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Estados Unidos 
What’s the Matter With Polling? 
CLIFF	  ZUKIN	  |	  JUNE	  20,	  2015	  

• Over	  the	  past	  two	  years,	  elecAon	  polling	  has	  had	  some	  spectacular	  disasters	  
[…]	  Elec-on	  polling	  is	  in	  near	  crisis,	  and	  we	  pollsters	  know.	  

• So	  what’s	  the	  solu-on	  for	  elec-on	  polling?	  There	  isn’t	  one.	  Our	  old	  
paradigm	  has	  broken	  down,	  and	  we	  haven’t	  figured	  out	  how	  to	  replace	  it.	  
PoliAcal	  polling	  has	  go[en	  less	  accurate	  as	  a	  result,	  and	  it’s	  not	  going	  to	  be	  
fixed	  in	  Ame	  for	  2016.	  	  

• In	  short,	  polls	  and	  pollsters	  are	  going	  to	  be	  less	  reliable.	  We	  may	  not	  even	  
know	  when	  we’re	  off	  base.	  
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Principales preocupaciones 
What’s the Matter With Polling? 
CLIFF	  ZUKIN	  |	  JUNE	  20,	  2015	  

Two	  trends	  are	  driving	  the	  increasing	  unreliability	  of	  elec-on	  and	  
other	  polling	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  	  

• the	  decline	  in	  people	  willing	  to	  answer	  surveys	  […]	  	  
• To	  top	  it	  off,	  a	  perennial	  elecAon	  polling	  problem,	  how	  to	  idenAfy	  
“likely	  voters,”	  has	  become	  even	  thornier.	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Polling Is Getting Harder, But It’s A Vital Check On Power 
NATE	  SILVER	  |	  JUN	  3,	  2015	  

• The	  problem	  is	  simple	  but	  daunAng.	  The	  foundaAon	  of	  opinion	  research	  has	  
historically	  been	  the	  ability	  to	  draw	  a	  random	  sample	  of	  the	  popula-on.	  
That’s	  become	  much	  harder	  to	  do,	  at	  least	  in	  the	  United	  States.	  Response	  
rates	  to	  telephone	  surveys	  have	  been	  declining	  for	  years	  and	  are	  oken	  in	  the	  
single	  digits,	  even	  for	  the	  highest-‐quality	  polls.	  	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
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Experimento	  de	  Monte	  Carlo:	  100	  secciones	  electorales,	  10	  entrevistas	  en	  cada	  sección	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Experimento	  de	  Monte	  Carlo:	  100	  secciones	  electorales,	  10	  entrevistas	  en	  cada	  sección	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Meta-‐análisis	  -‐	  Efectos	  fijos	  

Josefina Vázquez M.

FE Model
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Parametria
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0.24 [ 0.21 , 0.27 ]
0.24 [ 0.20 , 0.27 ]
0.27 [ 0.24 , 0.31 ]
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Organization Proportion [95% CI]Actual:  0.261
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FE Model
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Reforma
Parametria
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0.41 [ 0.38 , 0.44 ]
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0.04 [ 0.02 , 0.05 ]
0.03 [ 0.02 , 0.04 ]
0.02 [ 0.01 , 0.03 ]
0.03 [ 0.02 , 0.04 ]
0.02 [ 0.01 , 0.03 ]
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0.03 [ 0.02 , 0.04 ]
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Modern polling needs innovation, not traditionalism 
	  ANDREW	  GELMAN	  AND	  DAVID	  ROTHSCHILD	  |	  AUGUST	  4,	  2014	  

• TradiAonal	  probability	  polling	  sAll	  reports	  a	  margin	  of	  error	  that	  is	  
based	  on	  the	  assumpAon	  of	  100	  percent	  response	  rates	  for	  a	  
random	  and	  representaAve	  sample	  of	  the	  populaAon.	  	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 

Reforma
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0.309
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0.326
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Actual:  0.316

EsAmación	  de	  Preferencias	  Electorales	  basadas	  en	  secciones	  en	  muestra	  por	  empresa	  
encuestadora	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Here’s why you should worry about the polls for the 2016 U.S. 
elections  
ANDREW	  GELMAN	  |	  AUGUST	  31,	  2015	  

• In	  real	  life	  there	  are	  no	  probability	  samples	  of	  humans.	  With	  survey	  
response	  rates	  below	  10	  percent,	  there	  is	  no	  way	  to	  know	  the	  
probability	  of	  an	  individual	  being	  included	  in	  the	  sample.	  You	  can	  know	  
the	  probability	  that	  the	  survey	  organizaAon	  will	  try	  to	  reach	  a	  person	  
[…].	  But	  it’s	  impossible	  to	  know	  the	  probability	  that	  this	  person	  will	  
actually	  be	  included	  in	  the	  sample,	  as	  this	  depends	  on	  the	  probability	  
that	  the	  person	  is	  reached,	  mulAplied	  by	  the	  probability	  that	  he	  or	  she	  
agrees	  to	  respond,	  given	  that	  he	  or	  she	  is	  reached.	  And	  neither	  of	  these	  
two	  probabiliAes	  is	  ever	  known.	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 

Vivienda	  
inaccesible	  o	  no	  

elegible	  

No	  accesible/No	  
elegible	  

Vivienda	  
accesible/
elegible	  

Abren	  la	  puerta	  

Rechazan	   Rechazo	  de	  
vivienda	  

No	  rechazan	  

Está	  el	  individuo	  
elegible	  

Rechaza	   Rechazo	  de	  
individuo	  

Acepta	  

Completa	  la	  
entrevista	  

Incompleta	  
No	  está	  el	  
individuo	  
elegible	  

Ausente	  No	  abren	  la	  
puerta	  

Se	  ignora	  si	  es	  
elegible	  

Tasa	  de	  respuesta	  
Tasa	  de	  cooperación	  
Tasa	  de	  rechazo	  
Tasa	  de	  contacto	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Assessing the Representativeness of Public Opinion 
Surveys 
PEW	  RESEARCH	  CENTER	  |	  MAY	  15,	  2012	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Encuesta Preelectoral Buendía & Laredo 
JUN,	  2015	  

Tasa	  de	  Respuesta	   37%	  

Tasa	  de	  contacto	   57.4%	  

Tasa	  de	  cooperación	   64%	  

Tasa	  de	  rechazo	   20.5%	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
What’s the Matter With Polling? 
CLIFF	  ZUKIN	  |	  JUNE	  20,	  2015	  

• This	  decline	  is	  worrisome	  for	  some	  reasons.	  First,	  of	  course,	  is	  
representaAveness.	  Strangely,	  for	  some	  reason	  that	  no	  one	  really	  
understands,	  well-‐done	  probability	  samples	  seem	  to	  have	  retained	  their	  
representaAve	  character	  despite	  the	  meager	  response	  rate.	  	  

• Even	  so,	  Robert	  M.	  Groves,	  the	  provost	  of	  Georgetown	  and	  a	  former	  
director	  of	  the	  Census	  Bureau,	  cauAons,	  “The	  risk	  of	  failures	  of	  surveys	  
to	  reflect	  the	  facts	  increases	  with	  falling	  response	  rates.	  The	  risk	  is	  not	  
always	  realized,	  but	  with	  the	  very	  low	  response	  rates	  now	  common,	  
we	  should	  expect	  more	  failed	  predic-ons	  based	  on	  surveys.”	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Is The Polling Industry In Stasis Or In Crisis?  
NATE	  SILVER	  AUG	  25,	  2014	  
• How	  can	  a	  poll	  come	  close	  to	  the	  outcome	  when	  so	  few	  people	  
respond	  to	  it?	  One	  way	  is	  through	  extremely	  heavy	  demographic	  
weigh-ng.	  	  

• Furthermore,	  demographic	  weighAng	  is	  an	  insufficient	  remedy	  for	  
the	  failure	  to	  include	  cellphone-‐only	  voters,	  who	  differ	  from	  
landline	  respondents	  in	  ways	  that	  go	  beyond	  easily	  idenAfied	  
demographic	  categories.	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Forecasting elections with non-representative polls 
WANG,	  ROTHSCHILD,	  GOEL,	  GELMAN	  (2014)	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Resultados	  de	  Post-‐estra-ficación	  con	  Modelo	  Jerárquico-‐
Bayesiano	  

POST-‐ESTRATIFICACION:	  ESTADO,	  SEXO,	  EDAD,	  ESCOLARIDAD,	  EMPLEO.	  DATOS:	  ENCUESTA	  B&L,	  ENOE	  2015	  

Encuesta	   MRP	   Diferencia	  

PAN	   24.72%	   24.20%	   0.52%	  

PRI	   28.81%	   29.26%	   -‐0.45%	  

PRD	   11.72%	   13.45%	   -‐1.73%	  

PVEM	   9.22%	   8.67%	   0.56%	  

MORENA	   8.80%	   9.47%	   -‐0.67%	  

Otros	   16.73%	   14.96%	   1.77%	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Forecasting elections with non-representative polls 
WANG,	  ROTHSCHILD,	  GOEL,	  GELMAN	  (2014)	  

• Demographic	  adjustment	  alone	  is	  inadequate	  to	  correct	  selecAon	  bias	  due	  to	  parAsanship	  

• Because	  of	  their	  cross-‐secAonal	  design,	  it	  is	  difficult	  to	  correct	  for	  aztudinal	  selecAon	  bias	  
in	  these	  surveys	  without	  assuming	  that	  aztudinal	  variables	  do	  not	  fluctuate	  over	  Ame.	  

• Is	  some	  respondents	  change	  their	  party	  iden-fica-on	  and	  vote	  inten-on	  simultaneously,	  
then	  using	  current	  party	  ID	  to	  weight	  a	  cross	  secAonal	  survey	  to	  a	  past	  party	  ID	  benchmark	  
is	  both	  inaccurate	  and	  arbitrary.	  

• Overall,	  panel	  designs	  appear	  to	  provide	  the	  best	  method	  for	  controlling	  for	  selecAon	  bias	  
on	  aztudinal	  variables	  
In	  panels,	  post-‐estraAficaAon	  on	  baseline	  aztudes	  avoids	  endogeneity	  problems	  associated	  with	  cross-‐
secAonal	  party	  ID	  weighAng,	  even	  if	  these	  aztudes	  are	  not	  stable	  over	  the	  campaign.	  
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1. Tasa de respuesta 
Temas e ideología| Encuesta Nacional Trimestral 

Febrero 2015 
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2. Votantes probables 
What’s the Matter With Polling? 
CLIFF	  ZUKIN	  |	  JUNE	  20,	  2015	  

• The	  other	  big	  problem	  with	  elecAon	  polling,	  though	  not	  a	  new	  one,	  is	  that	  
survey	  respondents	  overstate	  their	  likelihood	  of	  voAng.	  It	  is	  not	  uncommon	  
for	  60	  percent	  to	  report	  that	  they	  definitely	  plan	  to	  vote	  in	  an	  elecAon	  in	  
which	  only	  40	  percent	  will	  actually	  turn	  out.	  Pollsters	  have	  to	  guess,	  in	  effect,	  
who	  will	  actually	  vote,	  and	  organizaAons	  construct	  “likely	  voter”	  scales.	  

• This	  has	  become	  a	  bigger	  problem	  lately.	  Sco[	  Keeter,	  a	  former	  colleague	  of	  
mine	  who	  is	  now	  the	  director	  of	  survey	  research	  at	  Pew,	  told	  me	  that	  “as	  
coverage	  has	  shrunk	  and	  nonresponse	  has	  grown,	  forecasAng	  who	  will	  turn	  
out	  has	  become	  more	  difficult,	  especially	  in	  sub-‐presidenAal	  elecAons.	  So	  
accuracy	  in	  polling	  slowly	  shiks	  from	  science	  to	  art.”	  
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Category plot for Voto.2012
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Category plot for Identificacion
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Category plot for Prob.votar
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Category plot for Siempre.vota
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Category plot for Credencial.Votar
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2. Votantes probables 
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2. Votantes probables 
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2. Votantes probables 
Propensión	  a	  votar	  entre	  entrevistados	  que	  NO	  declararon	  intención	  de	  voto	  
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2. Votantes probables 
• EsAmación	  ponderada	  por	  propensión	  a	  votar	  

Encuesta	   VP	   Diferencia	  

PAN	   24.72%	   25.24%	   -0.52% 

PRI	   28.81%	   31.43%	   -2.62% 

PRD	   11.72%	   11.7%	   0.02% 

PVEM	   9.22%	   8.74%	   0.48% 

MORENA	   8.80%	   8.48%	   0.32% 

Otros	   16.73%	   14.40%	   2.33% 
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Implicaciones 
Is The Polling Industry In Stasis Or In Crisis?  
NATE	  SILVER	  AUG	  25,	  2014	  

• Likewise,	  it’s	  essenAal	  for	  polling	  firms	  to	  conAnue	  publishing	  pre-‐elecAon	  
surveys.	  While	  horse-‐race	  polls	  represent	  a	  small	  fracAon	  of	  all	  surveys,	  they	  
provide	  for	  relaAvely	  rare	  “natural	  experiments”	  by	  allowing	  survey	  research	  
techniques	  to	  be	  tested	  against	  objecAve	  real-‐world	  outcomes.	  


