Who are drug traffickers voting for?
By Viridiana Rios

 "It seems like the only ones that are accepted [by drug traffickers] are the PRI candidates," said Jesus Ortega, national leader of the PRD, a couple of weeks ago. PAN agrees. Francisco Javier Garza, president of the PAN in Tamaulipas, decided not to postulate candidates for the local elections because of "organized crime pressures." The PAN and the PRD are sure: drug traffickers love PRI. Do they? 

Indeed, the PRI seems suspiciously close to drug trafficking. An example: organized crime has not allowed the nomination of any but PRI candidates in several municipalities of Tamaulipas. Another: Roberto Madrazo's campaign in the state of Tabasco cost more than President Clinton’s campaing (and it was rumored that his main campaign office was the home of a well known drug dealer). 

And yet, the truth is that evidence won’t support the claim that traffickers favor the PRI. 
Actually, supporting the PAN would entail some benefits for traffickers. Indeed,  it was a PAN government the one who began in 2007 the strongest offensive against drug trafficking in Mexico since the seventies, but the results of such offensive have been mostly poor. Organized crime does not seem to be losing the war on drugs. By keeping the PAN in power, traffickers will ensure that, at least in the short term, Mexico’s security policy will follow the same unsuccessful path. Furthermore, during the PAN government, the Federal Office of the Attorney General (PGR, in Spanish) has been reluctant to promote lawsuits against local politicians related to organized crime. For example, Leonel Godoy, current governor of Michoacan State, was not investigated when it was discovered that his brother was a drug trafficker. A weak PGR promotes impunity, which happens to be the criminal’s favorite candy.

And what about supporting the PRD? Well, it is certainly possible. Last year, ten PRD mayors of Michoacan State were arrested under drug crime charges. At least in those municipalities supporting the PRD would seem appealing. 

If anything has become clear in this electoral period is that organized crime does not have a favorite party. Candidates from all three parties have been threatened, killed and kidnapped: earlier this month, the PRI candidate for the municipality of Rafael Delgado was threatened by four armed men driving a van without license plates; Jose Guajardo, PAN candidate for Valle Hermoso, was killed for refusing to quite out of the race; Martha Porras, candidate for Nuevo Laredo under the PRD is missing, along with several of his relatives. 
Organized crime does not favor any democratic party in Mexico, organized crime dislikes democracy. Criminals engage in politics to better do their illegal business. They want calm because war is bad for sales. Their strategy is simple: help the candidate who will not harm their profits. How? Money. It is well known that a candidate’s popular support is positively correlated with campaign spending. Spending more increases the chances to win an election. Yet, money does not buy electoral results systematically, chances are that even with the support of traffickers, a candidate will loose the election. Democracy then is not that good of a deal for traffickers, it is costly and uncertain. 

Crime wonders. How to place their favorite candidate in office without spending that much money? Well, in states in which the winner comes always from the same party, where winning the party’s primary elections is tantamount to being elected for office, things are simplified considerably. In states without political alternation, such as Tamaulipas and Colima, electing the candidate of the dominant party means electing the winner, there is no need to spend a penny. The lack of democratic competition facilitates the work of drug traffickers. Criminals just have to influence the selection of the candidate via force, corruption or threats and that’s it. Zero uncertainty, zero spending. A sweet deal.
No wonder then, that organized crime deter electoral competition all around Mexico. They do not do it, as PAN and PRD argue, to favor the PRI but to save money. Business, pure business. Electoral competition is expensive. Period.
Things get even worse. Without competition, politicians can be overtly related to the drug trafficking industry and still, get elected. Mario Anguiano, the current governor of Colima State, has a brother who is serving a ten-year sentence for selling methamphetamine, and a cousin sentenced to 27 years in prison at the U.S. under drug trafficking charges. In Colima, the PRI has never lost. Never since the Mexican Revolution. Never ever. 
Simple. Simple. Organized crime does not support a party, it prefers not to have parties. It prefers authoritarianism, not democracy. Democracy is expensive and uncertain. An authoritarian regime is the ultimate dream of criminals. If organized crime voted, they would vote for the come back of Porfirio Diaz (Mexican dictator for more than thirty years).

And that's where we, voters, come into picture. Let’s promote political alternation and democratic competition. Our vote may hinder corruption. Electoral uncertainty is bad for illegal business and the good news are that we control it. 
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