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Mexicanos and Chicanos: Examining 

Political Involvement and Interface 


in the U.S. Political System 


During a period of heightened national attention on international migration to the U.S., one of the 

primary concerns identified has been the extent of adaptation, or amalgamation or integration of newer 

waves of "immigrant" populations. At the same time, previous generations of immigrants have become 

organized into politically active ethnic groups. Thus, the past and current flow of immigrants have had 

a significant impact on the social and economic fabric of American society. 

This particular paper centers around the Mexican origin population which can be viewed as both 

indigenous and immigrant communities. Their long-standing presence in the Southwest. as well as 

continuous migration from Mexico, serve as important distinctions within this national origin group. 

More specifically, this paper explores three areas related to the political worlds of the Mexican origin 

communities. The three sections of the paper are: 1) specification of segments of the Mexican origin 

community based on immigration status; 2) an outline of a model of political involvement for Mexican 

origin persons; and 3) preliminary comparison of political attitudes and behaviors of Mexican origin 

citizens and non-citizens. 

One underlying dimension that connects all segments of the Mexican origin community is the 

immigration experience. That is, members of the Mexican origin community are current Mexican-born 

residents (permanent or sojourners) or second or third generation persons of Mexican descent. For the 

most part, while various aspects of the adaptations, adjustment and experiences of Mexican origin people 

have been examined, one area that is still relatively unexplored is the political world of the many 

segments within the Mexican origin community. 

Research on international migration has been focused on the economic motivations to migrate and 

the economic consequences of such migrations. Also extensive demographic profdes (Tienda, 1979; 

Cardenas and Flores, 1980) have been compiled to characterize labor force characteristics, age structure, 

regional origins of migration (Cornelius, 1978), sex ratios, and household structure. At the same time, 

research activities on the Chicano experience have examined major demographic developments (Le., 

growth rates, geographic dispersion, political strengths, etc.), and sociopolitical changes (i.e., rise of 
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national organizations and resources, an emerging middle class, educational gains, etc.) (Estrada et al., 

1981; Barrera, 1981; Sierra, 1982; Garcla. 1983). 

This interface of different generational distances from Mexico has some direct spillover to public 

policy areas. For example, the proposed immigration refonn bill, the Simpson-Mazzoli is strongly 

opposed by the Chicano leadership (de la Garza, 1981); while the Hispanic public seems more divided 

on the various components of the bill. A major factor lies with the diversity of the Mexican origin 

community, as well as largely unknown information about the political thinking of this diverse 

community. These introductory comments lead us back to the primary focus of this paper--political 

interface within the Mexican origin community and political involvement. It should be noted that this 

represents preliminary development of the formulation of political interface and political involvement 

within a diverse Mexican origin community. 

Tu Mexlt:a" Origi1l Co..".,,1Ilt1: So. SpeC(fktltio1lS 

In one sense the 19808 can be seen as a period of nationalizing the Spanish origin populations in 

the U.S. The use of the term Hispanic serves as an umbrella description for various nationality groups. 

While this serves to establish national minority group status and increases the size of the group; it also 

has the effect of blurring some key distinctions between the different nationality groups. In the same 

vein, when we speak of the Mexican origin community, there are some important distinctions within 

this community. While immigration is a major underlying commonality that serves as a cultural 

connection for all members; it also differentiates its members as to the recency or distance from that 

immigration experience. 

Our discussion of specification centers around the critical distinctions of sub-communities based on 

immigration status. That is, the distinctions of undocumented immigrants, pennanent resident aliens, and 

native-born Chicanos are quite relevant If one examines the flow of immigration into the U.S., 

signifICant increases from Mexico have been noticeable since the early 19708 (SCRIP, 1981). Recent 

attempts to account for the rapid growth rate of the Mexican origin population in the U.S. indicates 

that almost one-third (32%) of the total growth was the result of net international migration and "illegal 

migration" (Browning and Cullen, 1982). Obviously, one primary focus of discussion has been the 

undocumented immigrants, both in terms of populations estimates and impact A recent paper by Bean 
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and King (1982) outlines the various approaches and techniques derived for specific estimates. For 

example, Warren and Passel (1983) reported that the Census Bureau was successful in enumerating about 

two million illegal aliens of which 931,00 were Mexican in origin. This estimate may be seen as a floor 

population figure. 

Another critical aspect of undocumented Mexicans is the composition of this group. Distinctions 

between temporary, circular migrants (or sojourners) and longer-staying migrants (settlers, with family) 

are important to make. With the sojourner-settler distinction, there are clear gender differences (more 

females in the settler category) and a different attitudinal orientation toward life in the U.S. The latter 

point refers to an accumulation of equity (i.e., home, job mobility- advancement, focus on educational 

system, other social service agencies, etc.) that usually results from a settler status. Within U.S. labor 

markets, the undocument worker is seen as engaged in labor intensive industrial and manufacturing 

sectors, as well as the agricultural sector. These workers are viewed as primarily economic migrants 

(Clb'denas and Flores, 1977) who are able to sell their labor skills quite readily. For interface purposes, 

the Chicano working lower class probably has the closet contact with the indocumentados (i.e.• living 

in the same neighborhoods, working in similar jobs, using the same commercial centers. etc.). Regardless 

of the extent of contact between the IndocumentDdos and Chicanos, the workplace serves as a major area 

of economic and social intercourse. 

Finally, the issue of legal status becomes very important. In some instances, undocumented workers 

are actively engaged in attaining legal standing under U.S. immigration law; while others operate 

informally as international migrant wodcers without substantial fear of drastic sanctions if apprehended. 

The question of legal status may reflect both a sense of attachment to either mother or host country as 

well as the extent of formal interactions with agents of the U.S. social system. Obviously if it is 

significant to discuss political interface within the Mexican origin community. the distinctions of 

indocumentados. permanent resident aliens. and Chicanos will require further clarification. For the 

indocumentDdos. the further differentiation of stock (settler) vs. flow (sojourner) should be quite 

important difference in future discussions of political involvement. 
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P.,.",.".,., R • .,.", AIleu 

The second identified sub-community are the pennanent resident aliens. From INS statistical records, 

we know that slightly less than one million (990,000) Mexican nationals pennanently reside in the U.S., 

which represents about one-fifth of all pennanent resident aliens in the U.S. During the decade of 

1970-1979, an average of 6,050 Mexicans were naturalized annually, with a high figure of 8,662 in 1978 

(INS, 1980). According to the 1970 Census, 38.8% of the Mexican-born population born has naturalized. 

while the overall rate of naturalization was 63.6% (SCRIP, 1981). It is quite clear that Mexicans take 

a longer period to detennine their intent and/or meet all requirements with regard to citizenship (Orozco, 

1979). Finally, one other piece of demographic infonnation on Mexican legal immigrants is their 

increase in numbers. That is, since 1960, Mexico has been the source country with the largest number 

of immigrants (13.3%, 1960-1970 and 15.1%, 1970-1980). Thus the persistence and size of this 

sub-community within the Mexican origin population provides us with a second major grouping. 

Besides the resistance of this legal resident segment to naturalize in significant numbers, there 

remains the issues of assimilation, acculturation, or integration of this group into U.S. society. Do their 

experiences, expectations, lifestyles, and values substantially differ from either Chicanos or 

IndoclUMntiJdos, or both? Foreign-born persons (with legal standing) are a major segment of the 

Mexican origin community and maintain a continued attachment to their mother country. (We are not 

suggesting that pennanent resident alien status is indicative of rejection of the host country, or 

non-supportive of societal values and nonns). Certainly the decision to make ones' pennanent home in 

the U.S. involves considerable equity accumulation in this system, but the unknown factor is the politi~ 

relevance of foreign born status on American politics. 

Tit. CItI.eao CDIIIJIOU'" 

The last differentiation within the Mexican origin community lies with the Mexican American or 

Chicano componenL Through culturally linked with Mexico, we are identifying a population that is 

native born with long-tenn attachments to this country and their status (i.e., socioeconomic and political) 

are compared with other groups in U.S. society. 

Certainly, descriptions of this component focus on the youthfulness of the population (Estrada ., al., 

1981), sociopolitical orientations (Acuna. 1981) and the rise of organizational activities at the national 
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arena (de la Garza. 1981; Sierra, 1982). Thus, the Mexican American community represents an ethnic 

group establishing its political and economic presence in the U.S. political system. Within this 

sub-community, variations may occur by choices of ethnic labels (Garcia. 1980; Hirsch and Gutierrez. 

1973), by geographic location and concentration in their respective communities, and political traditions 

(Vigil. 1978). Yet the activism within this sub-group tends to be concentrated on civil rights status or 

distributive politics (i.e., access to a "fair" share of resource allocations made by the political system). 

For Chicanos, ethnicity serves as a cohesive force to seek redress from the U.S. political system. 

Therefore, in order to deal with the idea of political involvement, the three components are: the 

undocumented Mexicanos, the permanent resident aliens, and the native-born Chicanos. Each 

sub-community brings a somewhat different perspective on life in the United States and how it relates 

to its political system. We also expected to affect some real and perceived differences between these 

sub-communities. Since our primary focus is to discuss how these different sub-communities respond 

and act in the U.S. political system, as well as with each other, it is important to discuss briefly the 

concept of political integration. In this manner, we will tty to establish the basis for political 

involvement of members of the Mexican origin community within the U.S. and how their 

sub-communities can share common goals and activities. 

Polltlt:lll l11tegrtltioll IIIIIl tile MexkIuJ Origin Co...unltie. 

As we are concerned about political behaviors within the Mexican origin communities, we can relate 

numerous concepts to our discussion. These would include political culture (Almond and Verba, 1965), 

political experiences within the U.S. system. political traditions, effects of the Mexican origin 

community's activities on the political system, the transference to ethnic politics, and political 

socialization (especially for recent immigrant members) (Wilson, 1973). For this discussion, we have 

attempted to place these aspects of the political behavior of the Mexican origin community under the 

concept of politkal inte,rtltion. Polilical inte,rtltion refers to the cohesiveness of the members of the 

political community (Lamare, 1982) in terms of the political values, beliefs, emotive traits (or 

identiflCational assimilation), and activities (Almond and Verba, 1965). Thus, the parameters of political 

integration incorporate structural, psychological, and behavioral assimilation. For the immigrant sub
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communities, a widespread acceptance of the prevailing beliefs, norms, attitudes, and "accepted" political 

activities can be indicators of acculbJration (Lamare, 1982). 

For many members of the U.S. political system, the dominant value system serves as a reinforcing 

system of attitudes and ideals emerging from society's history, its traditions, tenor of its public 

organizations, the reasoning of its citizens, and style and ethics of its leaders. The permeation of the 

dominant political milieu will color a person's expectations about the realities of politics and impact on 

his/her common ideals about what their public life might be (i.e., subject vs. participant, allegiant vs. 

activist, or drop-out vs. gladiator). This describes a process whereby a sense of national political identity 

is developed (i.e., the individual and his/her role in society), and how that combines with both 

complementary community, as well as geographic and ideo logical loyalty (Foster, 1982). 

Yet, we know for the Mexican origin community a sense of national origin or ethnic group identity 

can rival the dominant order; challenge the legitimacy of central leadership; and potentially increase 

political conflict. These communities may possess multiple identities (i.e., ethnic identity, national origin 

identity, U.S. national chauvinism, indocumentados, etc.) which can serve to reconcile regional and ethnic 

diversity with the centripetal forces of central authority (Verba, 1965). Within this vein, multiple 

identities can enable the individual to maintain some loyalty to his indigenous culture, country of origin, 

and ancestry while still developing a sense of attachment to the host society. In this manner, multiple 

identities could minimize conflicts and open the way for political compromises (Zolberg, 1965). 

Members of the Mexican origin sub-communities must see the state as creating conditions which can 

accommodate loyalty to their groups as well as loyalty to the larger society in order to minimize 

separation and isolation. Similarly, within the Mexican origin sub-communities, accommodation of 

various perspectives and differing conditions within U.s. society serve to provide a bridge between these 

groups. Political integration entails a process whereby some psychological attachment (or civic identity) 

is developed, as well as a sense of satisfaction with the society and acculturation (i.e., acquiring some 

degree of structural and identification assimilation) takes place. Yet, at the same time, cultural/ethnic 

identity can be maintained. When we address the three identified sub-committees in terms of political 

integration, we can see different relationships with the host system. The issues of legal status for the 

undocumented in the U.S. presents different relationships with political and social institutions. In 

addition, the dimension of their identificational assimilation to the U.S. would be quite limited. This 
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would be the case for the sojourner more than the stock immigrant Certainly, policy making decisions 

regarding access to the workplace, search and seizure parameters of the Border Patrol, access to basic 

services, and protection from economic and social exploitation have a direct effect on the undocumented 

community. In this sense, the absence of cohesiveness of the undocumented with the rest of the larger 

community does not preclude significant incentives to involve one self with the political process. 

Similarly, the permanent resident alien community has been undergoing an adaptation process with 

U.S. institutions. Specific areas such as civic identity and assimilation, naturalization, political 

organizational involvement, partisan involvement, political attitudes, and electoral activities constitute 

important interfaces with the political system. For both undocumented and permanent resident aliens, 

the act of migrating to the U.S. generally involves an economic motive to improve one's condition. At 

the same time, the "immigrant" may be pushed by insecurity or inadequacy of their social setting. 

attracted by greater opportunities or general dissatisfaction with their economic and political system. In 

any event, one permanent concern of these two sub-communities is economic security. 

Thus, political integration for those closest to the immigrant experience may well rest upon the 

extent of economic stability and mobility they have achieved. Clearly, the economic or labor market 

arena is the entry point for the undocumented sub-community and potentially politically-related activities. 

For the permanent resident aliens, economic mobility potentially opens up more "mainstream" 

inter-relationships outside the Mexican origin community with varied aspects of community life. 

Finally, political integration for the Chicano sub-community would focus on their emergence as a 

collective, legitimate force on the American political scene. Infrastructure building would occur in terms 

of organizations and resources, leadership, and an identifIable policy agenda. Clearly. some strong level 

of identiflC8tion with the political system serves as a force to engage in making demands on the U.S. 

political system. As we have previously stated, multiple identities serve as significant cross-pressures 

to generate conflict as well as instilling efforts to resolve the bases of conflict Within this perspective, 

political integration of the Chicanos sub-community will deal with the processes of political involvement 

and the outcomes of their activities. 

Utilizing the concept of political integration, we would like to relate the extent of achieving political 

community to the area of political participation. That is, these three sub-communities share commonalties 

(i.e., national origin, cultural patterns. language, etc. ) and yet distinct political statuses and experiences. 
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Then what becomes the pattern of their political participation, and where does the overlap occur to 

stimulate shared interests and activities? We shall discuss this aspect of the paper by focusing on 

participation and factors that influence the type(s) and extent of political participation. 

Polltktllln,tJlHlUnt and Colllributbl, Facton 

Previous efforts to explore the political interface of segments of the Mexican origin community have 

dealt with their differences and similarities (Nunez and Rodriguez, 1982). More specifically, ClD'denas 

and Flores (1977) and Flores (1982) have addressed the issue of political recomposition with the 

undocumented and Mexican American communities. These researchers have suggested that issues critical 

to the undocumented sub-community (i.e., access to social services, education, labor market access and 

protection, and rights, etc.) have similar or overlapping relevance to the Chicano community, Therefore, 

one unifying link with these sub-communities is the class status of Mexican origin populations. Chicano 

organizations have come to the defense of the undocumented due to a class-based ideology with a 

transnational character (Flores, 1982, p. 19). 

Yet other writers like de la Garza (1982) have suggested that different interests and isolation between 

two sub-communities allows for limited interface. Even acknowledging economic interdependency 

(C4rdenas et al., 1982) within an ethnic enterprise model may not insure Mexicano-Chicano political 

interface. Factors such as cultural differentiation, assimilation, different political socialization, and 

different societal frames of reference (i.e., the U.S. or Mexico) serve to undermine any substantive 

integration within the Mexican origin sub-communities. While these discussions and conceptual 

formulations take place, much of the empirical testing of competing hypotheses remains sparse. 

Similarly the question of interface may be more one of gradations. limited policy areas and temporary 

coalitions instead of longstanding, permanent relationships. Obviously, this area of inquiry itself appears 

to be at an early stage of validation. 

My intent is not to add more fuel to the issue of enduring "Chicano Mexicano" relationships or the 

limited prospect of such; but direct the discussion to specifIC types of political participation and 

contributing factors. Before political interface and involvement can be thoroughly examined, we feel that 

discussion of individual political participation is an antecedent condition. Our previous discussion in 

section two makes reference to different relationships each sub-community has with the U.S. political 
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system. We also have talked about the extent of political integration for each group. With this as 

background, we can taJk: about some general indicators of political integration in which to measure each 

of these groups. 

We are suggesting three such indicators--satl.vactlon, identification, and accuIJuration. The first 

deals with the current evaluation of life in the U.S. This could include satisfaction with present 

accommodations, job, standard of living, sense of well-being in the U.S. relative to Mexico and desire 

to spend a long time in the U.S. The identification and acculturation measures could include affective 

identification with the U.S. reJative to Mexico, interest in organizational involvement, active consumers 

of American goods, and personal interactions with non Mexicans. By suggesting these measures of 

integration, we are suggesting that some degree of attachment, as well as stakes in the U.S. serve as an 

important prerequisite to any type of political participation. Just as economic stability/mobility has been 

suggested as an important condition for integration, a sense of political/societal attachment is equally 

important. 

In a sense. discussion of political involvement may incorporate a series of stages in which the 

uppermost stage is a highly- active level of political participation (i.e., in a variety of political 

manifestations) for members of all the sub-communities; then we can proceed to identify two types of 

political participation. They would be passive and actl,e political participation. Passi" participation 

would entail interest in political events and actors in the U.S., talking about political issues, personalities, 

and events, and keeping informed about the political system. In this mode, the individual has developed 

some political orientations toward the U.S. system as well as exchanging these formuJated views to other 

persons. Actl" participation refers to extensive involvement in such political activities as campaigns, 

organizational involvement, partisan activities, direct contact with political officials. and influencing policy 

choices. In this manner the person has gone beyond the stage of discussing hislher political world. 

Within each category of participation, a variety of modes can be found. That is, individuals may 

never discuss or take an interest in politics; while another person may be "totally" consumed by politics. 

A possible range of participation modes could include: 1) isoJation or drop-out; 2) upwardly-mobile 

participant; 3) downward-mobile participant; and 4) continuous activist or gJadiator (Wilson, 1973). The 

middle two categories require some additional amplification. The reference to downward or upward 

mobility takes note of the previous participatory patterns of the individual at hislher country of origin. 
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Therefore, it is possible for someone to increase or depress their participatory patterns in the U.S. from 

their patterns in Mexico. For example, a undocumented worker in the crafts trade may have been 

uninvolved in labor organizations in Mexico; but due to labor conditions and/or unionizing activities 

become politically active in the U.S. In addition, it is important to understand the past participatory 

patterns of members from a different political culture. 

Obviously, these two categories seem more germane to the undocumented and permanent resident 

alien sub-community. Thus, the four types serve to differentiate responses for involvement in the U.S. 

political system. Another way to characterize the previous discussion is to examine political participation 

as occurring in three inter-dependent stages (see Figure 1). That is, some degree of integration needs 

to take place that will facilitate the movement to passive political participation. The it is suggested that 

individuals high in passive participation will more likely be engaged in some form of active participation. 

Certainly, in real situations, these stages may not be totally sequential and discrete. Nevertheless, this 

provides a heuristic device to place the participation of members of the three sub-communities within 

a developmental scheme for empirical testing. 

The second step of our discussion of political participation lies with the identification of critical 

factors. From our earlier discussion we have indicated some of these contributing factors. 1) Prior 

participatory patterns give a researcher a useful inventory of political socialization experiences. Not only 

would individuals with extensive political activities be known, but their behavior should reflect 

participatory orientations that could be transferred to the U.S. system. 2) Much has been related to 

socioeconomic status (Verba and Nie. 1972) and political participation. Certainly, immigrants with 

greater human capital skills and investment would have important social skills to become active in a 

variety of political activities. Within the context of the Mexican origin community. the idea of relative 

socioeconomic status might be an important distinction. That is, if we are interested in potential political 

involvement within the sub-communities. then some adjustment of their relative socioeconomic status 

would prove useful. For example, given the overall educational attainment levels of Mexican origin 

populations, there will exist major distinctions between high school graduates and non-graduates. Or 

some experience in higher education vs. none at all. By this discussion, relative socioeconomic status 

might bring out stronger differences with the newly operationalized variables. 
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Another variable regarding participation is 3) extent of identification (in a positive manner) with the 

host cOlmtry. For Chicanos, indicators of allegiance, chauvinism, and trust relative to other groups in 

the U.S. would be the contexL For the two foreign-born components, their identification to the U.S. 

relative to Mexico would be the context. 4) Another contributing factor would be length of residence 

in the U.S. for the immigrant that specification of the components and an understanding of what leads 

to participation become critical prerequisites. 

DilMrultIu D/ Polldeal IlIJegmlloll: E.Dring O,.lIItItIou 
tntd Bea""'" 0/ Mexktm Origin Cltlzeu tntd Noll-Cillau 

In the previous two sections of this paper, we have tried to differentiate segments of the Mexican 

origin community based on distance from the immigration experience, and propose a model of political 

participation. The latter section incorporates a process of integration and salient, contributing factors. 

We have suggested that the level and manifestation of political participation may be substantially different 

for Chicanos, permanent resident aliens (Mexicanos) and undocumented populations. For the most part, 

little data exists to compare, politically, these segments of the Mexican origin community. In this last 

section, we will utilize two recent surveys conducted by the Southwest Voter Registration Project 

(SVREP) to explore initially some of these dimensions of political participation. 

More specifically, the two surveys include Mexican origin citizens (Chicanos) and non-citizens 

(permanent resident aliens) in San Antonio, Texas, and unincorporated East Los Angeles. These surveys 

were conducted during November, 1981 to January, 1982 as part of a series of surveys to explore 

Hispanic political participation and attitudes (Brischetto, 1983). A total of 415 Spanish surname adults 

in San Antonio and 488 adults in East Los Angeles were interviewed. 

Very briefly the non-citizen segment made up slightly more than 34 percent (34.8 percent) of the 

sample. Ninety-two percent of the non-citizens conducted their interviews in Spanish; while 72.1 percent 

of the Chicanos were interviewed in English. The major demographic differences were in the 

socioeconomic factors of income, educational attainment, and occupational status. Two-thirds of the 

non-citizens had less than eight years of schooling; and citizens found with college experience were three 

times as greaL Similarly, non-citizens were found by a 2:1 ratio in laborer and crafts jobs than their 

Chicano counterparts. Differences in income levels were more noticeable above the $20,000 category 

(i.e.• 26.3 percent for citizens vs. 11.5 percent of non-citizens). 
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Since this work on political integration represents a portion of our current work. I shall now present 

some relevant political orientations and behaviors of Mexican origin citizens and non- citizens. One stage 

that we presented in the participation process was passive participation. Part of this area entails talking 

about politics and gaining infonnation about the political system. In Table I, we examined a variety of 

media sources and news programming for these two segments. Our results strongly suggest that the 

written medium (i.e., newspapers) is used less among non-citizens. Slightly less than one-half (48.2 

percent of the non-citizens read the newspaper daily; while almost three-fourths (70.5 percent) of 

Chicanos read a daily newspaper. With Spanish usage almost universal among non-citizens, the 

availability of Spanish language newspapers may be a contributing factor for lower newspaper reading. 

Another major distinction between the two groups is the greater extent of Spanish language television 

viewing among non- citizens. Twice as many watch equal amounts of Spanish television to English 

programming as their Chicano counterparts. Perhaps more gennane to our political focus, all respondents 

were asked to identify the medium for their primary source of infonnation for news (i.e., global/national, 

local and the Mexican American community). Again, the written medium serves as the key distinction. 

Non-citizens used the newspaper from one-half to one-third less than Chicanos. Although reliance on 

television is comparable, one should reiterate that the non-citizen segment is watching Spanish-language 

television (de la Garza and Brischetto, 1984). At this preliminary stage, both the sources of medium and 

substantive messages of communication do differ among citizens and non-citizens. We might possible 

infer that we need to examine the messages or infonnation transmitted by Spanish vs. English language 

media; and qualitatively what differences as to political information, interests, involvement, etc., exist 

among newspaper readers vs. non-readers. 

Another part of the passive mode of participation entails the discussion of politics with a variety of 

individuals. It can be assumed that if individuals are aware of political events, actors. etc., then there 

is a greater potential for active participation. All respondents were asked how much they discussed 

politics with friends, co-workers, family members, and the like. When comparing citizens and 

non-citizens, it is clear that non-citizens discuss politics less (see Table 2). For example, two-fIfths (40.4 

percent) of non-citizens never discuss politics with friends compared with 21.6 percent of Chicanos. For 

the most part, Chicanos discuss politics more often with both family members and friends that permanent 

resident aliens. A similar patterns exists for family members. 
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Interestingly enough, comparable percentages of Chicanos and Mexicanos discuss politics with their 

spouses (30.7 percent and 26.4 percent, respectively); yet almost two-fIfths never discuss politics with 

their spouse. With recent organizational interests directed toward political activation of the non-citizen 

segment, it is noteworthy that virtually none of the non-citizens or Chicanos discuss politics with 

members of organizations very often. Conversely, over three-fourths (74.7 percent and 86.7 percent, 

respectively) neller discuss politics with organizational members. Part of the explanation for this situation 

is very low levels of organizational involvement among Mexican origin persons and probably limited 

contact 

Another important aspect of passive political participation is the configuration of political orientations 

than can be conducive to participation. Political orientations such as political/personal efficacy, trust, 

self-esteem/confidence, and group consciousness (Verba and Nie, 1972) serve as important "preconditions" 

for active participation. The four orientations we examined in Table 3 suggest that non-citizens 

demonstrate a greater "attitudinal" distance from the American political system. More non-citizens see 

individuals as having little impact on government and the public officials are not responsive. 

Interestingly, both Chicanos and Mexicanos view American politics as too complicated (68.8 percent and 

75.9 percent respectively). On the other hand, both segments have internalized the value of voting. 

Finally, potentially a greater sense of national origin or cultural proximity between officials and 

"citizenry" is felt among Mexicanos if Mexican American politicians serve in public office. 

These dimensions of passive participation suggest that Mexicanos display much lower levels of 

political awareness, interest, and under-standing of the political system. The implications of this situation 

will be discussed later. One area of active participation that we will introduce for our preliminary 

empirical view is organizational involvement. We have looked at organizational memberships, multiple 

memberships, and types of organizations one belongs. As evident in Table 4, low levels of 

organizational involvement as 39.1 percent of Chicanos and 25.4 percent of Mexicanos belong to at least 

one organization. Yet national studies (Verba and Nie, 1972) indicate that 60 percent of the American 

adult populace belong to an organization. Multiple membership is one rare phenomenon among both 

segments, particularly Mexicanos (4.4 percent). 

When one examines the types of organization to which the respondent belongs, then political and 

civic organizational membership is very uncommon. As a matter of fact, not a single Mexicano belonged 
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to a civic organization and only 4.7 percent of the Chicanos. If Mexicanos belong to any type of 

organization, it is more likely to be a church-related group. Organizational membership allows the 

introduction of political stimuli, development of organizational skills, and increased levels of political 

information. In this regard, low levels of organizational involvement is coupled with membership in 

qualitatively, non-traditional politically oriented organizations. Therefore, for this dimension of active 

political participation, the non-citizen segment has a considerable distance to travel. Our very preliminary 

profile of Chicanos and Mexicans strongly suggests that political integration is uneven, as slower process 

for non-citizens and in early stages of political participation modes. 
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Polllkal PtlllkiJltltlo- tur4 Ptlllklpato,., PlltUrIUI 

As we started this paper, our aim was to focus on the issue of multiple segments of the Mexican 

origin community and political participation. With a diverse Mexican origin community it is not 

automatically assumed that collective political endeavors should result from the Mexicano and Chicano 

segments. Though linked together by common national origin and cultural patterns, they also experience 

different socioeconomic and political status in the U.S. We have strongly suggested clear differentiations 

(or as much as possible) within the Mexican origin community is necessary which is conceptually 

consistent with their historical experiences in the U.S. In doing so, we have also indicated variations 

within the three sub-communities (Le., Chicanos, permanent resident aliens, and undocumented Mexican 

workers). 

Utilizing the concept of political integration as a process of incorporating members into a "cohesive" 

political community, we suggested that each sub-community has reached different levels of integration. 

The extent of political integration should affect the political interface among the sub-communities. The 

idea of integration as a necessary ingredient to achieve different types of participation was also discussed. 

The politicization and political learning process that usually takes place with all members and their 

relationship with their own "ethnic" community as well as the larger society will affect how they move 

through these stages. In an attempt to identify a variety of contributing factors. it was anticipated that 

different participation modes could be identified. 

While we did not deal directly with the specific policy areas for political interface. nor the likely 

elements either each sub- community to join forces; we felt that our discussion would take this area 

closer to pinpoint common interests and coalescing groups. The whole area has reached a stage of 

conceptual development and discussion that empirical validation, testing, and measurement are demanded. 

It is hoped that by understanding how and why individuals in these sub-communities behave politically 

(in the manner they do); then concrete discussion of political interface and participation may occur. 

The introduction of preliminary empirical comparisons between Chicanos and Mexicans reinforces 

the idea of different degrees of political integration. The results are also suggestive of some real distance 

between Mexicanos and U.S. political system. Efforts to mobilize this segment of the Mexican origin 

community will require a better understanding of the immigrant experience and adjustment to U.S. society 

before anticipating any expected types of participation modes. In many respects, the Mexican origin 
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community in the U.S. has been removed from mainstream American politics and their expanded 

involvement and political responses are currently being fonnulated. Hopefully. this discussion of real 

and critical segments within the Mexican origin community and stages of political integration and 

participation will add to the development of an ongoing examination of the political dynamics of this 

community. 
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TABLE 1 

Media Sources of Infonnation Regarding 

News Events among Mexican Origin 


Citizens and Non-Citizens 


Media Sources o/Inforllllltlon 

Do You Read the Newspaper Daily? 
% Yes 

Extent of Watching Spanish Television: 

Less than English 
Same as English 
More than English 

Do you watch English or Spanish local news: 

English 
Spanish 
Both equally 

What are your sources of information about 
global/national events: 

Radio 
Television 
Newspapers 

Sources of infonnation for the local 
community: 

Television 
Radio 
Newspapers 
Other 

Sources of infonnation regarding Mexican 
American community: 

Newspapers 
Radio 
Television 
Other 

Citizens 

70.5 

55.7% 
22.2% 
22.2% 

76.2 
11.9 
11.9 

20.4 
60.1 
19.0 

54.0 
15.5 
30.0 

.4 

32.3 
22.1 
43.0 

2.9 

Non-Citizens 

48.2 

29.9% 
44.5% 
25.6% 

12.4 
72.3 
15.3 

22.5 
64.5 
to.7 

62.7 
22.8 
11.6 
3.0 

11.8 
26.8 
58.5 
2.9 

N= 276 515 
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TABLE 2 

Discussing Politics with Different Parties 
among Mexican Origin Citizens and 

Non-Citizens 

Discussing Politics with 

How often with friends: 

Often 
Sometimes 
Seldom 
Never 

How often with family: 

Often 
Sometimes 
Seldom 
Never 

How often with organizational members: 

Often 
Sometimes 
Seldom 
Never 

How often with spouse: 

Often 
Sometimes 
Seldom 
Never 

Cilizens 

21.6 
38.1 
18.7 
21.6 

26.0 
37.7 
16.6 
19.7 

7:l 
10.2 
8.0 

74.7 

30.7 
22.4 
8.8 

37.9 

Non-Cltiz.ens 

12.7 
18.0 
18.9 
40.4 

19.3 
34.9 
13.8 
32.0 

3.7 
5.9 
3.7 

86.7 

26.4 
27.3 

8.6 
37.7 
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TABLE 3 


Political Attitudes Toward the American Political 

System among Mexican Origin Citizens 


and non-Gtizens 


Political Attitudes 

Individuals having no say so in government: 

Agree 

Disagree 

Public officials don't care what people think: 

Agree 

Disagree 

Politics is too complicated: 

Agree 

Disagree 

Voting is only way to have say in government: 

Agree 

Disagree 

Mexican American-politicians care more about us: 

Agree 

Disagree 

Citizens 

28.7 

67.6 

43.0 

51.9 

68.8 

28.7 

81.6 

15.8 

45.1 

46.5 

Non-Cltl:r.ens 

40.9 

49.3 

53.3 

40.9 

75.9 

20.8 

74.4 

17.9 

69.6 

22.7 

*1be columns do not sum to 100 percent as some respondents gave a 
don't know response on these items. 
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3-4 

TABLE 4 


The Organizational World of Mexican Origin 

Citizens and Non-Citizens 


Organizational Variables 
Member of Organization: 

Yes 

No 

Number of Organizations a Member: 

None 

One 

Two 

Member of Political Organization: 

Yes 

No 

Member of Civic Organization: 

Yes 

No 

Member of Church Groups: 

Yes 

No 

Do you take into account Group's Views 
when forming opinions: 

Yes 

No 

Cltkens 

201 (39.1) 

314 (61.0) 

314 (61.0) 

152 (29.5) 

39 (7.6) 

10 (1.9) 

40 (7.8) 

471 (92.2) 

24 (4.7) 

485 (94.9) 

66 (13.0) 

441 (86.9) 

122 (24.0) 

387 (76.0) 

Non·Cltkens 

70 (25.4) 

206 (74.6) 

206 (74.6) 

58 (21.0) 

9 (3.3) 

3 (1.1) 

5 (1.8) 

269 (98.2) 

0(0.0) 

273 (100.0) 

44 (16.4) 

229 (83.6) 

80 (29.2) 

104 (70.8) 
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