13 tribes. At the level of national leadership, there is at least the appearance of unity behind López Obrador. Marcelo Ebrard, the Mexico City mayor and AMLO’s rival for the presidential candidacy, stepped aside graciously. He has supported the PRD’s candidate even though many political analysts feel that Ebrard could have won the presidency handily for PRD, garnering support from independents who have soured on AMLO and lifting the country’s spirits with the figure of a youthful, modern and leftist leader who has competently governed the capital. In the states, PRD parties are split, and disputes between local groups have been evident at AMLO rallies. A second defeat of AMLO for the presidency would aggravate the longstanding internal splits, and the party would revert to factionalism. It is possible that, ultimately, Ebrard and his mentor, Manuel Camacho (a former Mexico City mayor under the Salinas administration), would create a new party on the left. 
A political landscape in which PRI holds the presidency, dominates the congress and controls a large majority of states will look and feel like a revival of the past—a past in which both PAN and PRD parties suffered repression and killings (some 330 PRD activists or allies were killed during the Salinas years). This reality would be soured by the fact that the election outcome would confer to PRI dominance a degree of legitimacy that the party always lacked historically. At this time, it is hard to imagine a broad, national consensus about pressing issues being forged in this context even though PRI claims that as its goal. 
The pressing reforms that would require Constitutional amendments include an opening of the Pemex oil monopoly to allow private and foreign investment and a labor sector reform to introduce flexibility into hiring and firing practices. The negotiations of support needed from PAN or PRD to pass such sensitive Constitutional reforms will be challenging to say the least. Even within PRI, there will be dissidence or outright opposition to these reforms. (The party blocs and alignments in congress, committee leaders and likely champions of civil society issues will be the subject of a future monthly report.) 
The likely outcome for the new congress, as predicted by polls in early June, is as follows. When undecided votes are allocated to parties proportionately according to decided voter preferences, PRI-PVEM will win 44 percent of seats, the PRD coalition will win 29 percent, the PAN 25 percent and the PANAL will get 2 percent.  As noted, PRI could easily slip below the 42.4 percent needed to assure a majority. A May 31 poll for the Senate, which leaves out the 22 percent of undecided voters, shows 40 percent for the PRI coalition, 31 percent for PRD and 24 percent for PAN.   
Enrique Peña Nieto
Enrique Peña Nieto, 45, is a life-long member of PRI. He was born in Atlacomulco, a modest commercial town an hour’s ride from the state capital of Toluca. The city is the seat of the powerful “Grupo Atlacomulco” band of PRI politicians, an informal and influential group of heavyweight Mexican leaders characterized by old-style leadership and tainted with corruption that ran the country’s most populous state for 40 years. 
Peña Nieto identifies himself with a generation of Priistas who grew up “under the conviction of democratic principles” He entered adulthood as political pluralism shared among three leading parties took root in the 1990s. He is a young, physically attractive leader who portrays himself as coming from a new generation with modern ideas and practices. In other words, though he is a life-long PRI politician, he seeks to differentiate himself from the old PRI. “I am a pragmatic, man, a conciliator, respectful of pluralism,” he told television interviewers in recent years. Analysts insist that Peña Nieto is an old school PRI politician walking around in a young person’s body.
Efficiency and efficient government are the brand that Peña Nieto is selling. He has made fulfilling promises a hallmark of his governorship and his presidential campaign. When running for governor, EPN signed 608 “commitments” at whistle stops, promising to build schools, roads, water systems and to set up 11 social programs that eventually benefited 4 million people. The commitments were signed before a notary, and he claims to have fulfilled all of them.
After graduating with a law degree from the Universidad Panamericana in Mexico City (an Opus Dei institution), Peña Nieto’s career began in the state of Mexico in 1990 where he organized PRI popular support committees. He went on to teach in the election training program and later moved up to serve as private secretary to Arturo Montiel, then chief of economic development in the state. His ascendancy in politics began when Montiel, then governor, named him secretary of administration for the state in 2000. 
His political godfather, Montiel, is a member of the Atlacomulco network as is another ally, Alfredo del Mazo, a former governor and cousin of EPN’s father. Montiel was abruptly sidelined from politics in 2005 when his rival for the PRI presidential candidacy, Roberto Madrazo, revealed on a Televisa program that he owned million-dollar apartments in Paris and Cádiz, a $7-million ranch in Atlacomulco, three homes and a beach apartment in Mexico, a building in the exclusive Lomas district of Mexico City and other properties along with bank accounts in three countries. How he was able to amass such wealth and how his riches were covered up remain the subject of speculation, and official investigations are ongoing.
Peña Nieto became a state assemblyman in 2003, and presided over the legislature’s Political Coordination Group which negotiates multi-party agreements on legislation before it is brought to the floor.  He proved successful at creating consensus in the divided, unicameral congress (PRI-24; PAN-23; PRD-19), and won unanimous support for a reform that restructured the state’s debt. 
In 2004, he pursued nomination as PRI candidate for governor. Although 10 other men, including the powerful Carlos Hank Rhon, contended for the candidacy, his rivals were persuaded to withdraw during a dinner with then-governor Montiel who pressed them to back a “unity candidate”. They acceded.  Two weeks later, Peña Nieto said of his candidacy, “I feel I’m the product of a political agreement.” He won the election with 49 percent of the vote and governed the state for a full, six-year term until September 2011. Five years into his governorship, 10 former high-ranking officials of the Montiel administration were members of the Peña Nieto cabinet. 
Peña Nieto is thought of as a rock star because of his rapid ascendency to national prominence and his extensive, celebrity-style exposure on television. He is handsome (even better looking in person than his photogenic screen appearance), young and a favorite with the ladies who will wait hours for a look at him, cheering all the while, “Enrique, bonbon, I want you on my mattress,” (it rhymes in Spanish) and glom onto his second wife, Angélica Rivera, a star of telenovelas whose nickname is the seagull. Peña Nieto’s physical appeal creates magnetism, and he is said to be a crowd-pleaser at campaign events that, obviously, are salted with PRI supporters.    
Throughout his career, Peña Nieto has been known as hard-working, disciplined and orderly. He has no ideology other than success and is pragmatic. He carefully prepares his way forward. His national exposure and positioning for the presidential race was planned from the time the Televisa strategy was launched in 2005. The revelations of The Guardian on June 7 confirm that $36 million budgeted for payment to Televisa for coverage on behalf of Peña Nieto (2005-06) produced 200 news reports, interviews and features about the governor. Thanks to television exposure, his name recognition nationwide rose from 40 percent in 2007 to 90 percent by mid-2010. Beginning in 2010, a team of EPN aides began preparing white papers on policy issues which were discussed in weekly seminars with the governor. These discussions became the basis for the book that launched his presidential bid, Mexico, the great hope: An Efficient State for a Democracy with Results.
The candidate is widely considered empty, a carton figure, a media creation and ignorant (he was unable to name three books that had influenced him). He does not stake out interesting policies or intellectual positions. He is a poor extemporaneous speaker, shuns improvisation and is counseled by his advisers to stick to a script. In fact, his advisors asked the Iberoamericana students to give them questions in advance of his appearance at the university, according to columnist Denise Dresser.
These traits make him heavily dependent on his advisors, particularly his campaign chief Luis Videgaray, a capable economist who worked in Protego, the financial advising shop of former finance minister Pedro Aspe, where he renegotiated states’ debts before moving on to work for Peña Nieto. The candidate has been seen at a few parties in the company of former president Carlos Salinas de Gortari, the most powerful recent president of Mexico, ever eager to influence and exercise power. There is debate as to whether Salinas advises Peña Nieto, but it is clear that his former finance minister, Pedro Aspe, has his ear, and a host of old Priistas are hovering around the candidate waiting for another chance to be policy-makers.
While governor, Peña Nieto systematically built alliances with fellow governors in eight states (Chihuahua, Hidalgo, Nuevo León, Querétaro, Quintana Roo, Veracruz, Yucatán and Zacatecas). When PRI swept to victory in the 2009 mid-term elections, this success enshrined Peña Nieto as leader of PRI governors. His former financial chief, Videgaray, was elected deputy and chair of the budget committee, and from that platform became EPN’s political operator with the 238-strong PRI bloc in the Chamber of Deputies. This bloc went on to obstruct a labor reform and greatly dilute energy and fiscal reforms.  
Peña Nieto can make decisions, as shown in the move in May, 2006, to send in more than 3,000 state and federal police to dislodge farmers at San Salvador Atenco protesting against municipal authorities who prevented them from selling flowers in the public way. He has also acted quickly to divorce himself from allies who could taint him. His chosen candidate to lead the PRI through the 2012 campaign, governor Humberto Moreira of Coahuila, suddenly became a liability last year when a scandal erupted over the $3-billion state debt racked up with false documents. Moreira soon “resigned”, and was replaced by the more acceptable Senator Pedro Joaquín Coldwell. Peña Nieto saw to it that other questionable former governors (but not all) were kept off the 2012 slate of congressional candidates. “He is warm in his treatment, but cold in his decisions,” says former governor Alfredo del Mazo.
Peña Nieto takes heavy criticism for the way police force was used at Atenco and the rise in femicides in the state during his governorship. The violations at Atenco triggered the outburst of students’ indignation, shouting and accusations of “assassin” when the candidate visited the Iberoamericana university on May 11. This incident shook the carefully planned Peña Nieto campaign to its core, and was the wellspring for the student movement, #YoSoy132, which demands freedom of expression and an end to the television duopoly.  Later in May, at a meeting with Javier Sicilia and peace movement activists, EPN promised to create police protocols to prevent the “excesses” that occurred at Atenco. He was chastised by Sicilia who said, “You did not express a single word of compassion for the Atenco victims.” Peña replied that it was PRI legislator who had successfully pushed for passage of the Victims’ Law. 
Femicides in the state of Mexico rose significantly during his term as governor, increasing from 98 in 2005 to 138, 161, 176 and 205 in 2006, 2007, 2008 and 2009, respectively, for a total of 778. In the first eight months of 2010, there were 144 femicides, reports Cimac news agency. State authorities minimized the growing trend, reducing the total of femicides from 944 to 468, arguing falsely that civil society had reported deaths by accident and that not all the women were from the state of Mexico (so they didn’t count) and claiming that only 14 percent of the killings had signs of being femicides, according to a report by OSF partner Centro Pro. The majority of femicides claimed the lives of young women and occurred in public spaces such as schools or the workplace, in contrast with official claims that the killings were domestic crimes. Impunity prevails; although a preliminary investigation was opened in the majority of cases, only 42 percent of cases were brought to trial and only 15 percent of cases ended with a conviction, reports Centro Pro. (For a rough comparison, Mexico City’s attorney general released figures June 10 indicating that between January 2009 and March 2012, 326 femicides were committed. The 326 preliminary investigations led to the detention of 69 people; in the majority of cases solved, the murderers were persons close to the victim, reports Reforma.)
The deepest public questioning of EPN’s personal background stems from the death of his first wife, Mónica Pretelini, in 2007, at a young age. When asked about her death in 2009 by Univisión’s Jorge Ramos, Peña Nieto was unable to explain it. He couldn’t remember the name of the illness she had—“it’s something like epilepsy,” he said, adding that he was away when she died of “an attack”. In a second interview with Ramos in 2011, Peña Nieto corrected the record, saying his earlier response had been a “lapsus”. His wife suffered from epileptic attacks at the time which caused cardiac “insufficiency”, and when he arrived home he found her in shock and not breathing. She was rushed to the hospital but was brain dead. Media speculation had it that Peña Nieto might have been involved in her demise or she might have committed suicide. No more is known. In a separate 2009 interview, Peña Nieto said of the differences with his first wife, “They had a basis: my infidelities. I’ve carried that weakness since a young age.” A book about his affairs and relationships has been published this year but there has been little fanfare stemming from it since affairs are considered normal among Mexican men.
This year, Peña Nieto was forced to recognize two illegitimate children (one deceased) by two women. A mistress of nine years, by whom he has a son, has posted on social networks information about his failure to provide support for the child. His three children by Mónica Pretelini have remained with him, although gossip has it he has always been an inattentive father. In November 2010, he married Angélica Rivera, a soap opera star for Televisa, in a ceremony worthy of a state wedding, and she has been an asset on the campaign trail.
In the presidential campaign, EPN has signed commitments in all of the states he has visited. A sample of the notarized commitments include: keep federal forces deployed in Guerrero and naval forces on the streets in Veracruz until order and peace are reestablished; review state finances of Chihuahua “to increase its competitiveness”; expand educational opportunities for youth by building three new prep schools in Tijuana; build coastal highways in the oil region of Tamaulipas and Veracruz; support a bullet train between Mexico City and Querétaro, etc. 
The PAN has successfully attacked Peña Nieto’s efficient image with an effective series of spots that show footage of dirt or cracked roads where paved highways had been promised and similar failed promises. It shoots holes in the image of Peña Nieto the doer and implicitly questions how public funds might have been spent.
His attention to regional differences in Mexico and the promise to respond to local needs replicates an old style of PRI campaigns dating from the 1950s and 1960s, say political analysts. Then, the presidential candidate visited each state two to three times and gave a unique speech at each place. In a series of promotional spots filmed in every state, an informally dressed EPN strolls in front of an emblematic landmark of the state, greets a few individuals and promises an important improvement for the area. This reflects the reality that Mexico is no longer homogenous, and he is the first PRI candidate to rescue this campaign style in 30 years.  In the first six weeks of the campaign, PRI aired 13,725 spots of different formats (including the visits to states), giving him exposure 326 times a day on five national channels. (Vásquez Mota was second in exposure with 8,000 spots.)
Three leading proposals of Peña Nieto are to open the Pemex oil monopoly to private and foreign investment, increase fiscal revenues by applying a value-added tax on food and medicines and create flexible rules for hiring and firing in the labor market. All are controversial, especially for many in PRI and for most PRD politicians. Peña Nieto proposes to win approval for these fundamental reforms (which have been stalled since plural congresses were first elected in 1997) by creating what he calls “stable majorities” in congress. He would enact a “majority clause” that would give an absolute majority to the party that wins the highest plurality in the congressional races. Another proposed measure would eliminate 100 deputies elected by proportional representation, or half of those elected in a voting system that guarantees the presence in the Chamber of Deputies of small parties. This would have the effect of increasing the proportion of deputies elected by absolute majority, making it easier for the party that takes the most districts to win more than 50 percent of the seats in the lower house and would reduce “disproportional” representation of minority parties, says Peña Nieto. During the campaign, he has also proposed to eliminate 30 (out of 128) Senate seats. “In a democratic system, the government needs majorities to be efficient,” he writes. He seeks to move the country from an electoral democracy to “a democracy with results”. 
The proposal for stable majorities recalls the days when PRI held the presidency and an absolute majority in congress. The president could take initiatives and give orders, and congressional approval assured that decisions would be implemented. This “authoritarian and centralized system never allowed for the building of institutions,” writes Luis Rubio of CIDAC. 
Peña Nieto has twice been a “unity candidate”. This is a common practice in PRI, but political analysts say that he won the presidential nomination over rivals with greater strength than any other candidate in the entire history of PRI. His interpretation of the forced withdrawal of rivals is that he became candidate “by agreement”.  His notions of how to achieve majorities in congress reflect a legitimate frustration with the gridlock that has paralyzed reforms for 15 years, but they hark back to the days of former Pres. Carlos Salinas who created a “governability clause” to inflate PRI’s minority into a majority and then engineered a historic wave of privatizations (including selling all the banks) and deregulation of markets. 
With respect to recent political reform moves, Peña Nieto favors legislative initiatives presented by citizens, referendum and independent candidates but opposes reelection and a second round in the presidential election.   
The strong suit of a Peña Nieto presidency would be economic policy. He would maintain macroeconomic stability and his economic agenda would advance neo-liberal policies by opening more sectors to private involvement, promoting competitiveness and, he says, sustainable development. His economic modernization agenda reflects continuity with the policies of Carlos Salinas.
Peña Nieto’s performance at the Cumbre Ciudadana, a meeting in May of 300 civil society organizations, typifies his style and limitations.  López Obrador and Vásquez Mota had entered the assembly hall with minimal security and no fanfare to receive the citizens’ demands and reply in a speech. Before Peña Nieto arrived, dozens of PRI flunkies set up security lines and he made a triumphal entrance surrounded by a swarm of media and apparatchik. The hall was peppered with PRI security personnel. He appealed to civil society by citing his 10-point program for a democratic presidency, presented the day before at a meeting with intellectuals. When it came time to explain some of the 10 points—each summarized in phrases of two or three words—he stumbled on a few. In fact, he couldn’t even give a brief or accurate description of his point number 6, “no discrimination”.
The PRI: Is There a New PRI?
Political analysts have examined the PRI to determine whether the old state party that ran Mexico for 71 years has reformed or modernized itself. A wide consensus of political analysts from the left, center and right agree that the PRI is not reformed. There is no evidence that a new generation of party leaders or cadres has been trained in new thinking or practices. PRI technocrats were out of work during the PAN administrations, 2000-12, and these same party hacks will move back into government. While PRI rhetoric has become more sophisticated, the PRI style of operating will be to reach agreements like those it has with television networks which protect the image of EPN and then receive a favor from government, says analyst Jorge Chabat. In states it governs, such as Veracruz and Coahuila, the PRI continues to act as “the party of anti-democracy,” says historian and political analyst Lorenzo Meyer. Until there is evidence to the contrary, the consensus is that today’s PRI is the old PRI.
Civil Society and the Presidential Campaigns
The campaigns run by all the candidates have done little to respond to citizens’ concerns. The leading issues for citizens this year are, first, the economy’s weak performance and, second, insecurity. The backdrop to the campaign is widespread disillusionment with the lack of progress made in Mexico under democratic regimes. Candidates offer promises to improve the economy but they are general, the international context is worsening and the peso has dropped quite sharply in the last few weeks. In the security arena, candidates are not providing details about policy because there is no real, viable or immediate alternative to Calderón’s deployment of army troops since there are too few trained civilian police to cover the needs. 
A new feature of this year’s presidential race has been a high level of engagement between the four candidates and civil society. A host of CSOs have organized public meetings where the candidates are presented with a civil society agenda and respond by making commitments to engage in continuing dialogue with civil society, include the civil society demands in their program of government and follow through on implementing policies that respond to the civil society demands. These meetings are structured such that the candidates must first listen to the diagnosis of problems and demands for actions and only after hearing the complete civil society agenda do the candidates speak. This format is a novelty in political discourse in Mexico which is normally dominated by politicians.
The candidates have met with a coalition of CSOs focused on educational reform, the transparency network Red por la Rendición de Cuentas representing 60 organizations and the Cumbre Ciudadana which brought together 300 CSOs from across the country and across sectors including victims’ organizations, the Javier Sicilia peace movement, groups focused on public security, violence against women, indigenous, transparency, political reform, consumer rights and others. 
Through these meetings, civil society has been given a larger role than in prior presidential campaigns. Analysts are skeptical that these meetings will prove to be significant in setting a presidential agenda. It is easy for civil society to be eclipsed by movements that take to public spaces such as the Sicilia peace movement and, more recently, #YoSoy132. 
The Cumbre Ciudadana could become the exception. This event was unprecedented in size. No other civil society effort had brought together 300 organizations. This group reached consensus on an agenda that included priority programs for political reform, transparency and accountability, quality public education, citizen security and human rights and strengthening civil society. Media covered the Cumbre extensively. The Cumbre’s consensus agenda positions civil society to press demands from a representative group with a new administration.
Presidential candidates have also met with many other citizen and private sector groups. In turn, each candidate has met with representatives of a group of 48 intellectuals and former senior government officials who posed a set of questions about public policy that could, in the view of this group, transform Mexico. As is the custom, the candidates make the round of the powerful business associations like the Consejo Coordinador Empresarial (CCE) and the Mexican Bankers’ Association. López Obrador has had much more entrée with business groups this year than in the previous campaign because Monterrey businessman Alfonso Romo has swung his support to PRD (judging the PAN and PRI governments to have been ineffective) and opened doors for him. The business groups carry more heft with candidates than civil society and the candidates are more likely to have ongoing relationships with business personalities than with civil society leaders.
The challenges ahead for civil society after the election will be discussed in a future report.
