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Abstract

When and why do citizens living amid criminal violence pour into the streets
to demand peace and justice, regardless of the risks that protesting in such
context may entail? In such adverse conditions, how and when does protest take
place? To answer these questions, this project draws on original survey data
collected in Mexico in 2012, an original dataset on protest events in reaction
to violent crime during the 2006-2012 period across Mexican states, as well
as in-depth interviews with participants of such protests. At the aggregate
level, this paper shows that violence, combined with a vibrant civil society,
stimulate citizen mobilization. Similarly, at the individual level, citizens that
have been victims of crime and those connected to mobilizing networks are
more likely to participate in protests against insecurity than non-victims and
“socially disconnected” individuals. Qualitative interviews with participants
of such events help understand the process through which networks reshape
the understanding of the dangers associated with activism in the midst of
violence. This evidence contributes to the prevailing literature on victimization
and political participation and provides new compelling answers on when and
how experience with violence can in fact encourage involvement in politics and
promote democratic accountability.
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When and why citizens decide to take to the streets to demand their rights, despite

the high costs and minimal expected benefits that such actions may entail, are ques-

tions that economists, sociologists and political scientists alike have attempted to

answer from di↵erent perspectives. A particularly puzzling issue is the occurrence of

protest in the midst of violence. The literature on contentious politics has mainly

focused on how violence produced by the state forces in the form of repression shapes

protest and rebellion. What the precise relationship is remains a debate, because

government coercion produces mixed e↵ects on popular mobilization. Repression by

regimes may either increase or decrease dissent by opposition groups (Lichbach 1987;

Rasler 1996; Fearon and Laitin 2003; Davenport, Armstrong and Lichbach 2006; Sam-

banis and Zinn 2006). Much less is known about how violence produced by criminal

organizations a↵ects protest. This paper seeks to understand the role that criminal

violence plays in non-electoral forms of participation.

Over the past decade, citizens in Colombia, Guatemala, Mexico, and Venezuela

have poured into the streets demanding an end to criminal violence. In countries

where homicide rates are comparable to those in regions facing civil wars 1, citizens

have engaged in marches, blockades, and hunger strikes, among other forms of protest,

to denounce cases of civilian victimization, expose violence, and demand peace and

justice. Such actions are not without risk. In some instances, protesters have been

threatened or have even put their lives at risk. In addition, the chances of a↵ecting

security policies and achieving justice are likely to be minimal. Since criminal violence

is often the result of the collusion between organized criminal groups and state agents

(Arias 2006a; Eaton 2006; Bailey and Taylor 2009; Snyder and Durán-Mart́ınez 2009;

1According to the United Nations O�ce on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), in 2011, Colombia had
a homicide rate of 33.2; Guatemala, 38.5; Mexico, 23.7; and Venezuela, 45.1
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Cruz 2012; Acemoglu, Robinson and Santos 2009), authorities do not have incentives

to resolve cases and administer justice e↵ectively. If that is the case, when and why

do civilians living amid criminal violence act collectively to demand peace and justice,

regardless of the risks that protesting in such context may entail?

The grievance school would suggest that experience of victimization pushes in-

dividuals to protest. However, if that was the case, countries facing security crises,

such as the ones mentioned above, should exhibit frequent and sustained protest cy-

cles. Yet, that does not occur. Instead, marches for peace are occasional events. As

the structuralist school argues (Tarrow 1994; McAdam, Zald and McCarthy 2004;

McAdam 2010), for collective action to occur, grievances must be accompanied by

political opportunities, mobilizing resources, and frames.

This paper argues that while violence and victimization experiences provide an

initial motivation for the organization of protests against insecurity, social networks

are crucial for overcoming the risks associated with participation in the midst of

violence. Networks help its participants reach a common understanding of the issue

of crime and shape their perceptions of the dangers they face.

To test this argument, I rely on the Mexican case and examine participation

in protest activity related to issues of violence and insecurity in Mexico during the

2006-2012 period, when the federal government began an open confrontation with

criminal organizations. By combining an original survey data collected in Mexico in

2012, an original dataset on protest events in reaction to violent crime from 2006 to

2012 across Mexican states, as well as in-depth interviews with participants of such

protests, this paper helps understand the logic of non-electoral participation in the

midst of violence both at the micro- and macro-level.

After discussing the literature on victimization and participation, I examine how

criminal violence shapes citizen mobilization e↵orts against crime and insecurity. I
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also explain the role that social networks play in the individual decision to participate

in such high-risk actions. Next, I provide an overview of citizen mobilization in

reaction to violence in Mexico, as well as the challenges that participants have been

confronted with. I then present aggregate-level evidence which shows that violence,

combined with a vibrant civil society, stimulate citizen mobilization. In addition,

individual survey data reveals that citizens that have been victims of crime and

those connected to mobilizing networks are more likely to participate in protests

against insecurity than non-victims and socially disconnected individuals. Finally,

qualitative interviews with participants of such events help understand the process

through which networks reshape the understanding of the dangers associated with

activism in the midst of violence.

This paper contributes to the prevailing literature on victimization and political

participation and provides new compelling answers on when and how experience with

violence and victimization experiences can in fact encourage involvement in politics

and promote democratic accountability.

1 Violence, Victimization, and Non-Electoral Forms

of Participation

Recent works on the legacies of violence have found a positive relationship between

the experience of victimization and participation (Bellows and Miguel 2009; Blattman

2009; Bateson 2012; Rojo-Mendoza 2013). Under these views, the image of disengaged

and alienated victims has little support. On the contrary, victims are conceptualized

as social and political activists.

Two di↵erent explanations have been provided to explain the positive relation-

ship between violence victimization and participation. First, according to the post-

3



traumatic growth theory, individuals that go through a traumatic experience tend to

have a greater sense of personal strength (Tedeschi and Calhoun 2004), which is ar-

gued to push victims to participate in politics (Blattman 2009). A second possibility

is that increased participation is a way for victims to express their feelings of anger

and frustration, and mitigate the emotional consequences of victimization (Bateson

2012).

As the literature on emotions and politics suggests, emotional responses play in-

fluential roles in political behavior, particularly in political participation (Marcus

and Micha 1993; Jasper 1998; Jennings 1999; Marcus, Neuman and MacKuen 2000).

However, the relationship between a victims emotions and subsequent behavior is

not straightforward. One must di↵erentiate between emotions. While some victims

may experience anger and be drawn to participate as a result of such feeling, some

others may experience fear. Fear is a response to an external threat over which the

individual has little control of. Do feelings of fear push victims to participate? Ac-

cording to Huddy, Feldman and Cassese (2007), fear is associated with heightened

vigilance, increased sensitivity to threat, and behavior avoidance. Moreover, psychol-

ogists suggest that violent victimization undermine perceptions of individual agency,

and victims see themselves as weak and out of control (Jano↵-Bulman and Frieze

1983; Lisa, Sakheim and Abrahamson 1988; Macmillan 2001). This translates into a

decreased sense of e�cacy, which is a fundamental element for the individual decision

to participate in politics. How do victims overcome fear and decide to take action is

an issue that prevailing literature has failed to address.

We must also consider that not all victims take action. Moreover, non-victims

living in violent contexts take action because violence a↵ects them too, even if only

indirectly. The victimization argument would, therefore, overestimate collective ac-

tion as well as levels of participation when, in fact, aggregate-level evidence suggest

4



a negative relationship between violence and participation (Buvinic, Morrison and

Shifter 1999; Arias 2006a). Beyond the direct experience with violence, this strand of

the literature fails to explain which individuals are most likely to participate, when,

where, how and why.

Furthermore, the above cited works do not distinguish among non-electoral forms

of participation. If it is true that victims seek for participation opportunities as a

way to “constructively express their anger and frustration” (Bateson 2012:572), it is

not clear that participating in a march for peace provides the same level of expressive

benefit as participating in a general political meeting or talking with others about

politics. Why should victims be expected to participate in all kinds of protests and

political activities, regardless of whether they are related to security issues or not?

Victims do not only seek to express themselves. Above all, they seek justice and they

participate and mobilize accordingly.

Finally, the existing studies on victimization and participation fail to consider the

context in which the latter takes place. What we know about the relationship between

collective action and violence is derived from studies on state repression directed

against protest (Lichbach 1987; Rasler 1996; Fearon and Laitin 2003; Davenport,

Armstrong and Lichbach 2006; Sambanis and Zinn 2006). Much less is known about

how violence produced by criminal organizations may a↵ect non-electoral forms of

participation.

In regions permeated by high-levels of criminal violence, citizen e↵orts to denounce

and control violence, either through protest or lobby, face many risks (Arias 2006a).

In fact, violence shapes the limits and possibilities of associative action (Pearce 2007).

First, participants of such actions may be threatened or co-opted by criminals and

their allies into not pressing for reforms. Second, mobilization against violence is

unlikely because residents are too afraid of organized crime groups, but also because
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these groups might be active in the provision of services that the state fails to provide

and mobilization e↵orts jeopardizes such provision (Arias 2006b). As a result, in some

highly violent areas in Colombia and Guatemala, civil society organizations have had

to operate semi-clandestinely (Pearce 2007).

To understand the logic of participation in the midst of violence, I focus on protest

events in reaction to crime. I also look beyond the individual experience with crime

and seek to understand who participates, as well as when and why such participation

occurs. I argue that increasing levels of insecurity provide incentives for mobiliza-

tion. However, given the risks associated with participation in violent contexts, it

is also important to develop a vibrant civil society and strong social embeddedness.

Social networks help potential participants build a common identity and modify their

perceptions of the dangers they face as activists in the midst of violence.

2 Collective Action amid Criminal Violence

2.1 The logic of criminal violence

In order to understand how criminal violence shapes non-electoral participation, we

must first understand the logic of such violence.

Informal government protection networks are crucial for the operation of criminal

groups. Through such informal arrangements, government refrains from enforcing the

law or, alternatively, enforce it selectively against the rivals of a criminal organization,

in exchange of a share of the profits generated by the organization, the provision of

information about rivals, or the containment of violence, if necessary (Snyder and

Durán-Mart́ınez 2009:254-255). Multiple accounts from various cases, ranging from

Colombia to China, have demonstrated this criminal-political nexus (Felbab-Brown

2010; Arias 2006a; Chin and Godson 2006)
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Violence is often the result of changes within such protection networks. When

organized crime groups (OCGs) multiply, protectors fight in their attempt to guard

their protected organizations (Snyder and Durán-Mart́ınez 2009). When protectors

change, protection arrangements need to be renegotiated. In the meantime, the

monopoly tra�cking routes becomes uncertain and violence is the only means avail-

able for protecting OCGs territories (Trejo and Ley 2013). Overall, competition,

either among protectors or criminal organizations, produces violence. Most impor-

tantly, in both cases, violence is the result of the collusion between organized criminal

groups and state. This implies that authorities often lack incentives to control vi-

olence, resolve cases of victimization, and administer justice e↵ectively. What does

violence derived from the collusion between criminals and government authorities

imply for citizen participation?

Increased violence certainly produces a sense of outrage and provides a motivation

for taking action. However, given the collusion between organized criminal groups

and state agents, denouncing violent acts –through marches, demonstrations, road

blockages, community meetings, labor strikes, sit-ins, among other forms of collective

mobilization– involves high risks. Criminal groups may feel threatened by actions

that involve a call for stronger state reactions to crime or demand reforms to the

judicial or political system. In addition, given that these acts of protest are likely

to have a clear government target and that participants are likely to expose the

corruption and impunity within the justice system, state actors also become a threat

to any popular mobilization aiming to oppose and control violence. As noted by

Arias (2006a) in his study of Brazilian neighborhood associations, leaders of social

movements may be threatened or co-opted by criminals and their allies –both in

the political sphere and among security forces– into not pressing for political change

and judicial reforms. Therefore, following (McAdam 1986), collective action in the
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midst of such violent context implies high-risk/cost activism. Moreover, in addition

to the anticipated dangers of engaging in protest against violence, the probability of

succeeding in the control of violence is minimal.

How and why do individuals get involved in such risky forms of action? How do

individuals come together to a common understanding of their personal experience

with violence and decide to take out to the streets? To answer these questions we

must turn to social networks.

2.2 Networks as mediators of participation in the midst of

violence

Networks have been shown to play a crucial role in the decision to participate in

social movements (della Porta 1988; dellaPorta 1995; Diani 1995; Fernandez and

McAdam 1989; Friedman and McAdam 1992; Fujii 2008; Gould 1995; Klandermans

and Oegema 1987; Klandermans 1997; Marwell and Oliver 1993; McAdam 1982, 1988;

McAdam and Paulsen 1993; Oberschall 1973, 1993; Passy 2001, 2002; Rosenthal et al.

1985; Scacco 2010; Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson 1980). Networks play diverse

functions, at di↵erent points of the participation process, under di↵erent circum-

stances. In addition to networks’ role in recruiting potential participants, Passy

(2002) proposes two supplementary functions: “Networks socialize and build indi-

vidual identities (socializing function)”, and they also “shape individual preferences

before individuals decide to join a movement (shaping function on actors’ decisions)”.

These two functions are particularly important for the occurrence of protest against

insecurity in the midst of a violent context. Networks bring individuals together to:

1) exchange views on the prevailing violence; 2) reach a common identity and un-

derstanding of the issue; 3) provide opportunities for collective participation; and 4)

shape and redefine their perceptions of the risks that collective action in the midst
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of violence involves.

2.2.1 The socializing function of networks

According to Passy (2002), the socializing function creates an initial disposition to

participate. Those that engage in collective action necessarily share certain norms

and values related to the specific area of political contention. Sharing takes place

through social relations that build and reinforce identities.

As shown by sociologists, sharing is a particularly important process for victims

of violence. LeJeune and Alex (1973) studied victims of robbery and concluded

that it is a psychological need of the victim to tell others, to “relive and relieve”

the anxiety the experience has created. Discussants also help to define the meaning

of the crime as they share their own experiences or those of others. The authors

further suggest that for all discussants in a network, regardless of whether they have

been victimized, have their awareness of crime raised: “Through such communication

networks, the victims create little cultures that give character, texture, and context

to their plight. In this way others participate with the victim in the recreation of

the mugging encounter, give it meaning, and most important, assist in establishing

survival patterns to correspond with the new threat that has entered the persons life”

(LeJeune and Alex 1973:279).

The above discussion suggests that it is through social networks that victims share

their personal experiences, as part of their coping mechanisms, and along the way

they are able to build a common identity. Moreover, socialization helps build trust

among participants, which is fundamental for collective action. Recall that violence

has been associated with diminished trust (Brehm and Rahn 1997; Cuesta, Alda and

Lamas 2007). It is through networks that trust can be rebuilt among victims and

non-victims living in violent contexts.

9



As powerful as building a common identity can be, it cannot trigger participation

and corresponding organization e↵orts. At this point, networks have only helped to

increase the potential number of participants, by putting them in contact and forging

an identity among them. While disposition to participate has increased, it remains

latent and is not automatically translated into action (Ajzen and Fishbein 1980; Passy

2002). The next step is to be provided with an opportunity to participate. Through

the socialization process, networks provide information about such opportunities. As

found by many, knowing someone who is already involved in a particular cause will

be more inclined to participate in it (della Porta 1988; dellaPorta 1995; Gould 1993,

1995; Klandermans 1997; McAdam 1986, 1988; Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson

1980; Scacco 2010). As participants of networks forge identities, and build trust

among themselves, they are able to find and share reliable information that includes

the availability of instances in which to come together as a group.

2.2.2 The shaping function of networks

When living in a violent context, the immediate concern is survival, followed by the

need to resolve cases of victimization and access to justice. However, the options

available to achieve such goals are particularly limited. As noted before, taking

action for that purpose is costly. Networks can help reshape the understanding of

the dangers associated with activism in the midst of violence.

As network participants share their experiences with violence and the justice sys-

tem, they are able to find commonalities with others. Through this process, their

motivations are no longer exclusively self-oriented, but also other-oriented. As the

commitment to the cause broadens and individuals become more engaged, the in-

dividual sensitivity to threat diminishes. The commitment to the network and its

participants can even outweigh the concern for one’s needs (Loveman 1998).
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Coming together as a group has the additional side-e↵ect of raising the costs to

violent actors of silencing individual groups (Arias 2004). Dense interpersonal net-

works tend to insulate activists and subsequently, this contributes to their intensified

commitment and willingness to act despite possible risks (Loveman 1998).

Simultaneously, perceptions of expected utility and likelihood of success are also

transformed. Interactions with network participants demonstrates not only that there

is a chance to take action but that such action may bring about an opportunity to

resolve their cases and achieve justice. Through collective action, violence is ex-

posed and the likelihood of government response, or at least the perception of such

likelihood, increases. Thus, social networks help improve the perceptions about the

expected benefits from participation and overall chances of success.

Finally, we must consider the possibility that network interaction helps frame the

responsibility attribution process. Javeline (2003) insists on the importance of blame

attribution in collective action. However, she is unable to provide an explanation

of how the grievance is framed in participants minds and how the responsibility

attribution process takes place. The networks’ reshaping function also contributes at

this stage. Extant work on social networks further suggests that these are particularly

important in the process of belief- and preference-formation (Baker, Ames and Reno

2006; Covington and Taylor 1991; Druckman and Nelson 2003; Huckfeldt and Sprague

2000; Huckfeldt, Johnson and Sprague 2005; Zuckerman 2005). In this case, shared

experiences would be expected to help redefine victimization (Jano↵-Bulman and

Frieze 1983; LeJeune and Alex 1973), and subsequently contribute to the identication

of the actor(s) liable for causal- and solution-responsibility.

Given the above discussion, I would expect that, at the macro-level:

H1 Regions with higher levels of violence are more likely to experience greater levels

of protest against crime.
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However, given the risks that such mobilizations imply, as well as the need for

social networks that help overcome such dangers and pull citizens to the streets, I

propose that:

H2 Regions with high density of civil society organizations are more likely to expe-

rience greater levels of protest against insecurity.

At the individual level of analysis, I anticipate that participation will vary in

accordance with the following hypotheses:

H3 Victims of violence are more likely to participate in acts of protest against inse-

curity.

H4 Individuals inserted in mobilizing networks are more likely to participate in

protests against insecurity.

3 Violence, Victims, and Protest against Insecu-

rity in Mexico: History, Risks, and Challenges

I test the proposed hypotheses on the Mexican case. Since the mid-1990s, violence

has been a constant in the northern part of Mexico. However, beginning in 2006,

violence expanded to other regions. As a result of criminal activity and the milita-

rized strategy followed by the federal government to crackdown organized crime, the

country experienced unprecedented levels of insecurity. In the face of rising violence,

Mexican citizens have made an e↵ort to keep government authorities accountable

for the issue of insecurity through diverse non-electoral mechanisms. Responses have

been varied and associated risks have been evident. This section provides an overview

of citizen mobilization in reaction to violence in Mexico, as well as the challenges that

such e↵orts have been confronted with.
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Some of the first citizen mobilization e↵orts occurred in the northern state of

Chihuahua, where drug-tra�cking organizations attempts to gain access to smug-

gling routes and the American market have combined with cultural, economic, and

political changes in the region and resulted in increased violence, particularly that

directed against women. Femicides have mobilized hundreds of mothers who untir-

ingly demand justice for the unsolved murders of their daughters and search for the

many more who have been abducted (Bejarano 2002). In fact, some of them have

founded non-governmental organizations to provide psychological and legal help to

other mothers and relatives of victims of femicides. Such is the case of Nuestras

Hijas de Regreso a Casa in Juarez, Chihuahua and Justicia para Nuestras Hijas in

Chihuahua, Chihuahua. Not only have they organized marches, sit-ins, and demon-

strations, but they have also taken an active role in the investigation of their daugh-

ters disappearances and murders, ultimately pushing authorities to conduct thorough

research for the resolution of their cases.

Such activism has taken its toll. On December 2011, Norma Andrade, founder

of the organization Nuestras Hijas de Regreso a Casa and mother of Lilia Alejandra

–murdered in 2001– was attacked by gunmen. Threats continued and Andrade was

forced to leave Juarez (Martinez 2012). Other activists have not been able to leave

on time and have become direct victims of violence. That was the case of Marisela

Escobedo. After a month of intense protest against the release of the main suspect

of her daughters killing and denouncing the corruption of the Chihuahua judicial

system, Escobedo was shot dead in front of the governors o�ce building (Ellingwood

2010).

These events occurred in the midst of increased and widespread violence that fol-

lowed after president Felipe Calderon began a militarized strategy against organized

crime. The battle between drug cartels, their private armies, and government secu-
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rity forces resulted in over 50,000 deaths in the 2006-2012 period (Reforma 2013),

over 5,000 disappearances (ACNUR 2012), and approximately 200,000 were displaced

from their place of residence as a result of violence (Internal Displacement Monitor-

ing Centre 2011). In addition, the deployment of more than 50,000 soldiers for the

conduction of counter-narcotic operations was associated with increased human rights

violations (Human Rights Watch 2011; Alvarez 2012). A↵ected by such violence, ei-

ther directly or indirectly, citizens have reacted and mobilized accordingly.

Ciudad Juarez was particularly shaken by violence. With over 2,000 murders in

2009 and more than 3,000 in 2010, the city became one of the worlds most violent

cities. From extortion to massacres, violence reached the civilian population. Most

notably, when sixteen teenagers were brutally assassinated on January 31, 2010, in

the neighborhood of Villas Salvarcar, people poured into the streets. At the same

time, the deployment of the federal forces in the city generated discontent among some

civil society groups and walks against militarization were organized on a weekly basis.

During one of such marches, a participating student, Jose Dario Alvarez Orrantia,

was shot and injured by the federal police (Bricker 2010). The latter argued that

since a couple of demonstrator had their faces covered, the police was forced to shoot

warning shots into the air. However, Dario’s body has perforated in multiple places.

Outside of Chihuahua, violence also pushed citizens out to the streets. Two critical

points stand out. First, on June 2008, Fernando Marti, son of the entrepreneur

Alejandro Marti, was kidnapped in Mexico City. On August 1, 2008, his body was

found in the trunk of an abandoned car. The public exposure of the case right when

the federal government was trying to convince the public opinion of the e↵ectiveness

of its strategy against organized crime, despite rising levels of violence, outraged

citizens across the country –particularly middle-class citizens who were often the

targets of kidnappings. On August 30, 2008, hundreds of thousands of citizens in
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eighty-eight cities participated in the national march “Iluminemos Mexico”2 that the

Marti family and civil society groups organized. Participants demanded an end to

violence, insecurity, and impunity.

Alejandro Marti founded his own non-governmental organization, Mexico SOS,

and has become one of the main activists in the issue of insecurity. However, this

has not translated into e↵ective results for the resolution of his son’s case. It took

two years for the authorities to find the criminals. Today, after five years of his son’s

murder, only one of the twenty-one that were involved in his assassination has been

convicted (LaRazon 2012).

Three years after this national mobilization, the son of renowned poet Javier

Sicilia, Juan Francisco Sicilia, was brutally assassinated along with six friends in

Temixco, Morelos by members of the Pacifico Sur Cartel. Sicilia made a call for

massive mobilization against crime. Quickly, marches for peace multiplied through-

out the country. This marked the beginning of a national victims’ movement, the

Movement for Peace with Justice and Dignity (MPJD). The movement’s “Caravans

for Peace” drew media attention –both at the national- and international-level– and

exposed cases of civilian victimization –ranging from extortion to massacres– that

the government had silenced or had even labeled as criminals.

The first caravan took place in June 2011 and traveled across nine states that in-

cluded high-violent cities in northern Mexico such as Torreon, Monterrey, Chihuahua,

and Ciudad Juarez. A second caravan traveled south in September 2011 and visited

eighteen cities including Xalapa and Acapulco, two of the most violent cities at the

time. Hundreds of cases were documented during these caravans and new citizen-led

groups emerged to attend victims and to advocate against violence, corruption and

impunity. In each of these events, victims and their relatives, who had not even dared

2Translates to: “Lets illuminate Mexico”
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to denounce the crimes they had been subjected to in the past few years, came out

to speak out loud in public plazas.

One of those cases was that of Nepomuceno Moreno, who publicly accused local

police o�cers in Obregon, Sonora for abducting his teenage son, Jorge, in collusion

with an organized crime group (Quintero and Castillo 2011). On October 2011,

Moreno participated in the Dialogue for Peace organized by the MPJD and pleaded

his case directly to Felipe Calderon. He told the president that he feared for his

own security and the safety of his family. A month later, Nepomuceno was shot to

death in an armed attack, right outside of his house. He was one of the nine political

activists against insecurity who were killed in 2011 in Mexico. Jorge is still missing.

In general, this initial overview of citizen-led protest against crime and insecurity

shows the challenges that its participants face. Due to corruption and impunity

in the judicial system, as well as the collusion between government authorities and

criminals, the probability of resolving cases of victimization is low. Most importantly,

citizens that take part these e↵ort are further exposed to violence and retaliation by

criminals and colluded o�cials.

4 Aggregate-level Data

4.1 Dependent variable

When analyzing protest against insecurity, I focus exclusively on mobilization events

organized by citizens as a means of expressing their opposition to a particular violent

event or general insecurity, as well as a way to demand specific changes to security

policies. This implies that protest events organized by criminal organizations against

a particular branch of government, a security policy, the police or the army are not

considered in this analysis. For example, protests organized by the criminal group
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La Familia in 2010 against the militarys presence in the state of Michoacan were not

considered in this analysis (InSightCrime 2010). Likewise, public forms of protests by

police forces demanding greater security for their working conditions are not included

either (Reyes 2011).

The statistical analysis of citizen protest against violence is based on the Mexican

Protest against Crime (MPC) Dataset. The MPC includes 1,014 protest events

organized by citizens against insecurity across thirty-one Mexican states between

2006 and 2012. The information is derived from a systematic review of fifty local

newspapers and one national newspaper 3.Through the use of multiple local sources,

event coverage is maximized while at the same time minimizing the geographical and

temporal biases of newspaper-generated data (Davenport 2007:5).

Based on the information from the MPC Dataset, I analyze the annual number

of protest events organized by Mexican citizens throughout thirty-one states, during

the most violent time period in recent Mexican history 4.

Acts of protest include: marches, demonstrations, road blockages, community

meetings with authorities, labor strikes, collective public prayers, sit-ins, collective

press conferences and releases, hunger strikes, distribution of flyers, collection of

signatures, and occupation of government buildings. Marches and demonstrations

are the most common form of collective action. Together, they make up 86 percent

of the total number of recorded events.

Figure 1 shows the yearly frequency of protests against insecurity from 2006

to 2012. As described before, national mobilization e↵orts in 2008 and 2011 greatly

increased the number of such events. Putting the Illuminemos Mexico marches (2008)

to the side, intensity of protests seems to have increased with the rising violence

experimented throughout the 2006-2012 period. Most activity took place in 2011 due

3See Table A in Appendix
4N= 31 states x 7 years = 217 observations
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to the emergence of the Movement for Peace. Mobilizations dropped significantly in

2012 when presidential elections took place.

Figure 1: Protest events against crime, 2006-2012

As shown in Figure 2 the intensity of protest against violence varied widely across

states. Chihuahua exhibits the highest levels of protest: 224 events (22 percent)

were organized between 2006 and 2012. Citizens in Guerrero organized 97 of the

protests (9.6 percent) occurring during that period. Sixty-six demonstrations took

place in Nuevo Leon (6.5 percent). It must be noted that these three states exhibited

the highest levels of violence during the Calderon administration. Baja California,

Sinaloa, and Veracruz registered moderate levels of protest, with over fifty events in

each. The remaining states exhibited much lower levels of protest.

18



Figure 2: Geographical distribution of protest against crime, 2006-2012

4.2 Independent variables

4.2.1 Violence

In order to examine whether protests are associated with violence, I rely on multiple

measures. First, I use the information on premeditated murders from the National

System of Public Security (Sistema Nacional de Seguridad Publica, SNSP). This

data is based on denunciations made in the o�ces of state attorneys. Second, I

use the national census (INEGI) dataset on homicides, which is derived from death

certicates. While these are very useful sources, neither of them focuses exclusively on

crime-related homicides. These datasets do not reveal who the aggressors were or if

the organized crime groups were involved. Moreover, they do not provide information

about the identity of the victims. Having such detailed data for the case at hand is

particularly important because it would allow us to identify if criminal activity and

19



cases of civilian victimization were more likely to stimulate citizen protest against

violence.

Given the limitations of o�cial sources, I use an original dataset on Criminal

Violence in Mexico (CVM). It collects data on drug-related violence during the 1994-

2012 period. The information was derived from Reforma, one of the main Mexican

newspapers that has covered news on violence with greater detail and geographi-

cal coverage. The CVM dataset gathered detailed information on 17,368 organized

crime-related events, including the names of the organizations involved, the type of

violent actions, the identity of victims and their a�liation, by state and municipal-

ity. Therefore, this data enables us to examine aggressions against civilians. This

collection of events yielded a total of 34,202 executions; 6,392 wounded combatants;

and 4,567 cases of forced disappearances and torture.

Relying on the CVM dataset, I use several di↵erent measures. First, I use the

total number of deaths to compute the state homicide rate per 100,000 inhabitants.

Second, I estimate the civilian victimization rate by adding the number of civilian

victims that were murdered, kidnapped, wounded or tortured as a result of organized

crime-related events.

Two additional measures are considered. I incorporate a measure of human rights

violations by the army. Information is derived from the Justice in Mexico Project’s

dataset on human rights abuses by the military, as recorded by Mexico’s National

Human Rights Commission (CNDH). I also use the count of aggressions against

journalists, as measured by the Special Attorney’s o�ce for Crimes against Freedom

of Expression (FEADLE). Violence directed against reporters has altered the way

and the extent to which media outlets inform the public about crime and insecurity

(Ramirez Siller 2011). If this is the case, citizens become less informed about cases of

victimization that would otherwise motivate them to participate in protests against
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crime. However, at the same time, given that this kind of violence is likely to receive

greater media attention, it could also stimulate mobilization.

4.2.2 Social networks

The MPC Dataset allows us to examine who was behind the protests organized in

Mexico. Table 1 shows that more than a third of protests against insecurity in

Mexico were organized by civil society organizations. Victims and their relatives

organized only 11 percent of these events. Together, community groups in schools,

neighborhoods and churches promoted a third of the protests occurring during the

Calderon administration. Close to 17 percent of demonstrations were organized by

professionals and workers from various sectors: media, health services, transportation,

and education, among others. This initial examination of the data suggests not

only that networks play a fundamental role in the successful organization of protests

against crime and insecurity, but that there are certain types of networks that are

particularly helpful in the promotion of such events.

Given this preliminary evidence, I measure the presence of social networks through

various indicators. First, I use the Secretariat of the Interior’s register of civil asso-

ciations and calculate the number of associations per 100,000 inhabitants. Second,

based on data from the Secretariat of Public Education, I use the percentage of

college students as a proxy of the density of networks among the education sector.

Finally, relying on census data, I estimate the number of labor unions and professional

associations, as well as the number of religious associations per 100,000.

4.3 Controls

Models control for the states economic development as measured by the marginality

index generated by the National Population Council (CONAPO). I also control for
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Table 1: Organizers of protests against insecurity, 2006-2012

Organizer Frequency Percent
Civil society organizations 373 36.79
Victims and relatives 112 11.05
Universties/colleges 104 10.26
Neighborhood associations 102 10.06
Churches 118 11.64
Journalists 49 4.83
Physicians 30 2.96
Taxi and bus drivers 30 2.96
Merchants/vendors 24 2.37
Teachers 18 1.78
Entrepreneurs 17 1.68
Political parties 16 1.58
Local government authorities 16 1.58
Peasants 5 0.49
Total 1014 100

the number of recommendations directed to state authorities by the National Human

Rights Commission (CNDH).

5 Aggregate-level Evidence

I test for random e↵ects (RE) and fixed e↵ects (FE) negative binomial (NB) regression

models. NB models are the most appropriate estimation technique for studying

protest against crime because, like other protest cycles, this phenomenon exhibits

overdispersion (variance greater than the mean) and the events are not independent.

As Table 2 shows, across RE and FE regressions, coe�cients for the variables of

interest, violence and presence of civic organizations, are positive and statistically

significant. Percentage of college students is the only variable for which the FE results
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(not signicant) are systematically di↵erent from RE (signicant). These di↵erences are

in part explained by the fact that the population of college students changes very

slowly over time, which renders the use of FE less appropriate. For this reason, as well

as the short time period, I emphasize cross-sectional variation over temporal change

and rely on RE models. I transformed coe�cients of RE models into incidence rate

ratios (IRR).

Results across models show that violence, measured through the homicide rate, is

a strong predictor of citizen mobilization against crime, regardless of the source used

for the estimation of this variable. According to Model 1, all else equal, for every one

unit increase in the homicide rate, protest increased 1 percent. To illustrate this e↵ect,

compare the situation of a relatively secure state (homicide rate = 2), with the average

level of homicide rate for the whole sample (homicide rate = 15.55). A shift from 2

to 15.55 in the homicide rate would imply a 13 percent increase in the intensity of

protest. Notice that the more specific the measure of violence is, the larger the impact

on protest. Homicides perpetrated by organized crime (CVM) have a larger e↵ect

(IRR=1.027), as does the rate the civilian victimization rate (IRR=1.043). These

results suggest that criminal violence and that directed to civilians in particular were

important motivating forces behind citizen mobilization. Also, Models 1 and 2 show

a large negative e↵ect for the measure of human rights violations by the army. For

every additional violation, protest increased by 7 percent (IRR=1.077). Given that

civilian victimization and organized crime-related violence have a higher correlation

with human rights abuses, the level of statistical significance of the latter variable

drops in Models 3 and 4.

Statistical results across models also show that social networks, measured through

the presence of civic associations, were strong promoters of citizen protests against

violence. According to Model 1, all else being equal, for every additional associa-
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tion per 100,000 inhabitants in a given state, protests increased by 5 percent. Labor

unions and religious associations did not have a statistically significant e↵ect on cit-

izen mobilization. However, education networks, measured through the percentage

of college students, do show a positive and significant impact on protest. As noted

before, coe�cients for this variable in the FE models do not reach statistical signif-

icance mainly because of its slow variation over time for which fixed e↵ects are less

suitable. However, recall that as shown in Table 1, schools and colleges organized 10

percent of protests throughout the period under study. In sum, results show that in-

creasing violence, together with a vibrant civil society, are strong predictors of citizen

mobilization against crime.

6 Individual-level Data

In order to analyze the individual decision to participate in protest against insecurity

amid violence, I rely on an original survey conducted during the Summer of 2012. To

test the set of individual-level hypotheses, I rely on survey data. Buendia y Laredo,

one of the main survey rms in Mexico, was in charge of conducting 1000 face-to-face

interviews among Mexican adults, 18 years of age or older, that resided in housing

units within the national territory 5.

5The survey was fielded on July 5-8, 2012. In order to achieve a nationally representative sample
of approximately 1,000 adults age 18 and older, a multistage area probability sample design was
conducted. The sampling frame is an area frame based on a listing of geographical units called
electoral sections (secciones electorales), the primary sampling units or PSUs. Each PSU in the
sampling frame is assigned to a nonoverlapping sample stratum based on regions dened by their
level of violence and urban/rural status. Strata based on region encompass four categories ranked
from 1 to 4, in which 1 represents regions with the lowest level of violence and 4 represents regions
with the highest level of violence. Within each stratum, electoral sections are selected conducting a
systematic sampling with probability proportional to its size (PPS).
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6.1 Dependent variables

Most survey instruments that include questions on general participation in protest

events and community meetings fail to specify the issue these actions were related to.

Therefore, this survey incorporated a specific question on individual participation in

protest events against violence and insecurity. Respondents were asked the following

question: “During the last 12 months, have you participated in a protest, march, walk,

sit-in or demonstration against violence and insecurity? A total of 84 respondents

reported having had participated in such kind of events. A follow-up question asked

participants of protest how many times they had participated. Therefore, I use two

di↵erent dependent variables. First, I create a binary variable that takes a value of 1

for participants, zero otherwise. Second, I generate a count of the number of protests

the respondent participated in. Fifty-five respondents declared having participated

in 1 to 2 events, 23 participated in 3 to 4 protests, and only 6 said they participated

in 5 or more events.

For the analysis of the binary variable on participation, I estimate a logistic re-

gression for rare events (King and Zeng 2001). For the protest count, I use a negative

binomial model.

6.2 Independent variables

6.2.1 Experience with violence

To understand the role that experiences with violence and perceptions of insecurity

play in the individual decision to participate in protests against crime, I include

individual level variables on victimization, fear, and evaluations of security. First, I

use a measure of victimization, which is derived from a question that asks respondents

if they had been victims of a crime in the last 12 months. Second, I incorporated a
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measure of fear. Respondents were asked to rate their fear of being: a) assaulted,

b) extorted, c) wounded with a gun, d) kidnapped, and e) assassinated. The answer

options were: 1) none, 2) little, 3) somewhat, and 4) a lot. Using these questions, I

created an additive index that constitutes the final measure of fear. Third, I include

evaluations of personal security 6.

6.3 Social networks

In order to assess the impact of networks on individual participation in protest events

against insecurity, I use questions on attendance to meetings of di↵erent types of asso-

ciations: religious organizations, student associations, school parent/teacher groups,

neighborhood associations, labor unions, and associations of professionals, trades

people, business people or farmers. Respondents were asked how frequently they

attended meetings of such groups 7.

6.4 Controls

Following Javeline’s (2003) work on blame attribution and collective action, I include

a control on perceptions of attribution of responsibility for personal security. Being

able to attribute specific blame lowers information costs because individuals are able

to focus their assessments of the risk and rewards of protest on a single target, which

makes the scope of collective action more limited (Javeline 2003).

I also control for other forms of participation, such as electoral turnout and writ-

ing petitions to local o�cials. Similarly, I incorporate an additive index on media

6The question was the following: Considering the last 12 months, would you say that your and

your familys security improved or worsened?

7Answer options were: Never, Once or twice a year, Once or twice a month, once or more times
a week.
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consumption 8, sense of e�cacy 9, perception of the e�cacy of the judicial system

10, party identification, and presidential approval. Socioeconomic controls include:

gender, age, and education.

7 Individual-level Evidence

Model 1 in Table 3 shows a rare events logit regression for the binary dependent

variable on participation. Results indicate that victims of crime were more likely

to participate in protests against insecurity. The predicted probability 11 that an

average woman, who was not a victim of crime, attended a protest in the last year

was 0.032. However, if that same woman were to have a direct experience with

crime, her predicted probability of participation increases to 0.055. This is a 71

percent jump. This result contrasts with works that have found that victims and

individuals living in the midst of violence are less likely to participate in elections

(Garćıa-Sánchez 2010; Ley 2013). This suggests that experience with violence has

di↵erentiated e↵ects on forms of participation.

Being inserted in neighborhood or student associations has a positive e↵ect on

participation. These results are consistent with the aggregate-level evidence. Recall

that, as shown in Table 1, universities and neighborhood associations organized

20 percent of protest events during 2006-2012. Overall, individuals who were not

members of neighborhood associations have a probability of 0.032 of participating in

8Respondents were asked how frequently they got information from TV, radio, newspapers and
social media. Answer options were: Never, Once/twice a month, Once/twice a week, Daily. Answers
were used to build an additive index of media consumption.

9This was measured with the reported level of agreement with the following phrase: “The main
way one can influence politics and make things change is to participate in protest movements and
demand change directly”.

10The wording was the following: “If you were a victim of crime, how much faith do you have

that the judicial system would punish the guilty?”

11I use Clarify to predict probabilities (King, Tomz and Wittenberg 2000).
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protests, compared to a 0.096 probability for individuals who were active members of

such networks. Similarly, respondents that attended meetings of student associations

one or more times a week were twice more likely to take part of citizen mobilizations

against crime.

Member of religious associations appear to be less likely to participate in protests.

This seems to contradict the evidence presented in Table 1. However, looking further

into other survey questions, it is clear that respondents equated attendance to meet-

ings of a religious organization to attendance to religious services. Therefore, this is

a flawed measure for membership in religious networks. Instead, it is a measure of

religiousness. Other types of networks do not have a statistically significant e↵ect on

the individual decision to participate in protest events.

Previous involvement in non-electoral forms of participation, such as writing pe-

titions to government o�cials, has a positive impact on protest participation. Also

younger individuals, as well as those who identify with the main left-party, PRD,

were more likely to join actions against violence.

Model 2 uses the count of protests respondents participated in as a dependent

variable. Therefore, it shows the results for a negative binomial estimation. As in

the previous model, victimization and involvement in networks have a positive impact

on the intensity of individual protest.

Everything else being equal, victimization experiences increase the expected count

of protest by 110 percent. Also, a shift from a monthly to a weekly attendance to

student associations increases the expected count of protest in 30 percent. This e↵ect

is 12 points larger in the case of neighborhood associations.

In sum, micro- and macro-level results are consistent. Experience with violence

and insertion in social networks greatly increase the individual probability of partic-

ipation in protests against crime and insecurity.

29



Table 3: Participation in Protest against Crime in Mexico, 2012

Model 1 Model 2
Rare Events Logit Negative Binomial

DV: Participation, dummy
DV: Count of
Participation

Coe�cient IRR
Victim 0.579** 0.746*** 2.109

[0.257] [0.244]
Fear index -0.018 -0.042 0.958

[0.020] [0.069]
Evaluation of personal security 0.456* 0.625** 1.868

[0.261] [0.277]
Student association 0.297* 0.265* 1.304

[0.152] [0.161]
Neighborhood association 0.384** 0.353** 1.424

[0.184] [0.169]
Religious association -0.308** -0.348*** 0.706

[0.130] [0.125]
Parent/teacher association -0.256 -0.112 0.894

[0.196] [0.178]
Professionals’ association 0.101 -0.035 0.966

[0.213] [0.234]
Labor union 0.053 0.176 1.193

[0.227] [0.231]
Prev. Petitions to government 0.603*** 0.591*** 1.805

[0.126] [0.146]
E�cacy 0.405 0.444 1.559

[0.299] [0.282]
Responsibility attribution 0.236 0.306 1.358

[0.247] [0.250]
Perception of justice system 0.178 0.232* 1.261

[0.152] [0.138]
PRD Identification 0.527** 0.399 1.490

[0.266] [0.273]
Presidential approval -0.291 -0.276 0.759

[0.252] [0.264]
Media consumption 0.073 0.114** 1.121

[0.047] [0.050]
Age -0.024** -0.021** 0.980

[0.009] [0.010]
Female 0.114 0.05 1.051

[0.248] [0.244]
R has children 0.004 -0.015 0.985

[0.266] [0.282]
Education -0.065 -0.087 0.917

[0.079] [0.070]

Constant -2.909*** -3.759*** 0.023
[0.936] [0.917]

Observations 891 891
Pseudo-R2 0.109
Log-likelihood -311.101

Standard errors in brackets. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10
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8 Qualitative evidence

Quantitative evidence shows a strong association between social networks and protest

participation. However, the above models cannot say much about how networks

stimulate such participation. To better understand the role of networks and violence

in participation, I conducted in-depth interviews with 20 participants and 10 non-

participants of protests against crime. Interviews were conducted in the year 2012

throughout four cities with relatively high homicide rates: Acapulco (Guerrero), Chi-

huahua (Chihuahua), Juarez (Chihuahua), and Monterrey (Nuevo Leon). Interviews

began with questions on experience with crime and perceptions of insecurity. Next,

respondents were asked about their participation in protest events, their views on

those types of actions, their reasons for participating or not, as well as their involve-

ment with di↵erent community groups. While qualitative evidence is limited in scope,

interesting patterns emerge from these interviews 12.

First, individuals living in a violent context do feel at risk when taking part of

actions against crime. Both participants and non-participants of protests across the

five cities recognized that there was some level of risk associated with participating in

protest events. One of the organizers of a march for peace in Acapulco acknowledged

that they were concerned about the infiltration of state agents or crime groups in the

march and the possibility of a violent attack. An activist from Juarez emphasized

that civic associations had to limit the scope of their acts of protest, because their

activities in response to violence were demobilizing potential recruits for organized

crime and they knew there could be retaliation. Others recognized feeling fearful after

seeing fellow participants being threatened or even murdered. Three respondents had

actually received threatening calls as a result of their activism.

How did participants overcome fear? Theory suggests that networks help social-

12For security reasons, the respondents’ names and stories have been omitted.
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ize individuals into building a common identity and reshape their perceptions of risk.

Interviews with mothers of missing women in Chihuahua who work together as a

support group for victims of crime help illustrate networks’ socializing function. One

mother said that writing what she feels and sharing it with the group helps her “keep

going”. Another mother stated that since she began working with the group, she re-

alizes she “wants to give more”, because that way she feels like she means “something

for the fight”. Furthermore, one emphasized that although she had already found

the body of her daughter, she attends the marches that other mothers organize for

their missing daughters because “support among us is very important and as long as

the others still have hope of finding their daughters, we all have to fight together”.

Another respondent from Acapulco, who had not been a direct victim of crime, but

who is part of a religious group, a�rmed that getting to know victims and their

relatives pushed her to “get out and find a way to change the situation of violence”.

Networks therefore appear to build a sense of community that motivates individuals

to take action.

Networks also have a reshaping function. This process is particularly important

for overcoming fear associated with protest in the midst of violence. An activist in

Juarez emphasized that while she was aware of the risks she was exposed to, “the key

is to know when to stop, ask for help, and have a network that takes you in, takes care

of you, and worries about you”. Furthermore, she acknowledged that her networks

have protected her from threats she has received. Several others stated that even if

someone was planning an attack in the middle of a protest, the fact that they are

not alone raises the costs for the government and therefore it is best for authorities

to protect them.

Networks’ reshaping function also modifies the understanding of benefits derived

from collective action. Interviews in Monterrey, Nuevo Leon were conducted a few
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days after a group of victims attended a meeting with local government o�cials.

Participants stated that although authorities had not made much progress in their

investigations, they knew that they had to be thankful because they had “overcome

fear” and the government could “no longer fool them” or defeat them. Most of the

interviewed participants of protests in the four cities emphasized that, even if the

situation of violence had not changed, protests had definitely influenced the political

agenda and made it harder for politicians to deny the rising insecurity.

Why did non-participants decide to stay at home? Two examples can help answer

this question. A doctor in Juarez admitted he did not participate in the marches his

colleagues organized in the city because he had heard that some had been kidnapped

after having participated in the protests. It is important to note that he was not

close to the group of physicians that organized the first march against violence in the

city back in 2009. He is a private practice doctor and remained relatively isolated

from the doctors working in public hospitals and who were being targeted by criminal

organizations. Similarly, a parent of two missing men admitted he did not participate

in the national march in May 2011 because, he says, ‘back then my sons were here

and I did not imagine something like that would happen to me. However, even after

his sons’ disappearances in October 2011, he is still unwilling to participate because

he thinks “public denunciation and protests can result in retaliation”. By the time

of the interview, he was not inserted in any kind of victims support group.

9 Conclusions

Violence has been shown to depress participation in elections (Garćıa-Sánchez 2010;

Bravo Regidor 2011; Gallego 2011; Ley 2013). As a result, citizens’ ability to hold

government accountable for rising insecurity is diminished. However, focusing ex-
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clusively on elections to understand democracy and accountability in the midst of

violence would be incorrect. As put by Peruzzotti and Smulovitz (2000), ‘societal

accountability’ –defined as a “nonelectoral, vertical mechanism of control that rests

on the actions of multiple array of citizen associations, movements, and the media,

aimed at exposing governmental wrongdoing”– can in fact bring new issues onto the

public agenda, or activate the operation of horizontal agencies.

The aggregate level evidence presented here shows that citizens mobilized in-

tensely as violence was rising in Mexico. Civil associations contributed to this pro-

cess. When violence prevails, societal accountability faces great challenges. While

violent experiences provide an initial push for individuals to take action, they still

face multiple risks. This research suggests that civil society networks can help citizens

overcome fear associated with increased violence and pull them to act e↵ectively in

favor of security and justice.

Survey data, together with in-depth interviews, show that focusing exclusively

on victimization experiences to explain political participation dismisses an important

element of the process through which citizens are motivated to take action. Non-

victims also participate in collective actions against crime, while some victims never

take part in such events. Findings indicate that these di↵erentiated responses, both

of victims and non-victims, is in part related to their level of “social embeddedness”.

Subsequent research must address when and how social networks inserted in vio-

lent contexts are built and activated. For now, through the combination of qualitative

and quantitative evidence at the aggregate and individual level, this preliminary re-

search advances our understanding of the conditions under which an individual’s

social context influences political behavior, as well as enhance our knowledge as to

how violence a↵ects the exercise of democratic citizenship.
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Appendix A: Newspapers reviewed for analysis

State Newspaper Years
Aguascalientes El Sol de Aguascalientes 2008-2012
Baja California Frontera 2006-2008

Cronica 2009
El Viǵıa 2010-2012

Baja California Sur El Sudcaliforniano 2006-2012
Coahuila El Siglo de Torreon 2006-2012

El Zócalo de Saltillo 2006-2012
Colima Diario de Colima 2006-2012

Chihuahua The Chihuahua News Database(INPRO) 2006-2012
Durango El Siglo de Durango 2006-2012

El Sol de Durango 2008-2012
Guanajuato Periodico AM 2006-2012

Milenio León 2006-2012
Guerrero El Sur 2006-2012

El Sol de Acapulco 2008-2012
Hidalgo El Sol de Hidalgo 2006-2012

Milenio Pachuca 2006-2012
Jalisco El Mural 2006-2012

El Informador 2006-2012
México Milenio Estado de Mexico 2006-2012

Michoacán El Sol de Morelia 2008-2012
Cambio 2009-2012

Morelos El Sol de Cuernavaca 2008-2012
La Unión 2007-2012

Nuevo León El Norte 2006-2012
El Porvenir 2006-2012

Puebla El Sol de Puebla 2006-2012
Milenio Puebla 2006-2012

Querétaro Diario de Queretaro 2006-2012
San Luis Potośı El Sol de San Luis 2006-2012

La Jornada de San Luis 2006-2012
Sinaloa El Sol de Sinaloa 2008-2012

Noroeste 2008-2012
Sonora El Imparcial 2006-2012
Tabasco Milenio Villahermosa 2006-2012

Tamaulipas El Sol de Tamaulipas 2008-2012
El Mañana 2009-2012

Milenio Tampico 2006-2012
Tlaxcala El Sol de Tlaxcala 2008-2012
Veracruz El Sol de Orizaba 2008-2012

El Sol de Cordoba 2008-2012
Milenio Xalapa 2006-2012

Liberal 2008-2012
La Jornada Veracruz 2011-2012

Yucatán Diario de Yucatan 2006-2012
Zacatecas El Sol de Zacatecas 2008-2012

Imagen 2006-2007
NTR 2008-2012

National newspaper Reforma 2006-2012
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