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Introduction
By Ady Carrera, Instituto Politécnico Nacional

Mexico is a democratic federal republic with three tiers of government: federal, state, and municipal. Mexico City is considered part of the federation as any other state, although it has a different political and administrative organisation. In Mexico there are two types of local governments: ayuntamientos (municipal governments) and alcaldías. There are 2 469 municipalities that are the political and administrative basic units that comprise the other 31 states. Although most of them have existed for centuries, their current faculties were determined during the XX century. Since municipal governments are the most extended type of local government, they will be the subject of the analysis in this report. A short explanation about the 16 alcaldías of Mexico City will be provided at the end of the text.
Self-rule
1. Institutional depth
Until 1983, the Mexican federal constitution did not determine specifically the responsibilities of municipal governments. A reform approved that year, that took place from 1984, determined the faculties and responsibilities of ayuntamientos, e. g. provision of certain basic public services, development planning, land use and urban development planning and regulation. In 1999, a new constitutional reform took place and determined that state congresses have the faculty to assign other task to municipal governments if they have capacity to perform them. Nevertheless, municipalities have a narrow, predefined scope of task chosen by the federal and states governments.
CODING: 1
2. Policy scope
Education

According to the General Education Law, since 1993, Ayuntamientos have the faculty to provide education services of any type and modality; although they must follow regulation and generally use funding from federal and state governments. This means that many of them do not have activity on this policy area due to their lack of funds and institutional capacities. According to data from Municipal Censuses, between 2011 and 2019, 48% of ayuntamientos, as average, had an administrative area for education (table 1). The fact that they have this administrative area does not mean that they provide the service. These education areas are responsible for supporting services, e. g. providing scholarships, programmes for preventing school dropout, schools´ maintenance work, etc. There are very few municipal governments that have education services fully managed by themselves, e. g. San Luis Potosí, San Luis Potosí; most of them carry out basic activities, e. g. kinder gardens, that generally are funded with federal and state governments transfers.

Table 1. Share of municipalities with an administrative area for education issues between 2011-2019, per state

	State
	2011
	2013
	2015
	2017
	2019

	Aguascalientes
	18
	36.36
	9.09
	9.09
	18.18

	Baja California
	40
	40.00
	60.00
	60.00
	40.00

	Baja California Sur
	40
	20.00
	20.00
	60.00
	20.00

	Campeche
	64
	54.55
	36.36
	72.73
	45.45

	Coahuila de Zaragoza
	61
	55.26
	71.05
	52.63
	36.84

	Colima
	50
	30.00
	40.00
	40.00
	0.00

	Chiapas
	44
	52.54
	53.39
	51.69
	61.86

	Chihuahua
	21
	20.90
	14.93
	26.87
	29.85

	Distrito Federal
	13
	6.25
	6.25
	12.50
	0.00

	Durango
	67
	53.85
	82.05
	61.54
	53.85

	Guanajuato
	70
	84.78
	78.26
	76.09
	73.91

	Guerrero
	81
	81.48
	82.72
	71.60
	80.25

	Hidalgo
	69
	67.86
	67.86
	65.48
	58.33

	Jalisco
	60
	56.80
	60.00
	52.00
	52.80

	México
	73
	81.60
	69.60
	66.40
	60.80

	Michoacán de Ocampo
	19
	39.29
	28.57
	32.14
	33.04

	Morelos
	91
	69.70
	66.67
	72.73
	75.76

	Nayarit
	40
	50.00
	75.00
	65.00
	40.00

	Nuevo León
	45
	29.41
	19.61
	17.65
	27.45

	Oaxaca
	31
	88.77
	87.89
	87.89
	92.81

	Puebla
	55
	67.74
	51.15
	44.70
	51.61

	Querétaro
	39
	50.00
	27.78
	22.22
	0.00

	Quintana Roo
	37
	36.84
	15.79
	15.79
	15.79

	San Luis Potosí
	53
	65.52
	58.62
	41.38
	60.34

	Sinaloa
	72
	83.33
	61.11
	55.56
	50.00

	Sonora
	17
	19.44
	13.89
	18.06
	13.89

	Tabasco
	88
	94.12
	82.35
	88.24
	35.29

	Tamaulipas
	51
	44.19
	41.86
	60.47
	48.84

	Tlaxcala
	32
	36.67
	31.67
	25.00
	16.67

	Veracruz de Ignacio de la Llave
	33
	43.40
	54.72
	50.94
	54.72

	Yucatán
	96
	87.74
	77.36
	85.85
	7.55

	Zacatecas
	33
	24.14
	36.21
	32.76
	29.31

	National Average
	50
	52
	49
	50
	40


Source: INEGI, 2011, 2013, 2015, 2017 & 2019a.

Score: 0.25 for each of the three dimensions
CODING: 1.5
Health

Health services are not direct responsibility of municipalities; nevertheless, between 2011 and 2019, one third of the total municipal governments had an administrative area for health issues (table 2). Generally, the health services that they offer are health houses, primary health care, and basic dental services. They are provided in the same facilities for social assistance and are largely funded with federal and state governments transfers.
Table 2. Share of municipalities with an administrative area for education issues between 2011-2019, per state
	State
	2011
	2013
	2015
	2017
	2019

	Aguascalientes
	27.27
	18.18
	27.27
	27.27
	9.09

	Baja California
	60.00
	40.00
	80.00
	60.00
	60.00

	Baja California Sur
	40.00
	20.00
	0.00
	0.00
	20.00

	Campeche
	9.09
	27.27
	27.27
	18.18
	9.09

	Coahuila de Zaragoza
	65.79
	47.37
	47.37
	42.11
	47.37

	Colima
	0.00
	10.00
	10.00
	10.00
	20.00

	Chiapas
	33.90
	47.46
	43.22
	43.22
	50.00

	Chihuahua
	0.00
	14.93
	22.39
	19.40
	17.91

	Distrito Federal
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00

	Durango
	38.46
	35.90
	20.51
	38.46
	43.59

	Guanajuato
	30.43
	36.96
	2.17
	21.74
	36.96

	Guerrero
	67.90
	76.54
	72.84
	67.90
	74.07

	Hidalgo
	36.90
	40.48
	38.10
	52.38
	39.29

	Jalisco
	58.40
	56.80
	52.00
	52.80
	55.20

	México
	53.60
	58.40
	40.80
	40.00
	31.20

	Michoacán de Ocampo
	13.39
	25.89
	17.86
	17.86
	25.89

	Morelos
	78.79
	54.55
	51.52
	51.52
	57.58

	Nayarit
	60.00
	70.00
	45.00
	45.00
	35.00

	Nuevo León
	29.41
	15.69
	0.00
	11.76
	23.53

	Oaxaca
	23.51
	72.98
	67.72
	68.77
	76.14

	Puebla
	50.23
	64.52
	46.54
	40.55
	54.84

	Querétaro
	27.78
	11.11
	0.00
	5.56
	0.00

	Quintana Roo
	31.58
	31.58
	0.00
	5.26
	0.00

	San Luis Potosí
	48.28
	55.17
	34.48
	18.97
	29.31

	Sinaloa
	44.44
	61.11
	50.00
	38.89
	44.44

	Sonora
	13.89
	19.44
	13.89
	12.50
	12.50

	Tabasco
	11.76
	5.88
	17.65
	17.65
	11.76

	Tamaulipas
	25.58
	13.95
	27.91
	0.00
	32.56

	Tlaxcala
	36.67
	35.00
	33.33
	31.67
	18.33

	Veracruz de Ignacio de la Llave
	19.34
	26.42
	27.83
	26.42
	17.92

	Yucatán
	90.57
	88.68
	67.92
	78.30
	85.85

	Zacatecas
	10.34
	5.17
	13.79
	6.90
	8.62

	National Average
	36
	37
	31
	30
	33


Source: INEGI, 2011, 2013, 2015, 2017 & 2019a.

Score: 0.5
Public transport

Municipalities have no direct responsibility for public transport services provision.

Score: 0

Social assistance

Municipal governments have some basic responsibilities for social assistance from the National and States Family Development systems. Generally, municipalities provide some services, with the support of the federal and states governments, for: abandoned children and elderly people, drug addiction rehabilitation, distress relief, basic work training, juvenile offenders, women support, and homeless people. Integration of refugee’s services are not offered by municipal governments.
Score: 1
Land use

Regarding land use, municipal governments have full responsibility for administering building permits and zoning, since the federal constitution assigns them those faculties.
Score: 2
Housing

Municipal governments have no direct responsibilities for social housing services, federal and state governments assume their provision. Ayuntamientos are responsible for town development activities, e. g. water and sanitation systems, solid waste management, roads, street lighting, and parks.
Score: 0.25
Police

According to the federal constitution, municipalities are fully responsible for public order and traffic police.

Score: 2
Caring functions

As it happens with social assistance, ayuntamientos assume some basic caring functions from the National and States Family Development systems. Those services depend on the capacities of each municipal government, but they might offer basic attention to special groups, e. g. elderly and disabled people, and child protection.
Score: 1.5
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3. Effective political discretion

Education

Municipal governments have some limited faculties for making decisions regarding education services. In doing so, they must follow federal and state governments regulation.
CODING: 1.5

Social assistance

Ayuntamientos have some basic responsibilities for social assistance services on economic assistance and work training activities, mainly through the municipal institutes for family development. However, their capacity for decision making is limited by federal and state governments regulation.
CODING: 1
Health
Municipal governments have some limited faculties for making decisions regarding education services.

CODING: 0.5

Land use

Municipalities have real authoritative decision-making regarding land use.

CODING: 2
Ayuntamientos have no real influence on public transport service.
CODING: 0
Municipal governments have decision-making capacity on town development but not on housing services.
CODING: 0.25
Public order and traffic police are municipal constitutional faculties thus, they have real decision-making power regarding these matters.
CODING: 1

Caring functions
Ayuntamientos have some authoritative decision-making on caring functions.
CODING: 1.5
4. Fiscal autonomy

A constitutional reform approved in 1983, that took place from 1984, assigned municipalities the faculty for collecting property tax, fees for public service provision and some other minor charges. However, the same reform granted state congresses the responsibility to set base and rate of those municipal revenue sources. Between 1990 and 2019,
 ayuntamientos own revenue has represented 21% of their total revenue (graphic 1). The value assigned to this indicator is because the federal constitution grants local governments the faculty to present a proposal to state congresses for setting bases and rates. Although congresses are not obliged to take it into account.
Graphic 1. Municipalities Own Revenue as a Share of their Total Revenue
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Source: INEGI, 2019b.

CODING: 1
5. Financial transfer system
Municipal governments heavily depend on fiscal transfers, mainly from the federal government. Between 1989 and 2019, those transfers represented, as average, 69.6% of ayuntamientos total revenue. From that share, 65% were unconditional, as average; however, their importance has decreased from 2003 (graphic 2). Nevertheless, there is a group of municipalities, mainly metropolitan, that have institutional capacities to effectively exploit their most important own revenue sources: property tax and water charges. As it will be shown in the next indicator, there are municipalities that collect up to 70% of their total income from their own revenue sources. On the other hand, there are many local governments that depend on federal transfers to obtain their total income (table 3). This explains the notorious differences in the data base.
Graphic 2. Share of Unconditional Fiscal Transfers to Municipalities Total Fiscal Transfers
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Source: INEGI, 2019b.
Table 3. Top 20 Mexican municipalities with the highest dependence on federal transfers
	State
	Municipality
	% from their own revenue sources

	Oaxaca
	San Miguel del Puerto
	0.06

	Guerrero
	Cuautepec
	0.14

	Guerrero
	Acatepec
	0.15

	Guerrero
	San Miguel Totolapan
	0.17

	Oaxaca
	Santiago Llano Grande
	0.18

	Oaxaca
	San Cristóbal Amatlán
	0.18

	Guerrero
	Tlacoachistlahuaca
	0.20

	Chihuahua
	Batopilas de Manuel Gómez Morín
	0.26

	Yucatán
	Tahdziú
	0.27

	Oaxaca
	San Felipe Jalapa de Díaz
	0.32

	Oaxaca
	Santa María Chilchotla
	0.33

	Veracruz
	Xoxocotla
	0.45

	Yucatán
	Tekom
	0.45

	Oaxaca
	San Lucas Ojitlán
	0.45

	Oaxaca
	Eloxochitlán de Flores Magón
	0.46

	Oaxaca
	Santa María Yavesía
	0.46

	Oaxaca
	Santa María Huazolotitlán
	0.46

	Nuevo León
	Iturbide
	0.47

	Chiapas
	Las Margaritas
	0.49

	Chiapas
	Pueblo Nuevo Solistahuacán
	0.50


Source: INEGI, 2019b.
CODING: 2
6. Financial self-reliance   
As mentioned in the Fiscal autonomy indicator, municipalities own revenue has yielded 21.28% of their total revenue, as average, between 1990 and 2019. However, it was also mentioned that municipal governments do not have the faculty for setting base and rate of those revenue sources. Additionally, from 2014, the federal law offers more transfers to those ayuntamientos that grant state governments the collection of property tax and fees from water service. Thus, all municipal own revenue sources can be considered fiscal transfers. However, as mentioned before, there is a group of municipalities that due to their institutional capacities and political or economic status are able to obtain 50% or more of their total income from their own revenue sources. Table 4 shows the top 20 of them.
Table 4. Top 20 Mexican municipalities with the lowest dependence on federal transfers
	State
	Municipality
	% from their own revenue sources

	Quintana Roo
	Solidaridad
	70.17

	Querétaro
	El Marqués
	68.87

	Querétaro
	Querétaro
	67.49

	Quintana Roo
	Benito Juárez
	63.38

	Hidalgo
	Atotonilco de Tula
	61.76

	Quintana Roo
	Tulum
	61.06

	Nayarit
	Bahía de Banderas
	59.90

	Querétaro
	Corregidora
	59.37

	Coahuila
	Ramos Arizpe
	52.85

	Quintana Roo
	Puerto Morelos
	52.04

	Baja California Sur
	Los Cabos
	51.62

	Nuevo León
	San Pedro Garza García
	51.35

	Coahuila
	Arteaga
	51.03

	Sonora
	Puerto Peñasco
	49.20

	Jalisco
	Chapala
	47.50

	Morelos
	Cuernavaca
	47.25

	Estado de México
	Huixquilucan
	46.82

	Puebla
	San Andrés Cholula
	45.62

	Oaxaca
	Santa María del Tule
	45.47

	Querétaro
	San Juan del Río
	45.43


Source: INEGI, 2019b.
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7. Borrowing autonomy

The federal constitution states restrictions for subnational governments borrowing faculties. Those rules are complemented by secondary federal legislation, e.g. Federal Law of Public Debt, Law of Financial Discipline of States and Municipalities, General Law of Governmental Accounting, and the Law of Fiscal Coordination. Municipal governments also must follow states laws that reinforce the federal legislation. In general terms, ayuntamientos cannot borrow from foreign institutions or in foreign currency. States congresses set the limits for the amount that municipal governments can borrow and approve the municipalities requests for borrowing. Debt only can be used to finance public works that produce public revenue, for debt restructuring, or to face an emergency. 
CODING: 1
8. Organisational autonomy

Municipal presidents and the other members of Ayuntamientos are directly elected by citizens by a simple majority. Municipal governments have no faculties to decide any element of the political system, since these issues are regulated by federal and state authorities.
Municipalities have freedom to hire their own staff, to fix their salaries, and determine their organisational structure. Since there is no public service system, in the last decade, some state governments, in agreement with municipalities, have adopted a policy for the professionalisation of local public officials: competence certification. This policy requires that those who will be appointed to certain strategic positions, e. g. treasurer or comptroller, must obtain a certificate to prove they have the basic knowledge and experience to fulfil their duties. However, there is no information about how this policy has worked in the ayuntamientos of the states that have implemented it. Municipalities can also create legal entities and municipal enterprise. This matter is regulated by secondary laws in each state (leyes o códigos orgánicos municipales). The data base shows that municipal governments have acquired this faculty in different years, depending on the reforms carried out in the legislation of each state.
CODING: 3
Interactive-rule
9. Legal protection

Article 115 of the federal constitution guarantees local self-government, and states constitutions replicate this provision. The federal constitution also grants municipalities the right to bring cases before constitutional courts to settle disputes with higher authorities. 
CODING: 2
10. Administrative supervision

Municipal governments are supervised by other governmental levels. Conditional transfers are audited by the federal government, public accounts are audited by state governments. State governments also have faculties to design indicators to evaluate internal process of municipalities.
CODING: 1
11. Central or regional access

Intergovernmental relationships in Mexico have characterised by their highly vertical and centralised nature. In general, municipal governments have no formal mechanisms to influence decision-making at federal and state levels. Although ayuntamientos participate in intergovernmental bodies, most of the time they have no voice nor are entitled to vote in any matter. The main mechanism to influence decision-making of higher governmental levels has been their associations. Municipal associations have been created by political parties and this has made difficult to unite them around common objectives. However, to greater or lesser extent, municipal governments have been able to lobby through their associations. This mechanism was reinforced in 2013, when the Nacional Conference of Municipalities of Mexico (CONAMM) was created as an umbrella to unify all municipal associations regardless of their political banners. CONAMM has become an effective organism to support municipal interests before federal and state governments.
CODING:1
Addenda: 

Mexico City is comprised by 16 alcaldías, which are a particular type of local government, highly dependent of Mexico City´s central government. Although their responsibilities are stablished in the Political Constitution of Mexico City, their room for decision-making in any matter is very narrow. They provide some services, on the basis set by Mexico City´s central government, thus their policy scope and effective political discretion is low. Alcaldías have no fiscal autonomy, they lack own revenue sources, their budget is allocated according to criteria set by Mexico City´s congress and they are unable to borrow. They have faculties to hire their own staff, to fix their salaries and determine their organisational structure. Mexico City´s central government supervises most aspects of their management. Their authorities were democratically elected for the first time in 2000; since then, their main mechanism to influence decision-making at federal level has been the local governments associations.
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Additional questions (2020 only)
With these additional questions on the potential causal mechanisms and effects of local autonomy, we want to collect a current perception. More concretely, it means that it would be great if you could give us your answers to these questions directly here (i.e. no coding sheet), without considering any possible asymmetries in your country (i.e. national level only) or any changes over time (i.e. 2020 only). Any interesting (legal) indication may be also mentioned/added.
To better understand how an external shock may cause a change in local autonomy in a given country, a question is asked about the implication of Covid-19 pandemic.
The effects of local autonomy concern the satisfaction with local government service delivery, the importance of local government for citizens, the satisfaction with local democracy, the turnout at local elections and the trustworthiness of local politicians.
Implication of Covid-19 Pandemic

	Implication of Covid-19 pandemic
	The extent to which the autonomy of local government has been impacted by the Covid-19 pandemic
	0-3
	0 local government autonomy has generally decreased with the Covid-19 pandemic

1 local government autonomy has not been impacted by the Covid-19 pandemic

2 local government autonomy in health has increased with the Covid-19 pandemic

3 local government autonomy in health and in other fields related to the Covid-19 pandemic has increased


Municipal autonomy has been impacted with the Covid-19 pandemic in different ways. On the one hand, municipalities have experienced a hard financial situation because since 2019, the federal government significantly reduced several funds and transfers for local governments programmes. Their fiscal condition was already poor, and the pandemic worsened it. On the other hand, ayuntamientos had to offer services that had not offered before, mainly through health and economic programmes. In the extreme, some municipal authorities closed the entrance to their territories to avoid the spread of the disease, despite this is against the federal and state constitutions. Some of them even implemented martial law at night to force their population to be lock downed.
CODING: 3
Satisfaction with local government service delivery

	Satisfaction with local government service delivery
	The extent to which the citizens are satisfied with local government service delivery
	0-3
	0 citizens are generally not satisfied at all with local government service delivery

1 citizens are generally moderately satisfied with local government service delivery

2 citizens are generally mostly satisfied with local government service delivery
3 citizens are generally entirely satisfied with local government service delivery


According to the most recent National Survey of Quality and Governmental Impact (ENCIG), in 2019, less than 50% of the adult population was satisfied with the public services provided by municipal governments (graphic 3).

Graphic 3. Share of population satisfied with local governments provision of public services in 2019, per state
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Source: INEGI, 2019c.
CODING: 0
Importance of local government for citizens

	Importance of local government
	The extent to which local government has an important role in the daily life of citizens
	0-3
	0 local government is not important at all in the daily life of citizens

1 local government is somewhat important in the daily life of citizens

2 local government is important in the daily life of citizens

3 local government is very important in the daily life of citizens


Local governments play a strategic role in the daily life of citizens since they provide basic public services that are essential, e.g. water, sanitation, waste management.

CODING: 3
Satisfaction with local democracy

	Satisfaction with local democracy
	The extent to which the citizens are satisfied with local democracy
	0-4
	0 citizens are not at all satisfied with local democracy

1 citizens are rather not satisfied with local democracy

2 citizens are neither dissatisfied nor satisfied with local democracy

3 citizens are rather satisfied with local democracy

4 citizens are entirely satisfied with local democracy


The most recent Latinobarómetro evaluation found that only 18% of the population is very satisfied or satisfied with local democracy (table 3).
Table 3. Citizen satisfaction with local democracy in 2018
	States
	Very satisfied
	Satisfied
	Not very satisfied
	No satisfied
	Do not know
	No reply

	Aguascalientes
	0
	10
	10
	80
	0
	0

	Baja California
	3
	53
	23
	20
	0
	0

	Baja California Sur
	0
	0
	30
	60
	10
	0

	Campeche
	0
	30
	30
	40
	0
	0

	Chiapas
	2
	12
	48
	36
	2
	0

	Chihuahua
	0
	18
	58
	25
	0
	0

	Coahuila
	7
	20
	27
	47
	0
	0

	Colima
	0
	40
	30
	30
	0
	0

	DF
	1
	17
	47
	36
	0
	0

	Durango
	0
	20
	25
	50
	5
	0

	Guanajuato
	0
	25
	43
	27
	5
	0

	Guerrero
	0
	15
	48
	38
	0
	0

	Hidalgo
	0
	13
	43
	40
	3
	0

	Jalisco
	0
	15
	53
	28
	3
	3

	México
	3
	18
	46
	31
	4
	0

	Michoacán
	0
	8
	46
	38
	6
	2

	Morelos
	0
	10
	45
	45
	0
	0

	Nayarit
	0
	30
	60
	10
	0
	0

	Nuevo León
	0
	32
	34
	30
	2
	2

	Oaxaca
	0
	8
	45
	45
	3
	0

	Puebla
	0
	8
	47
	40
	3
	2

	Querétaro
	0
	20
	40
	35
	5
	0

	Quintana Roo
	0
	10
	30
	60
	0
	0

	San Luis Potosí
	3
	10
	37
	43
	3
	3

	Sinaloa
	0
	7
	50
	30
	10
	3

	Sonora
	0
	33
	43
	7
	10
	7

	Tabasco
	0
	15
	35
	50
	0
	0

	Tamaulipas
	7
	7
	63
	23
	0
	0

	Tlaxcala
	0
	10
	40
	40
	10
	0

	Veracruz
	0
	13
	44
	39
	5
	0

	Yucatán
	0
	15
	25
	55
	5
	0

	Zacatecas
	5
	5
	55
	30
	0
	5

	National Average
	1
	17
	41
	38
	3
	1


Source: Latinobarómetro 2018.
CODING: 0
Turnout at local elections

	Turnout at local elections
	Electoral turnout at local elections (approximately, last general elections)
	0-4
	0 no elections

1 between 1 and 25 %

2 between 26 and 50 %

3 between 51 and 75 %

4 between 76 and 100 %


The last election of local governments was on 6th for June 2021, and the electoral turnout was between 51.7 and 52.50%. 
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	Electoral participation on local level compared to electoral participation on national level
	The extent to which electoral participation on local level is higher than on national level 
	0-2
	0 electoral participation on local level is generally lower than electoral participation on national level

1 electoral participation on local and on national level are very much the same

2 electoral participation on local level is generally higher than electoral participation on national level


In Mexico, national and local electoral process are mixed. During the last elections in June of 2021, citizens elected municipal authorities, and state and federal congressmen; these are called intermediate elections. Generally, wider participation is recorded during the electoral process when the President is elected. In 2018, the municipal electoral turnout (simultaneous with presidential elections) was 63.4%, higher than the participation registered in June of 2021.
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Trustworthiness of local politicians

	Perception of trustworthiness of local politicians
	The extent to which local politicians are trustworthy
	0-4
	0 local politicians are not at all trustworthy

1 local politicians are rather not trustworthy

2 local politicians moderately trustworthy

3 local politicians are rather trustworthy

4 local politicians are very much trustworthy


The most recent data show that only 44% of the population trust on municipal governments, whereas 51.2% trust the federal government (INEGI, 2019c).
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	Perception of trustworthiness of local politicians compared to national politicians
	Whether local politicians are more trustworthy than national politicians
	0-2
	0 local level politicians are generally less trustworthy than national politicians

1 local and national politicians are similar in terms of trustworthiness

2 local level politicians are generally more trustworthy than national politicians
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� There is no official fiscal data available for 2020 yet.
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