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This book is perhaps the most comprehensive explanation to date of Mexico’s
gradual transition to democracy, written from a novel perspective that pits oppo-
sition activists’ postelectoral conflicts against their usage of regime-constructed
electoral courts at the center of the democratization process. It addresses the
puzzle of why, during key moments of Mexico’s twenty-seven-year democratic
transition, opposition parties failed to use autonomous electoral courts estab-
lished to mitigate the country’s often violent postelectoral disputes, despite for-
mal guarantees of court independence from the Party of the Institutional Rev-
olution, Mexico’s ruling party for seventy-one years preceding the watershed
2000 presidential elections. Drawing on hundreds of author interviews through-
out Mexico over a five-year period and extensive original archival research, the
author explores choices by the rightist National Action Party and the leftist
Party of the Democratic Revolution between postelectoral conflict resolution
through electoral courts and traditional routes – mobilization and bargaining
with the Party of the Institutional Revolution authoritarians. He argues that
these mobilizations divided the ruling party and facilitated the National Action
Party’s watershed presidential victory in 2000.
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Económicas (CIDE), where I was graciously received as a visiting scholar

© Cambridge University Press www.cambridge.org

Cambridge University Press
0521820014 - Courting Democracy in Mexico: Party Strategies and Electoral Institutions
Todd A. Eisenstadt
Frontmatter
More information

http://www.cambridge.org/0521820014
http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org


Acknowledgments xv

during my first year of field research, granted me access to his unique
collection of all of Mexico’s state electoral codes during the 1990s. A spe-
cial debt is also owed to UCSD colleague Alain de Remes, who shared
his database of otherwise unmanageable local electoral data. Hundreds
of electoral authorities and party leaders at the national level and in
Mexico’s states also offered extensive assistance and access to informa-
tion, and while they cannot all be mentioned here, many of those in-
terviewed are cited in the bibliography. Several research assistants also
helped make this project possible. Special thanks are due to electoral
court research coordinators Carla Barba and Amilcar Peláez Valdés, ded-
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