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ABSTRACT 

This study examines the role of social capital in the political life of Latinos in the 

United States. I consider the likelihood that Latinos accumulate and utilize social capital 

differently than the dominant political science literature has suggested. Most social 

capital research has examined the majority population and the participatory outcomes of 

their network resources. For Latinos, social capital is complicated by ethnicity. Latino 

social networks and political participation can occur in two different ethnic contexts: one 

which is exclusively Latino and one which is dominated by the majority, Anglo 

population. Using Robert Putnam's definition and classification of social capital, I 

examine how the three largest Latino national origin groups (Mexican, Puerto Rican and 

Cuban) accumulate social capital and participate in the American political system. 

Ultimately I examine not only how much social capital exists among Latinos, but also 

how it functions for them. 

This dissertation engages in testing and building upon social capital theory by 

examining its five components and its bifurcated nature. This dissertation offers a full 

analysis of social capital presence and performance among Latinos. First I examine 

social capital accumulation among Latinos. Then I explore how social capital operates in 

the context of political participation. I find clear evidence of two types of social capital; 

bridge and bond. 

I find that Latinos are accumulating both bond and bridge social capital, and 

levels of political activity are highly affected by these resources. The factors of nativity, 

gender and language largely influence how Latinos accumulate and employ their social 
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capital resources. Foreign bom, female and Spanish dominant Latinos have their social 

capital more densely concentrated among co-ethnics. The implications of the differing 

levels of bond and bridge social capital resources in the political setting are varied. My 

analysis indicates that bridge social capital has consistently strong and positive effects on 

Latino political participation in any ethnic political context. Bond social capital generally 

has a positive impact on Latino participation as well, though not as consistent as bridge 

capital. Social capital theory does indeed help explain some of the uniqueness found in 

Latino political behavior. 
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CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 

Robert Putnam's Making Democracy Work (1993) and subsequent Bowling Alone 

(2000) were met with both dramatic praise and criticism from members of the academic 

community (Tarrow, 1996; Brehm and Rahn, 1997; Edwards and Foley, 1998; McLean 

et.al., 2002). His research on the declining levels of social capital, civic engagement and 

the negative public consequences of this phenomenon became a lightening rod for those 

who study political behavior. Why the controversy? Putnam was lauded for his unique 

social capital approach as he attempted to explain apathetic America (Rahn et.al. 1999; 

Uslaner, 1999). On the other hand, social capital is a slippery concept, long popular in 

sociology (Berman, 1997, McLean et.al., 2002) that has both strong and novice adherents 

who either vehemently disagreed with or misunderstood his implementation of social 

capital in his research (Levi, 1996; Greeley, 1997; Keying, 1997; Alex-Assenoh, 2002). 

While some bickered about finer points of his methodology (Ladd, 1996, Fischer, 2001) 

many more lined up to point out the substantive faults with Bowling Alone. Though not 

unique to Putnam's work, the lack of attention to diversity related issues and how social 

capital may operate differentially according to ethnic or racial context is a common and 

legitimate criticism (Edwards and Foley, 2001; Segura et.al. 1999; Segura et. al, 2001, 

Hero, 2003, Garcia-Bedolla, 2003). While it is true that Putnam does not fully address 

social capital and its relationship with minority groups, he does provide an interesting, if 
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not compelling theoretical argument that is ripe for testing in the context of ethnic 

political behavior. 

My interest lies with Latino political behavior and how it may be shaped and 

influenced by social capital. Both Latino politics and social capital have received 

increased attention from the political science community of scholars and their premier 

journals in the past decade (Barreto et.al., 2004; Pantoja and Segura, 2003; Brehm and 

Rahn, 1997; Schneider et. al, 1997; Putnam, 2000). Latinos now comprise the largest 

minority group in the United States and approximately 8% of the national electorate. The 

overall percentage of Latinos is even higher in several states that happen to be rich in 

electoral votes: 32% in CA, 32% in TX and 17% in Florida (US Census Bureau, 2001). 

Despite these numbers, it is also true that sizeable proportions of the Latino population 

are ineligible to vote due to their citizenship status (Garcia, 1981; Hero, 1992; DeSipio, 

1996; Sierra et.al. 2000). Such being the case, it is useful to conceptualize Latino 

political behavior in activities that extend beyond the voting booth such as participating 

in demonstrations, signing petitions or volunteering for a campaign. There is evidence 

that Latinos participate in these non-electoral political activities at higher rates than other 

ethnic populations, thus overcoming some of the legal limitations placed on their 

participatory options (Wrinkle et.al. 1996, Hero and Campbell, 1996; Garcia, 1988). 

Since socioeconomic (SES) factors can only offer limited explanation regarding Latino 

political behavior (Hritzuk and Park, 2000), it behooves us to employ theoretical models 

that move beyond SES explanations for how and why Latinos participate in the American 

political system. This is the point where social capital and Latino politics meet. Social 
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capital, as conceptualized and popularized by Robert Putnam, allows me to explore 

social, personal, public and institutional resources that Latinos possess. This theoretical 

framework makes it possible for me to examine how those resources function in 

relationship to Latino political participatory behaviors. 

I posit that in order to test whether Putnam's version of social capital is applicable 

to Latinos, or any other population for that matter, one must create a research design that 

is inclusive of the many social capital components Putnam discusses. Contrary to what 

many Putnam critics have suggested, social capital is not merely organizational 

membership (Alex-Assenoh, 2002; Fischer, 2001; Keying, 1997; Ladd, 1996). Though 

Putnam extensively studies organizations, he clearly states that social capital is comprised 

of a combination of resources: community and organizational life, engagement in public 

affairs, community volunteerism, informal sociability, and social trust (Putnam, 2000, p. 

291). This dissertation builds on social capital theory by fully testing these varied 

components and their impact on Latino political participation. My research also builds 

on the ever-growing body of Latino politics scholarship that has called for studies that 

consider the uniqueness of this population. 

Part of the social capital debate revolves around very basic matters, particularly 1) 

what is the definition of social capital? and 2) how does one quantify it? (Fischer, 2001; 

Edwards Foley, 2001; Garcia-Bedolla, 2003). I contend that no one discipline has a 

monopoly over the definition and quantification methods of social capital and that there 

must be some degree of flexibility as we operationalize social capital according to the 

standards of our particular fields. In order to build on a particularly theory, it must be 
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tested under a variety of conditions, thus it is wise to evaluate social capital within 

different disciplinary contexts. For the purposes of my dissertation, I primarily rely upon 

Coleman's (1988) definition and Putnam's (2000) specification of social capital. These 

theoretical arguments are supported by political behavior and Latino politics literatures. 

Social capital highlights skills and resources that motivate and position an 

individual to be engaged politically. This theory assists our understanding of the self-

interested individual acting in cooperative ways that are mutually beneficial to him and 

greater society (Coleman, 1988). There are clear associations between social 

connectedness, political attention and participation. The literature supports the idea that 

social capital provides the tools and training that enhance one's political productivity 

(Coleman, 1988, Verba et.al. 1995, Putnam, 1993). Social networks are at the core of the 

social capital accumulation process and provide value for both the individual and civic 

society. Ultimately, social networks open up broader public venues for connections, 

information, and understanding. Because the population of the United States is so 

diverse, it is worthwhile to assess whether minority communities are having the same 

social capital experience that has been so well documented among the majority 

population. 

Chapter two presents a review of the pertinent literatures that connect social 

capital and Latino politics. This includes studies in the areas of social capital, civic 

participation and minority politics. Latino politics and immigration studies. I draw fi-om 

these bodies of work to establish the long-standing evidence of social capital, its elements 

and implications. In Chapter three I develop the hypothesis and research questions that 



16 

evolve from the pertinent literatures. This chapter also provides a thorough description of 

the Latino National Political Survey (LNPS), which is the data source for my dissertation. 

Chapters Four and Five deal with social capital accumulation. Bridge social capital 

resources are accounted for among Latinos and Anglos in Chapter four. Bond social 

capital resources among Latinos are the subject of Chapter 5. I test the impact of 

individual social capital rubrics on political participation in Chapter 6. The net effects 

of social capital resources on Latino political participation are the subject of Chapter 7. 

In the concluding chapter, I revisit the hypothesis, consider the ethnic context of social 

capital and suggest future directions for related research. 

1.1 The Link Between Social Capital and Latino Politics 

Despite the lack of scholarly accord across disciplines, researchers continue to 

argue the merits of social capital in explaining a variety of political, social and economic 

phenomena (Newton, 1997; Edwards and Foley, 1997). Social capital as a theoretical 

framework is relatively new to political science though. In the political world social 

capital, as conceptualized by Putnam, holds that individual and social connectedness 

yield answers as to how and why people choose to participate in politics. Does social 

capital have the same explanatory power within the Latino population as it has 

demonstrated among the white population?^ Up to this point, very little study has been 

conducted that would answer such a question. Two factors give rise to the importance of 

a study on the relationship between social capital and the Latino population. First, social 

' Puntam, 2000 illustrates that high levels of social capital among whites are correlated with high levels of 
political participation. 
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capital has played a significant role in the broader social science literature and is steadily 

gaining attention in the realm of political science. Secondly, the Latino population now 

comprises the largest minority group in the United States and all demographic indicators 

project substantial, continued growth (US Census Bureau, 2001). This study will not 

only fill a gap in the American politics literature but also offer insight on a timely topic. 

I examine the concept of social capital and its role in developing an active 

political community. While much of the extant literature has explored this concept in the 

context of the general population, and essentially conventional political activities 

(Putnam, 2000, Rahn et.al., 1999), less attention has been directed toward a fuller array of 

participatory modes, much less exploring its explanatory potential for minority 

populations (Garcia and Manzano, 2001). More specifically, this dissertation does the 

following: 1) operationalizes critical dimensions of social capital; 2) examines the 

accumulation of social capital among Latinos; 3) links social capital indicators to political 

participation among Latinos; and 4) makes comparative observations between and among 

Latino and white populations. 

The interrelated role of social capital and political involvement merits both 

theoretical discussion and systematic attempts to measure and assess its impact on levels 

of political involvement for Latinos. The growing body of Latino politics literature has 

demonstrated that traditional SES measures of political participation have not been 

corroborated for Latinos (Ramirez, 2001; Garcia, 1998, Arvizu and Garcia, 1996; 

Wolfinger and Rosenstone, 1980). In addition, the factors of Spanish language use, 

English language proficiency, nativity, and Latino sub-group status are factors that 
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uniquely affect political behaviors of Latinos (DeSipio, 1996; Uhlaner, 1996; Segura 

et.al. 2001). It behooves us to look beyond socioeconomic measures when examining 

Latino political participation. In order to proceed with a discussion on social capital and 

Latinos, it is necessary to first define social capital and identify who Latinos are. 

The social capital literature spans several disciplines in the social sciences, 

particularly relevant to this dissertation are works in political science, economics, 

sociology and immigration studies. I rely upon Coleman and Putnam's definitions and 

conceptualizations of social capital. Coleman (1988) broadly defines social capital as a 

resource for action, within an individual's social structure. He identified three primary 

components: obligations and expectations, information channels, and social norms. Social 

structures (e.g. communities) facilitate actions within the structure making possible the 

achievement of certain ends that, in its absence would not be possible. Putnam (2000) 

further applied this concept to the political world where he establishes five areas of social 

capital acquisition development: community and organizational life, engagement in 

public affairs, community volunteerism, informal sociability, and social trust. Putnam 

argues that these five rubrics of social capital account for the vitality of virtually all 

dimensions of civic society (Putnam, 2000). In short, he links high levels of social 

capital with the economic and social prosperity of communities. 

Within political science the social capital literature finds many complementary 

aspects with the mobilization and civic engagement literatures. For example among 

Putnam's five social capital rubrics are the dimensions of civic engagement and 

community volunteerism. These directly correspond with Verba, Schlozman and Brady's 
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Civic Volunteerism Model (CVM). Additionally social and public trust and attention to 

community matters that Putnam classifies as social capital resources are akin to the 

individual mobilization traits that Rosenstone and Hansen (1993) describe. 

Latino scholarship lends a vast amount data on the demographic and political 

behavior trends to link our current knowledge of the population with the social capital 

approach, de la Garza et.al, 1992, illustrates the commonalities and differences among 

Latino subgroups and with respect to their political attitudes, participation, identification 

and ideology. Fraga (1997), Garcia (1981) and Hero (1992) have described the unique 

political experience of Latinos that is largely shaped by issues of identity that may be 

either self-ascribed or societally imposed. DeSipio, (1996) and Pantoja et.al. (2001) have 

discussed the political impact that Latino immigrants can have on electoral outcomes. A 

few studies have been conducted that consider the relationship between aspects of social 

capital and Latinos (Garcia-Bedolla, 2003; Hero, 2003; Segura et.al, 2001; Segura et.al. 

1999, Garcia, 2001; Garcia and Manzano, 2001). These initial studies have found that 

social capital was not as strongly or positively influential in Latino political behaviors as 

the data among Anglos had found. Thus far, we are left with a few inferences about 

pieces of the social capital puzzle applied to the Latino community. A fiill assessment of 

social capital among Latinos has not been conducted. This dissertation provides a more 

complete view of Latinos and the social capital that exists among them, then tests the 

possibility that social capital manifests in some political participation outcomes. 

I argue that social capital should be discussed and tested on Putnam's terms for 

several reasons. First, Putnam's social capital has become both the standard and the 
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lightening rod by which scholars test the theory within the discipline (McClain, 2003; 

McLean, 2003). His work is also broad enough that it is inclusive and complementary of 

other political behavior literature making it feasible to test both theoretically and 

methodologically. In addition, the bifurcated aspect to social capital makes it well-suited 

for American politics in particular. The bridge and bond dimensions of social capital 

allow the researcher to study and acknowledge the role that race and ethnicity have in 

shaping and influencing our social and political experiences. 

1.2 Limitations of Previous Research 

An additional merit of this dissertation is the gap that it fills in the broader 

minority politics literature. The sheer number of Latinos in the United States and their 

projected growth trajectory make this group a salient one to singularly consider. However 

the study of race and minorities in political science literature is primarily comprised of 

studies on black and white relationships in the political setting. American politics 

literature provides many examples of studies that incorporate only white and Afncan 

American populations, yet make broad statements regarding the research findings and its 

applicability to minority representation, public opinion or political behavior (Lublin, 

1997; Gerber et.al. 1998; Portney and Berry, 1997). Central to the problem in political 

science conceptualization of minority politics, though perhaps painfially obvious, is that 

one group, Afiican Americans, has oft been utilized as the example of all minority group 

opinion and behavior. The fact of the matter is that minority status in the United States is 

not exclusively equated with Afiican American identity. 
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By focusing exclusively on blacks as the model of minority opinion and behavior, 

the literature has rendered large populations understudied and oversimplified the 

complexities of the multiracial society we inhabit. Exclusive focus on Afiican 

Americans in the racial politics research creates the potential for poor prediction and 

evaluation of minority politics on the whole. Simply applying concepts and patterns that 

have held in the black population upon Latinos and other minority groups such as Asian 

Americans and Native Americans is not only misguided; it is faulty research. These 

conceptual problems are multiplied when we consider the political differences among 

America's newest voters: Asian and Latino immigrants (Wong, 2000, Garcia, 1997). 

There is preliminary evidence that these largest minority groups exhibit patterns of 

political behavior can that be quite distinct fi^om one another (McClain, 1999; Lemay, 

2000; Anderson, 1992). Important differences and similarities between and among other 

minority groups are masked when the literature treats black-white relationships as the 

standard evaluation of minority politics. 

Latino Americans are a large and significant part of the minority population with 

specific group characteristics that in many ways make them very different fi-om the 

majority and other minority populations. Latinos vary largely in their experiences with 

immigration to the United States, colonialism, language fluency and nations of origin 

(Garcia, 2003; Segura et.al, 2000; Hero et.al., 2000; de la Garza et.al, 1992). Recently it 

has become more common to find research that is inclusive of Latinos as a monolithic 

group (Verba et.al., 1995; Putnam, 2000), however even this approach can produce 

problematic conclusions as the diversity among Latinos is masked when they are 
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considered in the aggregate (de la Garza et. al., 1992). This extensive study that teases 

out the many differences among Latinos including national origin, language skills, 

nativity and citizenship status. There is a need not only to generate more research on 

Latinos, but also to incorporate Latinos in the context of extant racial politics debates and 

studies. 

A related issue rests in how Latinos are conceptualized. There is a myriad of 

evidence that Latinos are not a homogenous group (de la Garza et.al 1992; Portes and 

Mozo, 1985; Rodriquez, 1998 Hero et.al. 2000). In order to reach conclusions about this 

very diverse population, the traits of the large national origin groups should be 

considered. Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban origin Latinos can be quite distinct in 

their political orientations. Their diverse racial backgrounds, contexts of immigration, 

language skills and geographic concentrations merit a disaggregated approach to studying 

them. It is quite possible that the racial coalition literature has missed some of the 

potential coalitions among various combinations of Latino subgroups and other racial 

groups due to this masking of inter-group differences. My assessment of social capital 

and Latinos allows me to evaluate points where various Latino national origin groups 

may be primed to bridge, or work in concert, with each other. 

Studies in American politics have yet to systematically examine the role of social 

capital among its largest minority group. Often times we find that dominant political 

theories do not hold true for minority groups. Rational choice models, socioeconomic 

status (SES), and cultural deficiency explanations for Latino political behavior have 

failed to account for the political behavior of Latino groups, particularly over the past two 
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decades.^ This being the case, it is necessary to test whether Latinos will fall on the 

periphery of social capital explanations, or if this theory offers unique insight on the 

political life of Latinos. Study after study illustrate that voter turnout among whites has 

declined (Abramson and Aldrich, 1982; Cassel and Luskin, 1988; Putnam 2000, ANES 

1980-2000) while turnout among Latinos has increased in the past five presidential 

elections (Andrade and Hernandez, 2000). It is possible that social capital yields insights 

to resolve this conflict. It is worthwhile to consider a theoretical explanation as to why 

Latinos choose to participate given the failures of other theories. 

The Latino politics literature at this point, has only begun to explore social capital 

as an explanatory theory for mobilization and participation. Nonetheless, we are armed 

with some very usefiil findings from Latino politics literature that serve as a baseline and 

reference point to guide this study. Indeed many of the specific hypothesis and models I 

posit are bom out of consistent findings in this area of study. There is a growing cluster 

of research on Latinos in the U.S. and their incorporation into American political life. 

Initial findings in these studies indicate that Latino sub-groups tend to be closely 

connected in terms of residential density, political interest and activity (DeSipio, 1996, de 

la Garza et.al. 1992, Verba et.al, 1995) Much of this literature, however, focuses on 

voting behavior (Barreto et.al., 2004; Hero et. al., 2000; Arvizu and Garcia, 1996; Hero 

and Campbell, 1996, DeSipio, 1996). The fact that only half of the Latino population is 

US bom, while the other half is foreign bom has not been fiilly addressed in the political 

participation literature. The implication here is that among voting age Latinos, only 

^ Skerry (1993) has argued that Mexican and Puerto Rican cultural sentiment devalues education and 
participation in politics. Yet Latino turn out in presidential elections the past two decades has increased 
(Andrade and Hernandez, 2000). 
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about half are automatically eligible to vote because they were bom here. Furthermore, 

we know that even among eligible Latinos, voter turnout is low (DeSipio, 1996, Hero 

et.al., 2000). Thus research based on data generated from national elections, such as the 

American National Election Survey (ANES), at best describe the politics of less than half 

of Latinos in the country. 

Immigration literature has utilized the social capital framework to illustrate the 

power of community ties with regard to job placement, lending organizations, 

remittances and country of origin associations, and perpetuating migration to the Lfnited 

States. However, the studies inclusive of immigrants and social capital do not tell us how 

the social capital that made immigration possible for millions is employed once these 

individuals are in the United States. There is a growing body of literature that examines 

the political incorporation and mobilization of immigrants (Garcia, 1985; Gonzalez-

Baker, 1996, DeSipio 1996; Sierra et.al., 2000; Pantoja et.al, 2001, Highton and Burris, 

2001, Pachon, 1991). My dissertation considers differences and similarities in the social 

capital and political experiences among US and foreign bom Latinos. This will enhance 

our knowledge of Latino immigrants and consider their importance as new voters and 

potential electorate. 

My research observes the variations in social capital accumulation in relation to 

important differences among Latinos including national origin group, nativity and gender. 

By parsing out these differences I will present information that will contribute to the 

increasing research on panethnicity and the similarities and differences among Latino 

sub-groups. Data from the LNPS allows me to offer generalizable insights among 
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Latinos and these subgroups as well as US bom and foreign bom Latinos. My research 

can later be utilized in fiiture studies that are inclusive of more Latino sub-groups, 

African Americans and other critical populations that have not been included in social 

capital studies as of yet. 

Because I examine the five components of social capital as opposed to an 

aggregate measure, I offer a sharper view of the mechanisms within this resource that 

may have more influence than others. We will also be able to observe how social capital 

operates similarly or dissimilarly among groups as I examine how each indicator of 

capital is related to various forms of participation for the Latino subgroups examined. It 

is useful to 'unpack' the social capital measure to make assessments regarding how and 

why social capital varies among different groups. It may be that social capital has either 

positive or negative functions depending upon its ethnic, national origin, nativity and 

gender context. Another critical element included in this study is a venture at 

operationalizing and quantifying social capital specifically for Latinos. 

It has been established that states with large minority populations are low on 

aggregate social capital (Putnam, 2000; Hero, 2003). This begs the question, 'why?'. 

What is it within the minority communities that drive down these measures? Is there a 

social capital rabric that is causing the uneven participatory output? In order to answer 

this and other more sophisticated questions we must first assess what amounts of social 

capital exist among Latinos and whites within the different dimensions of social capital. 

Then we can make observations regarding how each dimension of social capital 

influences political behavior. 
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CHAPTER 2 
SOCIAL CAPITAL AND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION 

As noted earlier, scholars in a wide range of fields have employed different 

interpretations and definitions of social capital. Variations of social capital theory have 

been utilized to enhance our understanding of a number of social phenomena. For my 

research I rely upon the two premier social capital scholars in social science: James 

Coleman and Robert Putnam. Coleman establishes a broad theoretical definition of social 

capital and Putnam fiarther develops the theory specific to political and civic life. These 

ideas about social networks, resources and their potential are closely linked with more 

traditional political participation literature that merit discussion here. 

2.1 Social Capital Defined 

Social capital as defined and popularized by sociologist James Coleman (1988) is 

a resource for action, within an individual's social structure. Social structures (e.g. 

communities) facilitate actions within the structure making possible the achievement of 

certain ends that, in its absence would not be possible. Three basic features characterize 

social capital: convertibility, reciprocity, and community benefit fi-om individual action. 

Social capital fosters development of a sense of community and vested membership in 

that group. The key to social capital is its convertibility: it may be transformed into 

numerous forms of capital (Massey, 1999). The norm of reciprocity that characterizes 

social capital also has strong potential such that community members expect each other 

to contribute in one form or another, thus enhancing group resources. Communities 
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ultimately benefit from the individual actions as individual experiences and knowledge 

become shared resources. Economists have examined the transformation of networks into 

financial capital (Landman, 2004; Casey, 2004; Burkett, 2004), sociologists explored its 

manifestation in educational achievement (Palgi and Moore, 2004; Frank et.al, 2004), 

more recently political science has researched the role that social capital plays in shaping 

political behavior (Putnam 2000, Segura et.al. 2001; Lowndes, 2004; Garcia, 2001; Fraga 

and Chavez 2003; Uslaner, 2003), immigration scholars have also used the theory to 

advance our understanding that networks have on settlement patterns as well as the 

marginal costs and marginal benefits of migration (Massey and Espinoza, 1997; Kao, 

2004). 

Robert Putnam more plainly describes social capital as extensive networks among 

community members. In his application of social capital to the political world, he draws 

distinct cormections between the three features of social capital: convertibility, 

reciprocity and community benefits. The presence of social capital among individuals 

serves to create and maintain community. Broadening the application of social capital to 

the political world recognizes how social networks can transform skills, resources and 

connections into an active political life. He argues that political participation levels are 

affected by the extent of social capital accumulated where higher levels of social capital 

are associated with higher levels of participation and a wide range of political activities. 

Putnam specifies five dimensions of social capital. They include: 1) community 

and organizational involvement, 2) engagement in pubic affairs, 3) community 

volunteerism, 4) informal sociability and 5) social trust. It is the combination of these 
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dimensions that serve to establish individuals' connectedness to society and its political 

system, reciprocity, and stakes in the system. Each of these five dimensions envelopes 

and enhances our understanding of the essential elements of the major theoretical works 

in mobilization and civic engagement including work by Rosenstone and Hansen (1993), 

Nie, Jurm and Stehlik-Berry (1996), Verba, Schlozman and Brady (1995), and Skocpol 

(1999). The five Putnam categories serve as the framework for the statistical analysis that 

is conducted in this dissertation. By parsing out these segments of social capital, Putnam 

gives researchers a roadmap to conduct studies. The political behavior literature provides 

theoretical and substantive support for individual measures of the social capital 

categories. 

Broadly, social capital deals with the connections that exist among members of 

civic and political society. It serves as the glue that connects citizens to form a 

community, as well as providing the "lubricant" for the workings of democratic society 

(Putnam, 1995, Putnam, 2000; Garcia and Manzano, 2001). The primary manner in 

which an individual acquires social capital is through social contacts, networks, and 

involvements. Obligations, expectations and trust acquired via these avenues facilitate the 

reciprocal nature of social capital whereby individuals establish and solidify cooperative 

relationships that serve individual interests, and have larger community benefits. 

Information channels created through social capital also provide a basis for action where 

social contacts decrease information costs to the individual making political participation 

more likely (Huckfeldt, 1977, Hritzuk and Park, 2000, McClurg, 2003; Huckfeldt and 

Sprauge, 1995; Huckfeldt, 2001). Social capital identifies and establishes linkages 
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among individuals whereby they become coupled to others and to the larger political 

community. As a result, greater accumulation of social capital provides resources for 

political involvement and expression. 

2.2 Bridge and Bond: The Dual Nature 

A central element of the social capital literature is the differentiation of two types 

of social capital—^bridging and bonding. Two major contexts or arenas for the acquisition 

and development of social capital involve bridging versus bonding activities (Putnam, 

2000). Bridging activities serve to extend an individual outside of his/her environment, 

and broaden the individual's social networks and experiences. Bridging activities take 

place in settings that involve inclusive social connectedness across lines of class, 

ethnicity, gender, race, and broader lines of community building. Whereas bonding 

activities and its connections occurs within one's more "core community" which is 

manifested through organizations, religious institutions and practices, and residential 

enclaves. Bonding social capital activities are associations that are intended to reinforce 

exclusive identities (i.e. race, ethnicity, gender, class) and define the scope of societal 

interactions. For the purposes of this study I am examining bridging and bonding along 

ethnic terms. Individuals may be engaged in society via the accumulation of bridging 

and/or bonding types of social capital activities. In this project I use the term 'bond' in 

reference to Latino dominant social capital resources and participatory contexts. The 

term 'bridge' then refers to non-Latino, Anglo dominant, or general population social 

capital venues and political contexts. It can be argued that some activities may function 
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as either bonding or bridging depending upon the racial and ethnic make-up of the 

organization's members. For example, the PTA may act as a bonding network in a 

homogenous environment yet a diverse community could find the PTA provide bridged 

networks among a diverse membership. 

The conceptual distinction between bridge and bond also helps us characterize 

the ways in which people may choose to participate in American politics. For example, 

one may choose to become politically active only when co-ethnics are candidates for 

office. At other times, an individual may choose to participate when candidates are not 

of the like ethnic background. It is vital that social capital is studied in the bifurcated 

context of bridging and bonding particularly when examining Latino communities as they 

navigate two distinct dimensions of American society: one that is dominated by the 

Latino experience, and the other that is the Anglo dominant society of America. Latinos, 

very clearly, have both bond and bridge social capital resources at their disposal. Spanish 

language media, Latino dominated churches and neighborhoods are all venues where 

Latinos may develop and acquire bond social capital. These environments encourage and 

enhance ethnic identity and community goals. If bond social capital functions as the 

dominant social capital research suggests, then Latinos who engage and exist in a highly 

bonded context are primed to participate in Latino specific politics. At the same time, 

most Latinos are fluent in English, live in urban areas where half of the population is 

non-Latino and interact with Anglos at their places of work (de la Garza et.al., 1992, US 

Census Bureau 2001). The social capital literature suggests that the resources developed 

in these bridge venues would enhance Latino participation in general political activities 
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that extended beyond Latino specific candidates or issues. Thus social capital may be 

accumulated along either the bond or bridge dimensions and participation can also be 

classified along these lines. It is also possible that there is a complementary aspect to 

bridge and bond social capital. I explore the possibility that social capital concentrated in 

one area enhances or encourages social capital acquisition and development in the other. 

For example, it could be the case that participation in Latino specific organizations 

encourages participation in both Latino and general political activities. 

Engaging in bond and bridge types of activities enhances the overall accumulation 

of social capital. At the same time several issues relevant to these relationships and 

minority political participation emerge. First, it is not immediately or empirically evident 

how bridge and bond capital resources are manifested in terms of a person's political 

engagement. Secondly, when individuals have accumulated social capital in both 

bridging and bonding activities, it is unclear how the net effect works to be politically 

engaged in the both kinds of participatory activities. That is, does the accumulation of 

both bridging and bonding social capital complement a person's linkage to political 

involvement, and with the same types of activities? Simply said, does bonding capital in 

fact lend itself primarily to Latino political activity? Does bridging capital necessarily 

prime one for political action in general, non-Latino specific activity? Or are there 

complementary dimensions to social capital that cross ethnicity and political context? 

Additionally, we do not have clear empirical evidence regarding which kinds of activities 

are most conducive to Latino social capital development. Because these two categories 

are so different in nature, the independence and/or intersection of bridging and bonding 
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activities may yield different political and participatory outcomes. It may be the case that 

the relationship between bond and bridge social capital and the corresponding ethnic 

context of political participation may be more pronounced and visible among minority 

groups. 

The distinction between bridging and bonding and the outcomes each yields is an 

important piece of the social capital debate. It has been argued that bond social capital 

may be damaging to the economic, social and political well being of an individual. A 

strongly bonded community's social norms, obligations and expectations may work to the 

detriment of an individual and the entire community (Fortes and Landolt, 1996). If an 

individual's social networks discourage bridging activities, then the individual and the 

greater community could quite possibly forego opportunities that could benefit him and 

the given community in a variety of means, economic well-being the most frequently 

cited (Fortes and Landolt, 1996, Edwards, 2004). It is certainly conceivable that an 

individual within an exceedingly bonded social structure would be less apt to participate 

in some forms of political action that promote diverse coalition. Highly organized racial 

separatist groups are the extreme example of detrimental bond social capital at work 

(Futnam, 2000). It is also true that one may be hindered by the limits of their social 

network if it does not extend far enough. Thus, there is some concern that bond capital 

may insulate persons from being involved in broader, significant political activities. 

Segura et. al. (2001) point out that many Latinos today are exceedingly bonded to their 

communities, not by choice but rather as a function of their social realities: Spanish 

dominant, non-citizen and recent immigrant. Fraga and Chavez (2003) also make the 
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point that Latinos may have more bond social capital due to the opportunity structure of 

the social system. Mexican immigrants, for example, are frequently relegated to low-

wage occupations and limited in their geographic residential choices because they are so 

reliant upon their limited social network in the United States (Massey, 1999; Massey and 

Espinoza, 1997). This case illustrates limited social capital can direct immigrants in terms 

of job seeking, residential location and other decision-making behaviors. 

Race and ethnicity can be powerful forces for social capital development to 

advance group interests and goals (Dawson, 1994; Fraga and Chavez, 2003; Garcia, 

1981; Garcia and de la Garza, 1985; Garcia, 1996; Kinder and Sanders, 1996; Rodriquez, 

1998). Bond social capital, then, can be beneficial to minority groups in promoting 

political goals. In Bowling Alone Putnam lamented the decline of social capital and 

political participation and the rise in citizen distrust and cynicism. His data showed 

aggregate measures for social capital are lowest in states with the largest minority 

populations. Yet, journalistic accounts of the political development of Latinos, 

particularly during the 2000 Presidential elections, noted heightened registration and 

turnout levels, active partisan campaigning in Latino areas, and greater number of Latino 

candidates {Washington Post, 2000; Los Angeles Times, 2000). Perhaps Putnam's 

aggregate measures of social capital mask some of the benefits bond capital that had a 

hand in increasing Latino voter turnout. At the same time, high levels of internal trust 

and dense social networks may generate mistrust toward those not part the racial or ethnic 

community (Howell and Fagen, 1988, Dawson, 1994). Social capital accumulation can 

occur in both bonding and bridging activities, yet little examination has been conducted 
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as to their relative political implications. The outcome may be that political involvement 

can be complementary, oppositional, and/or independent. 

2.3 Putting the "Social" in Social Capital 

One of the most appealing aspects to the social capital approach is that it offers 

insights beyond the socioeconomic (SES) models that are quite prevalent in the social 

sciences. The theory argues for a direct linkage between social and political life. Social 

capital allows one to tap into otherwise ignored resources that Latinos may possess, such 

as bilingualism, but do not manifest in the more conventional electoral arena. Among 

Latinos we find that SES cannot fully explain participation as Latinos consistently find 

themselves in the lower rungs of the SES indicators, yet voter turnout has increased over 

the last twenty years (Garcia, 1997, Barreto et.al., 2004). Social capital resources are 

somewhat egalitarian in nature such that they are found among all types of communities 

and peoples. This very attribute is what makes social capital so attractive to studying 

those on the margins of society and their social and political behaviors (Putnam, 1993; 

Uslaner, 1999; Diani, 2001; Parrel and Knight, 2003; Prakash, 2000). 

By assessing the ethnic context of social capital accumulation in the five social 

capital rubrics (organizational involvement, social trust, engagement in public affairs, 

community volunteerism and informal sociability) we can determine how much and what 

kind of capital is most prevalent in different populations. The various combinations of 

social capital resources can lend some insight to our understanding of Latino political 

behavior. But we must consider social capital in concert with the civic engagement 
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participation literature as many of the concepts found in these studies are encompassed in 

the social capital categories that Putnam outlines that guide my analysis. 

Putnam's research indicates that social capital has a strong, positive impact on 

political participation (Putnam, 2000, 2002). The consistencies of his findings are due in 

part to the robust social capital measure that he employs. The research is quite clear that 

engagement in organizations and public affairs are positively correlated with political 

participation (Ayala, 2000, Skocpol, 1998, Verba et.al., 1995, Uhlaner, 1989). 

Additionally there are distinct connections between attitudinal measures like trust, 

efficacy and political participation (Leighley, 1995, Leighley, 1990, Rosenstone and 

Hansen, 1980). Putnam's construction of social capital encompasses all of these ideas 

with a bit more specificity, but nonetheless accounts for these factors. Putnam agrees that 

combinations of these attitudes, affinities, and associations must be present in order to 

mobilize an individual or community. The difference in social capital theory is that all of 

these resources are thought of as community assets that have mutual benefits. So there is 

not one dimension of social capital that is deemed as more important than another. It is 

not so much the venue of social capital development that matters (for example, 

organizational involvement is not "better" than social trust) but rather the resources that 

are developed and enhanced in these different settings. Any of the five rubrics of social 

capital can trigger development in the others. The resources within social networks are 

complementary to the individual and society. 

There is evidence that greater numbers of Americans are less engaged and 

isolated from social groups and networks than ever before (Skocpol, 1999; Putnam, 1995, 
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2000). It has been argued that a consequence of social disconnection is the decline of 

American political participation. Across disciplines the literature suggests that the by

products of organizational involvement are vast social networks, skills and resources that, 

for the most part, positively manifest themselves into a variety of personal and public 

venues benefiting both the individual and society as a whole (Coleman, 1988, Massey, 

1997, Greeley, 1997, Putnam, 2000). Organizational involvement, whether in the 

churches, voluntary associations, schools or work place, situates the individual in a social 

context that presents many opportunities for social capital development. 

Research has also shown that it is not just education, but the social setting of 

education that primes individuals for political participation. The educational environment 

increases individual resources by extending and creating social networks as well as 

decreasing information and participation costs making mobilization and participation 

easier among highly educated groups (Putnam, 2000; Nie et.al., 1996 and Verba et.al, 

1995). More specifically, educated individuals have benefited fi"om social networks, 

organizational exposure, institutional rules, comprehending and perhaps appreciating the 

benefits of working through a bureaucracy. All of these experiences can be directly 

applied to many forms of participation. The educational context offers a number of 

related opportunities for social capital development for all of its community members: 

students, teachers and parents (Schlozman et.al., 1994). The PTA's, sporting activities 

and academic extra-curricular opportunities provide avenues for community and skill 

development that are useful resources in other aspects of civic life. 
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Like schools, other types of institutions and voluntary associations expose 

individuals to institutional arrangements where they may see the connection and the 

importance of their involvement to a greater, more abstract cause or body of influence. 

Large voluntary associations characterized by multiple layers of organization at the 

national, state and local level increase opportunities for involvement and skill building. 

At the same time, these associations mimic government structures and prime individuals 

for participation by exposing them to the experience of multi-layered participation and 

reaping its rewards (Skocpol, 1999; Putnam, 2000). Participation in these institutions 

places individuals in a context where he or she may not only encounter opportunities to 

mobilize others and become mobilized but also develop skill building experiences (i.e. 

organize meetings, give speeches, develop plans of action) that will ultimately make the 

individual more attractive to the rational politician deciding upon which citizens and 

issues to mobilize (Aldrich, 1993, Rosenstone and Hansen, 1993). Cohen and Dawson, 

(1993) along with Verba et.al., (1995) have illustrated that individuals who are 

disconnected from social institutions and networks will have a significantly lower 

probability of being asked to participate in any facet of the political process than an 

individual who is connected to a steady workplace, religious institution, and/or voluntary 

association. 

There is scholarly concurrence regarding the importance of formal and informal 

social involvement in preparing and motivating individuals to participate politically. 

Scholars illustrate that social involvements and the institutions where the involvement 

takes places enhances individual political resources (McCarthy and Zald, 1977; 
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Huckfeldt et.al., 1999; Nie et.al., 1996; Skocpol et.al., 1999, Huckfeldt, 1987, Hritzuk 

and Park, 2000). In more formal contexts there is agreement regarding the importance of 

networks that are created in society's largest institutions. The workplace and churches are 

vital sources of political skill and network building that prepares one for political 

participation (Greeley, 1997, Nie et.al., 1996, Putnam, 2000; Coleman, 1988; Verba 

et.al., 1995). For example, organizational skills learned in the work place are highly 

correlated with participation (if not leadership) in political organizations. Others have 

illustrated the importance of voluntary associations in not only developing one's skills, 

networks and political inclinations, but also of maintaining them at a level that will 

encourage long-term participation over one's lifetime (Putnam, 2000; Skocpol, 1999; 

Berry, 1999; Schlozman, 1999, Portney and Berry, 1997; McClurg, 2003; Sobel, 1993; 

Youniss et.al., 1997). Ayala (2000) finds the effects of activity in non-political voluntary 

organizations are so substantial that they rival those of classic SES variables. Even in the 

least formal of settings studies have found that individuals utilize their casual 

acquaintances and relationships to transmit and discuss political preferences (Giles and 

Dantico, 1982, Huckfeldt et.al, 1999). All of these institutional arrangements have 

proven to depress information costs and increase the sense of participatory benefit among 

individuals. The entire community may share these perceived benefits from these 

individual acts of participation. It can be said that the social setting is the political setting. 

In terms of the of experience and political efficacy, there is also evidence that 

there are positive reciprocal effects between the two where once a person has participated 

in some form of political activity one's sense of political efficacy increases thus 
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increasing the likelihood of future participation (Finkel, 1985; Abramson and Aldrich, 

1982; Schlozman et.al., 1994; Arvizu and Garcia, 1996). Conclusions drawn out of 

research on African Americans demonstrate that feelings of efficacy are causally related 

to participation (Shingles, 1981; Kinder and Sanders, 1996). This is perfectly consistent 

with the theoretical notion of reciprocity in social capital. Once and individual has been 

successfully mobilized to some form of participation, the cycle of activity is likely to 

perpetuate itself and reinforce itself over one's life-cycle. 

Additionally, passive, attitudinal types of social capital such as trust in 

government and society also make one more likely to participate in politics. Much of the 

social-psychological political science literature tells us that positive feelings of efficacy 

and trust are positively correlated with political activity, particularly electoral 

participation (Campbell et.al, 1960, Cassell and Luskin, 1988; Abramson and Aldrich, 

1982; Nie et. al., 1996). Resources that Hansen and Rosenstone identify political 

efficacy as essential to both individual and elite political participation and mobilization 

(1980, 1993). For the most part, Latinos' participatory attitudes are mixed in terms of 

efficacy, trust, and cynicism (Garcia, 1995, 1998) such that Latinos exhibit modest levels 

of social trust, but more negative indicators of efficacy. Latino immigrants tend to have 

higher trust in government than US bom Latinos (Segura et.al, 2001). Their range and 

levels of political activities are generally lower than general population and other 

minority sub-groups (Hero, 1998; DeSipio, 1996; Uhlaner et.al., 1989; Hero et.al., 2000). 

In short, Latino national origin groups are inconsistent in terms of their political resources 

that would yield their mobilization and civic engagement. 
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2.4 Mexican Immigration: A Case Study 

The most compelling argument for study on Latinos and social capital may be 

found in the immigration literature. The research gives us concrete outcomes of the 

combination of social capital resources and unique Latino characteristics. Indeed social 

capital is one of the dominant explanatory theories in the study of migration to the LFnited 

States. It is posited that among those considering migration to the LFS, ties to current or 

former migrants serves as a valuable asset to the migrant as these connections are utilized 

to acquire information regarding the migratory and settlement process. Social networks 

significantly decrease information costs and risks to the potential migrant. Information 

that comes via these social or familial ties may be gathered to not only assist in the 

movement across the border but also in finding a job and going undetected by the INS 

(Massey and Espinoza, 1997; Massey, 1986; Zahniser, 1999). Networks facilitate 

migration to the US by providing information and decreasing risks to the immigrant at 

multiple points in time that extend beyond the actual border crossing. Once in the US, 

Mexican immigrants are typically tied to an immigrant community that can provide 

housing, employment and safety. Migrants who are aware of these opportunities may 

find further motivation to migrate. The perceived chances of successful migration (i.e. 

avoiding deportation) once in the US are improved by the resources in the social 

networks available to the immigrant. If there were no networks, formal or informal, 

migration would be significantly lower (Weintraub, 1997; Massey and Espinoza, 1997). 

Social networks have multiple roles in the immigration process. It is important to 

note that networks motivate, facilitate, sustain and perpetuate migration in several ways. 
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For most Mexican immigrants their social ties to the US come in the form of family or 

Mexican community members who have already migrated to the US. These relationships 

are most often enduring and characterized by the norms of reciprocity that social capital 

theory describes. An interesting feature to the bi-national social relationships is that they 

are not altered or even addressed by US immigration policy as most immigration policies 

are aimed at resolving economic motives for migration (Bean et.al., 1997). The state 

cannot undo the family and social cormectedness between the people in the two nations. 

This immunity to policy changes makes social networks an especially powerfiil resource. 

Once reconnected to a network in the US, the social networks become the catalyst for 

settlement in the new homeland as connections to the US and its formal and informal 

institutions are developed (Zahniser, 1999). Over time migration becomes self-

perpetuating because each act of migration creates additional social capital that promotes 

and sustains more migration. The accumulation of social capital via expanded networks 

yields a feedback loop that is quite powerful (Massey and Espinoza, 1997; Massey, 1986; 

Zahniser, 1999). Networks can be conceptualized as the vehicle used to resolve 

economic pressures to migrate. It has been said that even if the Mexican economy were 

stable and healthy, immigration to the US would not cease. 

What becomes of the immigrant's social capital once the immigrant he reached 

the United States? There is abundant evidence regarding how social capital is 

accumulated and ftinctions up to the point of settlement in the US. These studies serve as 

the springboard for the portion of my study that focuses on Latino immigrants and 

systematically examines social capital and its relationship in the integration of foreign 
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bom Latinos in the US. Considering the role of new immigrant voters in recent 

California races (Pantoja et.al., 2001; Ramirez, 2001; Pachon, 1991) it is clear that this 

population can wield considerable political power. 

Summary 

The social capital literature has spanned many disciplines. The sociology and 

immigration literatures have provided usefiil definitions and examples that help illustrate 

the concept. Social capital is characterized as being convertible, reciprocal and having 

community benefits. Political scientist Robert Putnam has pointed to five aspects of 

social capital that are complementary with civic engagement research. There is deep 

tension between bridge and bond capital that serve individuals and communities 

differently. Because Latinos are such a large and diverse group, the kind of social capital 

resources that exist among them are ripe for study. This study considers the relationship 

between Latino political behavior and the different categories and typologies of social 

capital. 

The social capital approach in political science specifies five areas of resource 

development and accumulation: organizational involvement, engagement in public 

affairs, community volunteerism, informal sociability and social trust. There is abundant 

evidence that combinations of individual resources prime one for recruitment, 

mobilization and participation. However social capital is unique in that it considers the 

utility and benefit of these resources in the community context. It is not only individuals 

who benefit fi-om associational membership and social trust, for example. Rather the 
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communities to which that individual belongs will reap the benefits of enhanced social 

capital that the individual has acquired in these different venues. 
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CHAPTER 3 
HYPOTHESES AND 
THE LATINO NATIONAL POLITICAL SURVEY 

Civic participation, whether it be bridging or bonding activities, places a person in 

the political arena. For Latinos, my interest lies not only in the traditional examination of 

the community and the context of their political participation, but also the role of social 

capital as facilitating or influencing Latino political participation. I seek to explore how 

organizational involvement, engagement in public affairs, community volunteerism, 

informal sociability and social trust encourage or discourage participation among Latinos. 

Additionally I wish to observe how nuances between bridge and bond dimensions of 

social capital resources function politically for Latinos. Ultimately my examination of 

social capital would establish whether those Latinos who have accrued more social 

capital are more active and participate in public affairs and politics. This will test the 

applicability of social capital theory and perhaps build on its growing popularity. Because 

I am using the LNPS, 1 am also able to establish a profile of which Latinos are rich in 

social capital according to national origin, nativity, gender and other demographic traits. 

The data allow me to observe whether Latinos who are most politically active in either 

co-ethnic or majority population, general political activity are also those with the most 

social capital in either the bridge or bond context. 

Among Latinos, the three largest sub-groups - Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban, 

vary widely in terms of their political resources (de la Garza et.al., 1992). Theoretically, 

this research contributes to the growing body of social capital literature, particularly as it 
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is applied to minority and immigrant related research. This study also enhances extant 

literature in Latino politics, which is now receiving more consistent attention from the 

scholarly community. Partly because we have such little conventional data regarding 

Latino voter and other political behaviors, political science has omitted these groups from 

traditional political behavior research. The largest surveys of American political behavior 

(e.g. the ANES and Voter News Service Polls) do not include significant numbers of 

Latinos. An added problem to national surveys is that they typically do not capture 

significant numbers of Latinos of different national origin groups. When this happens, 

the aggregate "Latino" results mask inter-group differences that are most obvious in the 

local context. Thus it is difficult to gauge much about Latino populations using the 

standard social surveys in the field. 

The civic volunteerism model shares some overlap with social capital in terms of 

the dimensions of civic life that has linkages to political engagement and the kinds of 

skills that are used in political involvement. Specifically, Verba et.al. (1995) make a 

direct link between organizational life and political participation where those involved in 

particular organizations develop civic skills that prime them for a myriad of political 

activities. The participation, mobilization and civic engagement literature substantiate the 

claims that social networks provide the structures and environments where skills and 

resources are cultivated. The research has demonstrated that social networks provide 

opportunities for mobilization and civic engagement in a broad range of personal and 

public settings that behoove _both the individual and the greater public good. Broadening 

the application of social capital to the political world recognizes how social networks can 
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transform skills, resources and connections into civic and political life. Social capital 

also recognizes that a community benefits fi-om a wealth of these individual civic-related 

resources. 

Putnam states, "Of all the dimensions along which forms of social capital vary, 

perhaps the most important is the distinction between bridging and bonding" (2000, p. 

24). Yet, the social capital literature has largely failed to address variations in bridged 

and bonded capital, particularly among and between ethnic and racial groups. Given the 

multi-ethnic and racial society we inhabit, this is a vital and perhaps obvious point of 

consideration. 

When the social capital, political behavior and Latino politics literature converge 

a great number of questions arise: How much, and what kind of social capital do Latinos 

have? How does the accumulation of social capital affect political involvement for 

Latinos? Given the diversity within the Latino community, how do factors such as 

nativity, gender. Latino subgroup status, and language use mediate the type and 

accumulation of social capital? What are the similarities and differences in how Latinos 

and whites accumulate and employ social capital? Are Latinos and whites more likely to 

bond or bridge politically with co-ethnics? Do Latinos actually have more social capital 

than whites when we consider the dual nature of social capital where an individual 

accumulates social capital in both bridge and bond capacities? It has been argued that 

Latinos might be too bonded and averse to bridging in order to participate in American 

politics. But is it not the case that whites are too bonded and averse to bridging outside 

of their own ethnic environment? An additional issue lies in the bias of consistently 
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including whites as the reference group for model political behavior. The scope of my 

dissertation is limited by time and data, so it is impossible for me to address all of these 

compelling questions in this forum. This project is only one piece of a larger research 

agenda that will address the complexity of an ethnically diverse society and its 

relationship with social capital. 

3.1 Social Capital Accumulation and Political Participation 

The social capital mobilization, civic engagement, immigration, minority and 

Latino politics literatures combine and present a number complex questions that guide the 

hypothesis presented here. 

I hypothesize the following: 1) Latinos will accumulate more bond than bridge 

social capital. 2) Foreign bom and Spanish dominant Latinos will have higher levels of 

bond social capital than US bom and English dominant Latinos. 3) Bond social capital 

will yield increased Latino specific political participation but depress general political 

participation. 4) Bridge social capital will yield increased general participation, but will 

not be significantly related to Latino political participation. 

In essence I am asking: 1) Are those Latinos engaged in a heavily Latino social 

context (bond) inclined to participate in Latino political activities? 2) Are those Latinos 

who engage in more Anglo dominant social contexts (bridge) inclined to participate in 

non-Latino political activities? 3) How do Latino specific population characteristics 

mitigate the accumulation and utility of social capital? Thus I test whether social capital 

really has a 'dual nature', and whether it this theory applies to Latinos altogether. 
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There is growing interest in American politics in testing social capital and its 

relationship to political behavior. The most meticulous steps must be taken when 

attempting to quantify and test this hotly debated concept. It is vital to my research that I 

explore one particular aspect of social capital debate: the oppositional bridging and 

bonding dimensions. Social capital itself may be of the bridge or bond dimension. In the 

diverse world of American politics, political participation may also be characterized 

similarly where individuals may choose to participate primarily in political events that are 

exclusively co-ethnic in nature. The manner in which social capital is accumulated may 

either prime one for homogenous or diverse political participatory activities. Because I 

want to study bridging and bonding along ethnic lines I will measure social capital 

accumulation among whites and Latinos in each of the five categories. For whites and the 

relevant Latino sub-groups, I will parse out the two types of accumulation within each of 

the five categories. Then I examine the mix of capital has been accumulated. I consider 

how people accumulate social capital within Putnam's five categories of social capital 

and test variables that measure the bridged and the bonded aspect of each of those 

activities. For example within the social trust rubric I will evaluate whether there is more 

social trust within the bridged or bonded context. I investigate what the mix of 

accumulation is not only in terms of the five categories, but also of the bridged versus 

bonded types. Finally I will explore how the social capital resources impact Latino 

participation in Latino and non-Latino political settings. 
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3.2 The Latino National Political Survey 

The complex ethnic/racial identity of Latinos (i.e. "Latino" is an ethnic category 

and we may be of any race) has produced a pattern of inconsistency in traditional 

research data. Methods and terms used to identify Latinos have ranged over time causing 

problems in employing longitudinal data and making evaluations across data sets. Some 

surveys simply coded Latinos as white, later Latinos were later identified only by 

Spanish-surnames. In other instances political identifiers such as "Chicano" were made 

available, but again this term failed to capture all Latino subgroups. Today Latinos 

consistently point to national origin identifiers as the terms they most often utilized and 

identify with (de la Garza et.al., 1992; Jones-Correa and Leal, 1996; US Census Bureau, 

2000). However we still find that panethnic terms such as Hispanic and Latino are the 

options given for Latinos to self-identify on surveys (e.g. Kaiser 1999, Pew Hispanic 

Survey 2002, ANES, Social Capital Benchmark Survey, 2000). To further complicate 

matters, the number of Latinos in national surveys is typically rather small.^ Yet another 

problematic issue inherent in these studies is the battery of questions themselves. My 

study requires detailed questioning on issues regarding race, ethnicity, civic engagement 

and participation that are not available in any of the aforementioned surveys. The LNPS 

is the only political survey of its kind that overcomes these design issues that often 

stymie Latino research. 

' July 2004 the Pew Hispanic Center released initial findings from their study entitled "The 2004 National 
Survey of Latinos: Politics and Civic Engagement". There are 2,288 Latinos in the survey of various 
national origins and citizenship statuses. However, the data are not yet available to the public. 
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Using data from the 1990 LNPS, I conduct my research. This survey is the most 

recent and largest political survey of Latinos in the United States. The large sample size 

and design of the survey overcome the most significant problems associated with 

studying Latinos in other surveys. The LNPS uses a multi-stage probability sample 

design based on 1980 US Census data. This study includes 2,817 Latino respondents half 

of which are women. The three largest Latino national origin groups in the survey 

number 1546 Mexicans, 589 Puerto Ricans and 682 Cubans. The sample is 

representative of 91% of the Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban populations in the US. In 

addition, there are 470 white, non-Hispanic respondents. Overall, the survey had a 

response rate of 74%. Data was collected between July 1989 and March 1990. The 

LNPS contains a myriad of variables related to demographic, socioeconomic status and 

political attitudes and participation that are incorporated in this dissertation. Table 3.2 

provides a demographic profile of the LNPS respondents. 
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Table 3.2 Demographic Profile of Latino National Political Survey Respondents 

Mexican Puerto Rican Cuban 
Origin Origin Origin 

Total N 1546 590 679 456 

Gender 
Male 807 262 333 218 
Female 739 328 346 238 

Nativity 
Foreign Bom 781 387 587 21 
US Bom 765 202 92 435 

Home Language 
Spanish Dominant 701 262 503 
English Dominant 549 150 59 
Bilingual 293 172 114 

Education 
0-8 years 611 176 224 4 
9-12 years 259 304 91 111 
High School/GED 557 217 222 249 
Beyond H.S. 115 65 136 90 

Income 
0-$12,999 402 247 180 88 
$13,000-$ 19,999 260 92 112 52 
$20,000-$20,999 297 94 122 102 
$30,000-$39,999 221 63 75 67 
$40,000-$49,999 124 23 27 43 
$50,000 + 129 25 99 76 
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Studies of minority politics, in particular Latino politics, should include a broad 

range of participatory activities to measure political incorporation and participation. 

Whereas African Americans turnout to vote at rates almost on par with whites (Dawson, 

1994; Kinder and Sanders, 1996) the same cannot be said for Latinos (de la Garza et.al, 

1992). Focusing on voter behavior will blind from study the many political but non-

electoral activities that Latinos are engaged in. Inclusion of multiple participation 

measures will also allow me to consider activities that non-citizens are involved in as 

well. Consideration of non-citizens in the political context is critical in the study of 

Latino politics as fLilly one-third of Latinos in the United States are not citizens (DeSipio, 

1996; de la Garza et.al, 1992). Not only will consideration of non-citizens paint a fuller 

picture of minority and Latino politics in the US, but it will also give us a glimpse of 

future voters. While naturalization rates are low among Latinos in the US, many do 

become citizens over the course of their lifetime (naturalization rates for Latinos are 

largely correlated with national origin) and participate in electoral politics (Garcia, 1985, 

Portes and Mozo, 1985, DeSipio; 1996; Pantoja et.al., 2001). 

The distinction between bridging and bonding is a key element of the social 

capital framework. As discussed earlier, some forms of capital work to insulate 

community members and others work to connect community members outside of their 

environment. In this study, I consider bridging and bonding along ethnic lines. I have 

classified each of the independent and dependent variables as either a 'bond' or 'bridge' 

variable. A noteworthy benefit of the LNPS specific to my research is the fact that 

several survey items are presented in the very context of bridging and bonding. For 
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example, a respondent will be asked if he thinks people are generally helpful (bridge). 

Later in the survey the respondent will be asked if he thinks people of his national origin 

group are helpful (bond). This format allows me to measure bonding and bridging 

among Latinos in several aspects of civic and political life. 

While there are a number of merits to this research project, it is accompanied by 

several limitations that must be acknowledged. The LNPS is the data source I utilize to 

test the veracity of social capital theory among Latinos. While the fifteen-year old survey 

is indeed the best resource available for this study, the data and the manner in which I 

choose to analyze, it is somewhat dated. The survey offers only cross-sectional data from 

the period when it was conducted, 1989-1990. The US Census and new media have 

informed us time and again that the Latino population has grown significantly in the past 

twenty years and continues on this trajectory. Thus my findings will require some 

updating once comparable data becomes available. Unfortunately, questions regarding 

Latino specific activities and attitudes were not included in the Anglo questionnaire, thus 

limiting some of the research possibilities. Among the Latinos surveyed, only Mexican, 

Puerto Rican and Cuban national origin groups are included in significant numbers. 

There are other surveys that include Latino respondents and scholars have used these to 

study social capital. I will not include any of these surveys as they do not offer 

corresponding national origin groups, demographic traits, and social capital oriented 

survey items that are germane to my study. Unlike some other studies (Putnam, 2000; 

Hero, 2003), I do not disaggregate my study by state, thus limiting some inferential 

possibilities. Additionally, I consider individual measures of social capital, as opposed to 
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an aggregate measure. The exploratory nature of this dissertation also lends itself to 

some criticism regarding researcher imposed bias particularly regarding the 

quantification of social capital. That said, the data still arms me with vast amounts of 

information to proceed with the study on social capital and the finer points of bridging 

and bonding. 

I selected several variables to measure social capital accumulation across the five 

categories. The LNPS provides a wealth of data to work with and deciding upon which 

variables to include in the study was a difficult undertaking. Considering the insights 

from the civic engagement, participation, social capital and Latino politics literatures, I 

chose variables from the LNPS that best describe the nature of the respective categories. 

Specific survey items were selected to measure concepts and ideas that studies have 

consistent support, as noted in the literature review. For instance the wealth of knowledge 

regarding organizational membership and participation motivated my choices to include 

this as one of the independent variables. A conscious effort was made to incorporate 

variables that will offer both explanatory power and fit the bifurcated social capital 

research design. 

The next step in the dissertation is an analysis of social capital accumulation. 

Before we can determine how social capital impacts Latino political behavior, it is 

necessary to establish the levels and types of social capital that exist among the 

population. Because I am interested in examining the distinction between bond and 

bridge modes of social capital, all five of the social capital categories are examined twice. 
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CHAPTER 4 
BRIDGE ACCUMULATION 

It has been established that social capital manifests in two forms: bridge and bond. 

In order to take a proper inventory of social capital resources among Latinos, it is 

appropriate then, to measure social capital along these dimensions. This chapter makes 

assessments as to the amounts of bridge social capital that Latinos are accumulating and 

developing within the bridge context. This baseline assessment of resources is a key 

component in testing my hypothesis that Latinos accumulate less bridge than bond social 

capital. I measure the social capital acquisition and development using the five social 

capital rubrics that Putnam (2000) prescribes. Each of those five categories is specified 

with individual measures of the particular social capital category that have been 

supported in previous research (e.g. the organization involvement category is measured 

using data on organizational membership). 

Tables 4.1 - 4.5 illustrate bridge social capital within five categories: 

organizational involvement, engagement in public affairs, community volunteerism, 

informal sociability and social trust. Each category is comprised of corresponding 

variables that were selected based on support within the literature and theoretical fit. 

Latinos are a highly diverse group of peoples with varied national origins, nativity and 

language skills. In order to accurately distinguish similarities and differences among 

Latinos, with respect to their social capital accumulation, I evaluate each social capital 

indicator by national origin, gender, nativity, combinations of ethnicity and gender, 
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language skill and educational attainment"^. Chi-square values are reported and 

significant relationships are noted. While the number of sub-groups may seem 

exhaustive, the fact of the matter is that these different groups can indeed display 

significant differences (Hero, et.al, 2000; de la Garza et.al. 1992). Several scholars have 

highlighted the significance of gender, nativity and national origin in political behavior 

(Garcia, 1982, de la Garza et.al., 1992, DeSipio, 1996, Montoya et.al, 2000, Segura et.al. 

2001). Because there is little research on Latinos and social capital in particular, it is 

appropriate to examine as many aspects of the population as possible. This first set of 

tables shows the differences in bridge social capital present among diverse Latino groups 

and also includes an Anglo comparison group. 

The findings are varied. Data show that Latinos have lower levels of social 

capital than whites within organizational involvement and engagement in public affairs 

dimensions. Community volunteerism is rather low among all groups in the study. 

Latinos acquire more bridge social capital via their ethnically mixed residential settings. 

Social trust measures find that Latinos develop bridge social capital via their high levels 

of trust in government and government officials. Gender, language and nativity are 

highly influential factors that can work to the individual's advantage or disadvantage, 

depending on the particular social capital category and individual measure. 

* First they are considered in context of their national origin groups: Mexican origin, Puerto Rican origin, 
Cuban Origin, Latino, and White (non-Hispanic). Gender is then considered as the groups are dividend 
into Latino male and female. White male and female. Next I examine the groups by both gender and 
ethnicity: Latina, Latino, Anglo male, Anglo female. Though not reported here, I have also examined the 
data in combinations of national origin, nativity and gender. The number of cases prevented me from 
presenting, here, the actual percentages used to generate the chi-square values. 
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Table 4.1 Organizational Involvement - Bridge Variables 

National Latino Anglo 
Ethnicity Origin Gender Gender 

Religious Service Attendance 12.74* 78.2** 31.55** 2.13 

Meeting at Work 111.04** 8.35 4.56 8.83* 

Supervise Others at Work 32.07** 4.94 9.83* 5.74 

Meeting with Principal 39.76** 44.20** 76.95** 2.30 

Attend PTA Meeting 11.44** 28.15** 81.73** 6.03 

Attend School Board Meeting 2.06 42.07** 23.53** 1.36 

Nativity Language Education 

Religious Service Attendance 3.61 10.10 18.88 

Meeting at Work 109.53** 172.81** 299.36** 

Supervise Others at Work 22.94** 55.62** 73.10** 

Meeting with Principal 46.98** 71.37** 33.73** 

Attend PTA Meeting .218 1.146 .838 

Attend School Board Meeting .716 10.52* 4.68 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 
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4 . 1  O r g a n i z a t i o n a l  I n v o l v e m e n t  

Table 4.1 illustrates the social capital resources that Latinos and whites accrue via 

organizational involvements. These activities capture the individual's participation 

within several social contexts including work, educational and religious institutions. The 

civic participation literature confirms that these are settings where individuals are given 

the opportunity to develop skills and networks that prime them for political participation 

(Verba et.al, 1995, Skocpol et.al. 1999, Rosenstone and Hansen, 1993 and Schlozman 

et.al. 1994). The following variables are used to measure organizational involvement: 1) 

church service attendance, 2) participating in a meeting at work, 3) supervising others at 

work, 4) meeting with a school principal, 5) attending a PTA meeting, and 6) attending a 

school board meeting. With only one exception, all of the organizational involvement 

variables are dichotomous and coded 0 = no, 1 = yes. Religious service attendance was 

measured on a three point scale: 0 = never, 1 = a few times per year, 2 = once a month or 

more. 

Attending church services was one of the few measures of organizational 

involvement where Latinos had a positive edge over white respondents. As a group, 

Latinos had significantly higher irequencies of religious service attendance. Among 

Latinos, slightly over sixty percent of Mexican origin respondents attend church once or 

more per month. This a drastic increase over Cuban and Puerto Rican respondents who 

attended at this frequency at rates of 47% and 49%. Interestingly, there is a significant 

gender gap among Latinos, but not among whites. Sixty percent of Latinas report 

attending religious services one time a month or more, compared to only 49% of their 
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male counterparts. This in part, accounts for the difference between Latinos and whites 

in religious service attendance. All of the Latino national origin groups, regardless of 

nativity status, had similar gender gaps. US and foreign bom respondents attended 

church at similarly high rates, as did those of all language abilities and educational 

backgrounds. Greeley, (1997), has discussed the role that churches have in creating and 

extending social capital. In this case the data show that Latino religiosity places them in 

an advantageous position. 

Participation in meetings at work is the norm for whites, but less so for Latinos. 

Whites overwhelmingly indicate (65%) that they take part in such meetings, while less 

than 33% of Latinos do the same. Low levels of meeting participation hold true among 

all Latino national origin groups, though Puerto Ricans had the highest rate at 40%), 

compared to Mexicans and Cubans at 31%. There is a sixteen point gender gap among 

whites, where over 70% of men participate in meetings, compared to 56% of women. 

Interestingly the opposite relationship, though not as dramatic, holds among Hispanics. 

Latinas attend meetings more than men by five percentage points. All three national 

origin groups mirror these small gaps that favor women. Very few foreign bom 

respondents, only 7.8% reported attending meetings. Those fluent in English attended 

meetings 10% more than those who are fluent in Spanish. Higher education positively 

corresponded with higher meeting participation. This social capital indicator illustrates 

the gulf that can exist between Latinos and whites in the work setting. One can surmise 

that attending meetings is correlated to job type and status of position. In the workplace 

Latinos are accumulating bridge resources but perhaps are not exposed to the fiill range 
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of social capital skills and networks that the workplace offers due to their relatively lower 

level occupational niche. 

Supervising others at work outcomes indicate distinct differences between Latinos 

and whites and their levels of responsibility in the workplace. Almost 50% of whites 

report having supervisory roles at their jobs, as opposed to merely 32% of Latinos. This 

is at least a partial explanation of the differences between Latinos and whites with respect 

to attendance at meetings. About 36% of Latinos are supervisors compared to 28% of 

Latinas. These two groups had the inverse relationship in attending meetings at work. 

The national origin group that had the highest level of supervisors, Puerto Ricans at 37%, 

is still thirteen points lower than the majority population. Both white and Hispanic men 

report being supervisors more often than their female counterparts. But among 

Hispanics, that number is still quite low. US bom Latinos were far more likely to be 

supervisors than the foreign bom regardless of gender or national origin group. Higher 

levels of education and English ability, which are bridging resources unto themselves, are 

also positively related to having supervisory responsibilities. 

Meeting with a principal is one of three school related organizational involvement 

indicators. As noted earlier, the educational environment offers several avenues for skill 

and resource development. Meetings with educators speak to the personal networks that 

parents are developing as well as the information and institutional resources they gain 

from such meetings. In this environment it appears that whites are more involved. Fifty-

two percent of whites have attended such a meeting with a school principal compared to 

37% of Latinos. Interestingly national origin groups have some distinct differences in 
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meeting with a school principal. 42% of Puerto Ricans have done so; almost 40% of 

Mexicans have as well. Yet only 26% of Cubans have had a meeting with a principal. It 

should be noted that Cubans in this survey had fewer school age children and this factor 

drives down their participation in this setting. A significant difference is also found 

among Latinas and Latinos, where women report having attended these meetings far 

more often than men, almost of Latinas 44% versus 27% of Latinos. The gender gap 

among whites is not as pronounced, only 7% more white women than men. The gender 

gap among Latinos holds at significant rates in each national origin group and nativity 

status. It should be noted that over half of US bom Latinas report attending a meeting 

with a principal. This correlates with the finding that English fluency and higher levels 

of education are positively related to meetings with a school principal. 

Attending a PTA meeting offers a host of opportunities for individual and 

organizational development that are transferable to the political setting. Again we find 

women of all sub-categories in this survey participate more in this setting than men. 

Among whites, 45% had attended a meeting, compared to 37% of Latinos. The Latino 

figure is driven down in part by the Cuban respondents, of which only 28% went to a 

PTA meeting. This compared to 39% of Mexicans and 42% of Puerto Ricans. Again 

Latinas are more involved in the school setting as 44% of them have been to a meeting, 

but only 27% of the men have. Whites have similar levels of disparity where half of 

white women but only 39% of white men have attended PTA meetings. Among Latinos 

these gender gaps hold in each national origin and nativity category. Interestingly, 

language facility and educational attainment did not have much of a relationship with 
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PTA attendance. While less than half of the Latino respondents have attended PTA 

meetings, over a third of Latinas have. In a era that is becoming infamous for its lack of 

organizational participation, these numbers are quite good. It is also worthwhile to note 

that Latinas continue to accumulate social capital in the educational environment, even if 

it presumably through their children. 

Attending a school board meeting is uncommon with our respondents. Less than 

twenty percent of Latinos or whites have done so. While Latinos and whites attend (or 

do not attend in this case) school board meetings at about the same rate, there are 

significant differences among the Latino subgroups. Fewer than 18% of Mexicans, and 

20% of Puerto Ricans attend school board meetings. Only 8% of Cubans report doing the 

same. More Latinas and white women are attending board meetings than their male 

counterparts. But it is important to recall that we are still talking about twenty percent or 

less. This gender gap was consistent within all of the national origin groups regardless of 

nativity. The educational setting proves to be a vital institution for women, Latinas in 

particular to accumulate social capital resources. Though whites have the social capital 

advantage here, we find that Hispanic women are taking advantage of social capital 

building opportunity more than Hispanic men in the educational environment. 

Organizational involvement findings are consistent on several points. In the 

institutional settings examined here, whites have accumulated significantly more social 

capital than their Latino counterparts. With the exception church attendance, they led 

Latinos on all measures. In the workplace Latinos do not have as much experience with 

social capital building functions, such as supervising and attending meetings, as their 
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white counterparts do. Another pattern that emerged were the significant gender gaps in 

the educational setting. Latinas and white women were consistently more participatory in 

a range of activities available via the schools. The high concentration of mothers 

participating in multiple activities at school speaks to the complementary and reciprocal 

effects of participation. In many cases the combination of foreign nativity and Spanish 

dominance produced consistently lower levels of organizational involvement. Language 

barrier and unfamiliarity with institutions can be factors that produce these outcomes. 

Education produced expected outcomes, where those with higher levels of education 

typically had higher levels of participation in all measures. These results confirm findings 

in prior studies that illustrate disparate levels of civic engagement among whites and 

Latinos. They also demonstrate how demographic traits can influence Latino 

organizational involvement. 
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Table 4.2 Engagement in Public Affairs -Bridge Variables 

National Latino Anglo 
Ethnicity Origin Gender Gender 

Follow Current Events 42.00** 63.02** 36.15** 11.67 

Discuss Community Problems 28.89** 15.606* 1.60 6.58 

Discuss Voter Registration 1.14 60.55** .462 .958 

Nativity Language Education 

Follow Current Events 22.17** 29.34** 148.14** 

Discuss Community Problems 11.03* 27.95** 174.48** 

Discuss Voter Registration 41.16** 34.40** 12.66 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 



65 

4.2 Engagement in Public Affairs 

Engagement in public affairs accounts for social capital that is developed via 

interactions with one's community and government. These can be active or passive 

avenues of social capital development. The variables employed to measure engagement 

in public affairs account for the individual's attention and actions with others regarding 

civic issues. The following variables operationalize bridge engagement in public affairs: 

1) following politics, 2) discussing civic problems with others and 3) discussing voter 

registration. Following politics is a more passive kind of engagement in public affairs 

when an individual can accrue social capital via the vast amount of information he 

acquires by following politics. Discussing civic problems with others is indicative of the 

individual's concern for community. Taking part in such a discussion can extend one's 

social networks and lead to active participation in resolving these civic problems. The 

reason for including discussing voter registration as indicator of engagement in public 

affairs is found in the mobilization literature which indicates that engagement in public 

affairs is a two-way process. Individuals themselves or another person may initiate the 

engagement in a particular issue or event thus mobilizing the person to action or 

influencing the individual's perceptions and opinions (Rosenstone and Hansen, 1993; 

Huckfeldt and Sprauge, 1987; Hritzuk and Park, 2000). Discussing civic problems and 

voter registration are all dichotomous variables coded 0 = no and 1 = yes. Following 

current affairs is a four point scale where 0 = never, 1 = seldom, 2 = sometimes, 4 = most 

of the time. Table 4.2 illustrates the findings. 



Following current affairs is quite common among the vast majority of all 

respondents. Eighty-five percent, or more, of respondents in each of the ethnic group 

categories report they follow current events 'sometimes' and 'most of the time'. About a 

third of Latinos say they follow current events most of the time, compared to 43% of 

whites. Among Latino national origin groups, Cubans were closest to whites in their 

attention to current events; 41.9% of Cuban respondents indicate they follow the news 

most of the time. Only to 32% if Puerto Ricans and 25% of Mexicans said the same. It 

should be noted that following the news 'some of the time' was the modal category for all 

of the national origin groups; which was about half of all respondents in each group. 

There are gender gaps that favor men among whites, Puerto Ricans and Cubans. A little 

over half of all white men surveyed say they follow current events most of the time, 

compared to only 37% of white women. Puerto Rican and Cuban men led their female 

counterparts in this same category by eleven and twelve percentage points respectively. 

Mexicans in the survey had little variation in their attention to current affairs. These 

gender gaps, or lack thereof, held true when controlling for nativity status. Variances in 

language ability and educational achievement were not expressed in attention to current 

events. US and foreign bom Latinos displayed similar levels of interest in current events. 

Gender, more than any variable influenced how much people followed current events. 

Even so, these divisions were at the highest ends of the scale. These data show that most 

people are following current affairs. Because attention to current events is a rather 

egalitarian mode of engagement, we see similar positive outcomes for all respondents. 
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Talking about a community problem demonstrates the individual's awareness and 

the salience that community has for the person. There is evidence that a small, but 

significant segment of the population is having these conversations. Forty-three percent 

of whites and 31% of Latinos report having discussed community problems. Among 

Cubans that figure was even higher at 35.9%. While the majority are not talking about 

community problems, we should not discount the fact that over a quarter of Latinos and 

over a third of Anglos are doing so. Again a gender gap that presents itself among whites, 

half of the men have talked about civic problems compared to 38% of women, but is not 

present among Hispanic respondents. US bom, higher educated and English fluent 

respondents were also more likely to have discussed community problems. These 

findings are interesting when we consider that over 40% of Latinas previously reported 

attending PTA meetings and meeting with a school principal. One would surmise that 

some sort of community issue was addressed in these meetings. It could be that the 

survey items cued the individuals to answer in a particular way, or that respondents 

simply do not think about school oriented meetings as related to community problems. 

This brings to light qualitative issues that arise when respondents interpret survey items, 

in this case what constitutes "a community problem". 

Discussing voter registration produced unique results. Here we find that Latinos 

and Anglos have discussed voter registration at very similar rates. Mexican origin 

respondents have had such conversations at rates even higher than Anglos in the survey, 

where 40% have been involved in a conversation regarding voter registration, compared 

to 36% of whites. About 33% of Puerto Ricans, and a paltry 15% of Cubans have talked 
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with someone about registering to vote. These percentage patterns held constant when 

controlHng for national origin and gender. US bom respondents were fifteen percentage 

points ahead of foreign bom respondents on this measure. Of course this disparity is 

likely due to the fact that many of the foreign bom respondents, many of whom are 

Cuban, may not be US citizens thus making them ineligible to vote and a conversation 

regarding their registration would be moot. Those with higher education and English 

fluency were significantly more likely to engage in a conversation about voter 

registration. 
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Table 4,3 Community Volunteerism - Bridge Variables 

National Latino Anglo 
Ethnicity Origin Gender Gender 

Work to Resolve Problem 47.79** 21.81** .254 .555 

Nativity Language Education 

Work to Resolve Problem 68.83** 85.65** 141.53** 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 
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4.3 Community Volunteerism 

Community volunteerism develops social capital in several ways. This venue 

embodies both the norm of reciprocity and community benefits from individual actions 

that are at the core of social capital. An individual's social and formal networks may also 

be extended in this setting. Active participation and a general sense of community can 

have connections to the political world. Unfortunately the data limited my ability to 

measure bridge community volunteerism across a variety of activities. There is one item 

though that does fit the research needs here. The respondent is asked if he has worked to 

resolve community problems. The answers are coded 0 = no and 1 = yes. Table 4.3 

illustrates the outcomes. 

The vast majority of all respondents, over 75%, report they have not worked to 

resolve community problems. It is worth noting some of the differences between whites 

and the Latino subgroups. Twenty-four percent of whites have worked to resolve 

community problems, compared to 15% of Puerto Ricans, 13% of Mexicans and a mere 

7% of Cubans. No significant gender gaps are present among any of the ethnic groups. 

US bom, English fluent and high school graduates reported the highest levels of 

community volunteerism at about 20%. This specific measure of community 

volunteerism does not bode well for any of the respondents with respect to their social 

capital accumulation. 

These outcomes can be interpreted in a few different ways. First, it is possible 

that the wording of the survey question did not cue respondents to think in terms of 

general community volunteer acts, but rather resolutions to immediate, neighborhood 



level problems. It seems that the high number of respondents who reported attending 

church and PTA meetings may be involved in community volunteerism via these 

institutions. At the same time, it is possible that our respondents are not taking advantage 

of the full range of opportunities available for participation in the school and church 

settings, which may include community service. Other survey instruments may uncover 

dimensions of community volunteerism that my measure did not capture. 



Table 4.4 Informal Sociability - Bridge Variables 

National 
Ethnicity Origin Nativity 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Mexican 

144.30** 538.34** 135.31** 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Puerto Rican 

37.75** 356.14** 19.71 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Cuban 

115.87** 867.25** 

Language 

133.45** 

Education 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Mexican 

113.79** 113.87** 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Puerto Rican 

33.54 55.92 

Residential Ethnic Density -
Cuban 

138.07** 70.75** 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 
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4.4 Informal Sociability 

This category places the individual in his typical social setting. Informal 

sociability gives a sense of person's exposure and experience with co-ethnics and others. 

Minority politics research has illustrated that those who live in the most homogenous 

environments may have the most uncooperative attitudes (Oliver and Mendelberg, 2000). 

Others have pointed out that high levels of social capital are often found in the most 

homogenous environments (Hero, 2003, Putnam, 2000). We do know that informal 

relationships and proximity to other ethnic and racial groups can affect the social 

attitudes. I consider informal sociability in the bridge social capital context using data on 

residential ethnic density. This gives us a look into how much contact whites and Latinos 

are likely to have with each other. This is the only variable in the LNPS that allows me 

to include white responses on their informal contact with other ethnic groups. The LNPS 

provides three bridge variables that measure the ethnic density of the respondents 

residence. Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban origins populations are individually and 

specifically accounted for in these measures. The data are coded on a ten point scale 

where 0 = 0 to 9.99% of the specific Latino national origin group residential ethnic 

density (e.g. 5% Mexican,) 1 = 10 to 19.99%, 2 - 20 to 29.99%, 3 = 30 to 39.99%, 4 = 40 

to 49.99%, 5 - 50 to 59.99%, 6 = 60 to 69.99%, 7 = 70 to 79.99%, 8 = 80 to 89.99% and 

9 = 90 to 99.99%. Gender was not included this analysis because there is no theoretical 

reason to do so (i.e. we do not live in gender stratified communities). 

Mexican residential density measures indicate how ethnically stratified 

communities are. Only a third of Mexican respondents reside in areas where they 
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comprise at least half of the population or more. Another third of Mexicans, Two-thirds 

of Puerto Ricans, 70% of whites and 81% of Cubans reside in areas where Mexicans 

make up less than ten percent of the population. Controlling for national origin and 

nativity, I find that more US bom Mexicans, 62%, reside in areas that are less than half 

Mexican population. While 46% of foreign bom Mexicans reside in areas where the 

Mexican population is 50% or more. Thus over half of Mexican immigrants are 

extending beyond their national origin communities once they are in the US. English 

speakers as well as high school graduates tend to live in more ethnically diverse areas as 

well. These data illustrate that a combination of national origin, nativity, language and 

education produce diverse residential experiences for Mexicans. US bora Mexicans with 

English fluency and high school diplomas were most likely to bridge with respect to 

residence. These variables also illustrate that national origin and ethnicity are significant 

indicators of residence. It is important to note that the majority of Mexicans, over two-

thirds, do note reside in Mexican-majority areas. 

Puerto Rican residential density is mitigated by the same variables in the 

preceding category. Ninety percent of whites and Cubans live in areas where less than 

10% of the population is Puerto Rican. The same is true for 86% of Mexican origin 

respondents and 54% of Puerto Ricans. Both US bom and island bora Puerto Ricans 

largely report residence in areas where they do not comprise the majority of the 

population. About 65% of foreign bom and 75% of US bom Puerto Ricans live in areas 

where they are less than half of the population. Those with English fluency and high 

school education overwhelmingly reside in areas where Puerto Ricans are less than 10% 



of the population. Again, Puerto Ricans illustrate development of bridge capital by virtue 

of their informal contact with non-Puerto Ricans. 

Cuban residential density patterns are contrary to those of the other Latino sub

groups. For Cubans, residence is highly correlated with national origin group. Over half 

of all Cuban respondents live in communities where fellow Cubans comprise 50% of the 

population or more. These figures are largely a function of nativity as over half of 

foreign bom Cubans, who comprised the majority Cuban population at the time of the 

survey, reside in areas where they make up half or more of the population. Over 90% of 

whites and Mexicans reside in areas where Cubans comprise less than 10% of the 

community. The same is true for 81% of Puerto Ricans. Cuban nativity and context of 

immigration that largely located them in Southern Florida, strongly affects the residential 

cohesiveness of this group. 

Generally speaking, geography has some bearing on these patterns of residence 

and ethnicity. However, we do not find that whites living in diverse communities as 

fi-equently as Latino groups. This analysis of informal sociability illustrates that Latinos 

are more bridged in their residential context than whites are. Half of Mexican and Puerto 

Ricans and 45% of Cubans reside in areas where they do not comprise the majority of the 

population. We found whites with very little Latino presence in their residential areas. 

Given the demographic changes over the last fifteen years, it is possible that some of 

these patterns are not quite as pronounced as they were at the time of the LNPS. At the 

same time, we do know that as long as Latinos do not reside in minority-majority 
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communities, they accumulate more social capital by this measure as they interact with 

individuals of different backgrounds with more frequency than whites. 
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Table 4.5 Social Trust - Bridge Variables 

Ethnicity 
National 
Origin 

Latino 
Gender 

Anglo 
Gender 

Helpfulness of Others 72.91** 38.77** 3.04 .131 

Trust People 178.23** 55.09** 2.53 .055 

Government Trust 40.67** 64.29* 8.42 11.53* 

Public Official Trust 53.65** 82.92** 

Nativity 

3.24 

Language 

.990 

Education 

Helpfulness of Others 40.47** 39.21** 20.08** 

Trust People 31.74** 53.04** 113.61** 

Government Trust 62.39** 71.03** 53.33** 

Public Official Trust 165.15** 200.33** 111.17** 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 



78 

4.5 Social Trust 

The poHtical science hterature has Hnked trast, efficacy and pohtical participation. 

These perceptions are venues for social capital development as they are necessary in 

order to establish norms of reciprocity and sustain networks. I examine this social capital 

category by including variables that measure of the individual's trust in government, 

other people and society-at-large. The bridge trust variables are perceptions of people's 

1) helpfulness and 2) trustworthiness, as well as perceptions of 3) government trust and 

4) trust in public officials themselves. Helpfulness is measured as a dichotomous 

variable where 0 = most people are selfish and 1 = most people look out for others. 

Trust is also a dichotomous measure where 0 = one must be careful with most people and 

1 = most people can be trusted. Trust in government is a three point scale where 0 = 

respondent never trusts government, 1 = respondents has some trust in the government, 

and 2 = respondent trusts government most of the time. Opinions about those who run 

the government are accounted for using a dichotomous variable where 0 indicates the 

respondent thinks those who run government are primarily self-interested, and 1 = those 

who run government do so for the benefit of all. 

The helpfulness of others measures a very basic level of social capital 

development at the individual level that ultimately can influence one's connections to 

community. The findings show tremendous differences in perception, and perhaps 

experiences, between Latinos and whites. Over half of whites surveyed indicate they 

think most people are helpful most of the time. Latinos have dramatically lower results, 

where only 31% share the opinion of white respondents; a difference of over twenty 
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percentage points. Among Latinos, Mexicans are a bit more positive in their assessments 

of helpfulness, 37%, compared to only 25% of both Cuban and Puerto Ricans. There is 

also a significant difference between US bom Latinos and foreign bom. Almost 40% of 

US bom Latinos report others are helpful, whereas only 27% of foreign bom Latinos feel 

the same way. US bom Latinas think others are more helpful than US bom Latino 

respondents: 41% versus 36%. Latinos with higher educations and English fluency 

report others are mostly helpfiil at higher rates than others Latinos, but we still find that 

over 60% of even these respondents think people are not helpful. Whites accumulated 

more social capital via their perceptions of helpfulness fi-om others. Skepticism among 

Latinos, possibly due to life experience, comes at a cost. This finding alone can be 

explored in a fiiture research project that examines the relationship between differing 

levels of social tmst and ethnicity. 

Trust in people is rather low for all respondents, but again whites have a more 

positive perceptions of others than Latinos do. Fully one third of white respondents say 

people can be trasted most of the time, compared to a paltry 10% of Latinos. Among 

Latino sub-groups levels of distmst range fi-om 85% to 95%. This holds tme for those 

with various language skills as well. US bom are slightly more tmsting than foreign bom, 

15% versus 8%. The most tmsting group of respondents were high school graduates, of 

which 20% report others are mostly tmstworthy. For the most part, the Latinos surveyed 

are quite cohesive on this issue. These pattems are consistent with the previous indicator 

of social trast that found most Latinos do not think others are helpful. 
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Trust in government, contrary to previous social trust perceptions, is significantly 

higher among Latinos than Anglos. About half of all Latinos (49.4%) report they trust 

the government most of the time, compared to only 34% of whites in the survey. This 

figured is skewed in the positive direction due to the extraordinarily high levels of trust 

among Cuban respondents: 61%. Latinos are five percent more trusting than Latinas in 

the survey at the highest levels of trust. Whites men are more distrustful of government 

than white women; 15% of white men say they never trust the government, compared to 

only 5% of white women. Among all of the Latino sub-groupings, we find that Cuban 

men, particularly foreign bom ones, are highly trusting of the government (65% and 68% 

respectively). There are huge differences in government trust between the US and 

foreign bom. Trast in govemment is much higher among the immigrant group than the 

US bom: 55% versus 39%. This "nativity gap" was consistent and significant among all 

three national origin groups. Thus far we have seen only slight variations due to national 

origin, but this variable captures a very distinct difference between the two groups. 

Lower levels of education and English fluency were positively related to trast in 

govemment. Interestingly, these two variables are also correlated with immigrant status. 

It is quite possible that immigrants possess higher levels of trast in the US govemment 

due to negative evaluations of their homeland governments. Indeed many immigrants 

indicate that dissatisfaction of their govemment is at least one reason for coming to the 

United States (de la Garza et.al, 1992). The pattem of immigrants being more trasting of 

govemment is intuitive as those who are foreign bom likely came to the United States 

with some affinity for the American govemment. We see that Latinos and immigrants in 
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particular have higher levels of trust and social capital accumulation along this measure 

as compared to whites. 

Trust in those who run government produces outcomes very similar to the 

previous variable. However there is a difference in what the survey item measures. The 

prior question measures trust in government as an institution. This surveys item 

measures individual trust in public officials as individuals. Again we find that Latinos 

are more trusting of those who run government, 63% versus 45% of white respondents. 

Consistent with the previous measure, Cubans are significantly more trusting (77%) than 

Mexican (62%) and Puerto Ricans (52%) in the survey. Neither Latinos nor whites 

experience a gender gap on this issue, but the nativity gap does present itself again. The 

data show that foreign bom Latinos are dramatically more trusting of those in 

government than US bom Latinos: 72% versus 42%. Again, lower levels of education 

and high levels of Spanish fluency are correlated with tmst in those who run govemment. 

In fact, when controlling for nativity, we find that the level of tmst among US bom 

Latinos is quite close (statistically even) to those of whites (45%) and 47%)). The unique 

experiences of immigrants and US bom Latinos shape their opinions about govemment in 

opposite directions. This gives a social capital advantage to immigrant Latinos. 

We find some interesting outcomes in the social tmst dimension of social capital. 

Whites and Latinos have inverse levels of tmst in people and govemment. Latinos, and 

immigrants even more so, are far more tmsting of govemment than individuals, as 

compared to whites. 



4.6 Distribution of Bridge Capital 

Bridge social capital resources are unevenly distributed among whites and 

Latinos. The five social capital categories that I evaluated illustrate that the various 

venues of social capital offer differing advantages for the diverse groups I study. The 

organizational involvement rubric of social capital shows that institutional setting is very 

influential. Latinos accumulate more social capital than whites in religious institutions. 

In the educational and work environment we find that whites accumulate more social 

capital than Latinos via their participation and activities in these settings. Foreign bom 

and Spanish dominant status depressed social capital development in these areas as well. 

Interestingly Latinas had higher levels of organizational involvement in all three 

institutional settings than their Latino counterparts. 

Engagement in public affairs measures showed that most respondents did not 

discuss community problems or registering to vote. However most respondents actively 

follow current events. Community volunteerism was low among all groups, though 

lowest among Latinos. Perhaps an improved measure of this social capital category can 

offer better analysis in the future. Latinos tend to live in more diverse communities than 

Anglos. Over half of Mexican and Puerto Ricans lived among non-co-ethnics and 45% 

of Cubans did the same. I should note that Latinos also do not tend to live among other 

Latino national origin groups. Measures of trust produced mixed results where Latinos 

are more trusting of government, but whites are more trusting of individuals. 

While there was an uneven distribution of social capital, it was not consistently 

beneficial to one group or another. I find evidence that ethnicity, gender, nativity, 
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national origin and language can all work to the benefit or detriment of an individual. It 

simply depends on the social capital rubric in question. A nativity gap presented itself in 

some measures in some cases to the benefit of US bom Latinos, and it other cases it 

behooved the immigrant respondents. The data here will allow me to eventually test my 

hypotheses regarding the amounts of bridge and bond social capital that exist among 

Latinos. 

Now a word about bridge social capital and its meaning in this assessment. What 

I measured here was bridge social capital for Latinos. All of the variables extend Latinos 

beyond their co-ethnic environment and do not reinforce ethnic identity. The data on 

population demographics inform us that the vast majority of Latinos live in Latino-

minority communities. Thus I can confidently test whether Latinos are engaged in bridge 

social capital development via the venues I included in this analysis. However the same 

cannot be said of whites. What I define as bridge social capital activity for Latinos is 

actually bond social capital for whites. Organizational involvement, engagement in 

public affairs, community volunteerism and social trust measures that I included did not 

extend Anglos beyond their ethnic context. Anglos, for the most part, do not need to 

extend themselves beyond their ethnic group when in the work place or schools. 

Certainly the data here indicate that whites are not living among Latinos, making it 

unlikely that their work or school environment would be a diverse. When the survey item 

asks respondents about trust in those who run government, Anglos have a co-ethnic 

President, Senator and Supreme Court (and a very long list of other co-ethnics) as 

references. Thus these survey items actually capture a dimension of bond social capital 
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for Anglos. I included Anglos in this assessment of bridge social capital for Latinos only 

as a comparison group. If we are going to determine how involved Latinos are in bridge 

social capital development venues, then we need to know how that compares to those 

with who dominate that environment. 
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CHAPTER 5 
BOND ACCUMULATION 

This chapter focuses on the development and acquisition of bond social capital 

among Latinos. Tables 5.1 - 5.5 illustrate the distribution of bond capital within the 

same five categories: organizational involvement, engagement in public affairs, 

community volunteerism, informal sociability and social trust. Again variation in 

national origin, nativity and language skill are taken into account. Significant chi-square 

relationships are noted. The previous chapter took an inventory of bridge social capital 

present among diverse Latino groups. The data allows me to evaluate how bonded 

Latinos are within their own national origin context, and with other Latinos. 

In the case of bond social capital, the data limited my analysis and I was unable 

include Anglo respondents in my assessment. Different survey instruments were given to 

Anglo and Latino respondents. The Anglo surveys did not inquire as to their activity 

with Latinos or in white specific settings. However I must note that up to this point, I am 

unaware of a survey instrument that would allow me to include similar social capital 

measures for whites. Other than residential data that is widely available via the US 

Census Bureau, there simply are not surveys widely available that inquire as to Anglos 

and their connectedness to co-ethnics and/or minorities in the variety of contexts 

(schools, work, politics, social organizations and so forth) that we are considering here. If 

such data were to become available, it would be a worthwhile undertaking to examine the 

bridge and bond aspects of social capital in relationship to whites. 
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I find that Latinos do acquire more bond social capital than bridge. This is 

especially true for foreign bom Latinos and those whose primary language is Spanish. 

However, US bom Latinos also develop bond social capital via their strong and positive 

co-ethnic affinities. Organizational involvement, engagement in public affairs and social 

tmst are the venues where Latinos acquire the highest levels of bond social capital. These 

findings are consistent with the hypothesis presented in Chapter 3. 
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Table 5.1 Organizational Involvement - Bond Variables 

National 
Origin Gender Nativity 

Membership in Latino 
Organization 5.23 15.15** 61.53** 

Ethnicity of Organization 
Members 20.62* 4.14 18.74** 

Latino Organizations Advocate 
Interests 53.00** .355 

Language 

43.83** 

Education 

Membership in Latino 
Organization 114.96** 142.39** 

Ethnicity of Organization 
Members 50.58** 50.82** 

Latino Organizations Advocate 
Interests 47.55** 12.72 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 



88 

5.1 Organizational Involvement 

There are three survey items that deal with Latinos and organizations that are 

applicable to this social capital category. The data limited my ability to measure a large 

cross-section of institutional involvements for Latinos as was possible in Chapter 4. The 

bonding measures for organizational involvement are: 1) membership in a Latino 

organization, 2) ethnicity of organization members, and 3) a belief that Latino 

organizations advocate Latino interests. Membership in a Latino specific organization 

and belief that Latino organizations advocate Latino interests are dichotomous variables 

that are coded 0 = no, 1 = yes. Ethnicity of membership refers to the ethnic composition 

of any and all organizations to which the respondent may belong. A four point scale 

where 0 = mostly co-ethnics, 1 = an even mix of co-ethnics and Anglos, 2 = 

predominantly Anglos, 3 = people of backgrounds other than Latino and Anglo. All of 

these measures pertain to the ethnicity and organizations. They capture the bond aspect 

of social capital by promoting ethnic identity, providing an ethnic exclusive 

organizational structure and establishing and reinforcing group in goals. 

Membership in a Latino organization is somewhat low among all three Latino 

subgroups. About one in four Latinos belong to a Latino specific organization. 

Considering depressed levels of formal organizational membership that have been widely 

reported, 25% is not a low as it may seem. This is especially true in context of the wealth 

of bond resources available in this setting. Mexicans reported slightly higher levels of 

membership (approximately 30%) than Puerto Rican and Cuban respondents (both about 

26%). Seven percent more men were organization members than Latinas; 32% versus 
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25%. This gender gap was consistent among all national origin groups regardless of 

nativity status. The nativity gap was obvious as 14% more US bom Latino (37%) 

belonged to such organizations than foreign bom. This relationship was consistent 

among Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban respondents. Education and language have 

significant relationships with Latino organizational membership. The data show that 

40% of those with English fluency and 40% of high school graduates and beyond 

belonged to these organizations. In an era where organizational membership is low, these 

data show that approximately one in four Latinos belongs to an ethnic specific 

organization. It is also interesting to note that the most assimilated and acculturated have 

the highest level of Latino organizational membership. 

Ethnicity of organization members could be viewed as either a bond or bridge 

indicator. This variable examines the ethnic composition of organizations to which the 

respondent belongs. So the more heavily co-ethnic the membership, the more bond-

oriented it is. On the other hand, the more diverse the membership, the more bridge-

oriented it is. One-third of all Latinos report that co-ethnics comprise the membership of 

the organizations to which they belong. Another third of Latinos indicate that their 

organization members are an even mix of Latinos and whites. And the remaining 33%) 

Latinos report that mostly Anglo or other racial and ethnic groups comprise their 

organizations. At first glance this may be surprising, but when we consider that this same 

data showed most Latinos did not live in overwhelmingly Latino ethnic enclaves, the 

ethnic milieu of organizational membership makes sense. There were not significant 

gender gaps among the national origin groups. 
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The largest difference in organizational membership was between US bom and 

immigrant Latinos. Twenty-six percent of US bom Latinos belong to organizations with 

primarily co-ethnics. That figure is 42% among foreign bom respondents. As one would 

expect, those with higher Spanish fluency belonged to more ethnically dense 

organizations than those with strong English ability. Lower levels of education are 

positively related to high levels of co-ethnics in an organization. The educational, 

language and residential ethnic density seem to be the determining factors in the 

distribution of this social capital indicator. In the organizational setting, those who report 

the ethnicity of membership, report being in diverse settings. Notice that the number of 

respondents drops dramatically when asked about ethnicity of organizational 

membership. 

Latinos are in agreement that Latino organizations advocate their interests. This 

measure of perceived shared ethnic community goals are a clearly indicative of bond 

social capital. Seventy percent of Cuban, 64% of Puerto Rican and 53% of Mexican 

respondents agree that Latino organizations advocate their interests. A noteworthy gap 

among Latinos is between the US and foreign bom. While the vast majority of all 

Latinos think that co-ethnic organization speak for them, foreign bom Latinos are in 

further accord than US bom on that point, 65% versus 51%. Perhaps this is due to the 

fact that many immigrants have personally received assistance and information from such 

groups. Spanish dominant respondents were also 15% more supportive of the statement 

regarding Latino advocacy groups than English dominant Latinos (66% versus 51%). 

These figures mirror the cleavage between US and foreign bom. In this category Latinos 
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are developing bond social capital, with emphasis among the immigrant groups. These 

outcomes are interesting given the previous data that showed it was primarily the US 

bom, and English fluent who comprise the membership of Latino organizations. 

One quarter of Latinos report membership in a Latino organizations. One third 

report that the organization they do belong to have high concentrations of Latino 

members. Yet 60% of Latinos believe that Latino advocacy groups represent their 

interests. 



Table 5.2 Engagement in Public Affairs - Bond Variables 

National 
Origin Gender Nativity 

Attention to Latino Issues 72.43** 2.15 43.6** 

News Source Language 139.98** 30.43** 917.68** 

Discuss Latino Community 
Problems 10.40 .525 9.34 

Opportunity to Vote for Latino 
Candidate 63.24** 1.46 

Language 

7.83* 

Education 

Attention to Latino Issues 55.00** 46.72** 

News Source Language 1295.98** 643.60** 

Discuss Latino Community 
Problems 5.99 8.98 

Opportunity to Vote for Latino 
Candidate 23.58** 13.80 

**p<= 001; *p<=.005 
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5.2 Engagement in Public Affairs 

I use the following variables to examine bond social capital in engagement in 

public affairs: 1) attention to Latino politics; 2) the language of the respondent's news 

source; 3) discussing Latino problems with others; and 4) awareness of an opportunity to 

vote for a Latino candidate. Attention to Latino politics is coded on a four point scale: 0 

= never, 1 = seldom, 2 = sometimes, 3 = most of the time. Language of the respondent's 

news source allows us to evaluate how the respondent receives the news. We can also 

extrapolate about the type of news the respondent is getting depending upon the language 

of the news source.^ This variable is coded 0 = English, 1 = Spanish and 2 = both. 

Discussing Latino problems and awareness of a Latino candidate are both coded 0 = no 

and 1 = yes. All of these variables can enhance Latino skills that can be used in the 

political setting. 

Attention to Latino politics is quite high among respondents. Sixty eight percent 

of Latinos indicate they follow Latino politics sometimes or most of the time. Cubans 

and Puerto Ricans are more attentive to these matters than Mexicans in the survey. 

Forty-seven percent of Cubans and Puerto Ricans indicated they follow Latino politics 

most of the time, compared to only 32% of Mexicans surveyed. No gender gaps are 

present in any of the national origin groups. Foreign bom Latinos have heightened 

attention to Latino issues compared to US bom Latinos. Significantly more immigrants 

follow Latino politics most of the time, 44%, compared to 32% of US bom Latinos. 

Spanish speakers also paid attention to Latino politics with more fi-equency than English 

^ Spanish language media cover significantly more Mexican, Central and South American international 
news than English media. We can surmise that Latinos who consume Spanish language media receive 
more information regarding their 'motherland' than do those who get their news from English media. 



94 

speakers. As an entire group, Latinos have positive responses in this category. 

Immigrants seem to have a heightened attention to co-ethnic politics where they respond 

more positively at the high end of the scale. These findings that demonstrate immigrants 

are paying more attention to Latino politics than the US bom are consistent with recent 

studies that found recently naturalized Latino immigrants in California 'outvoted' US 

bom Latinos in recent elections (Pantoja et.al., 2001). 

Language of the respondent's news source produces expected results where 

immigrants are predominantly reading and watching Spanish language media, and the 

opposite is tme of US bom Latinos. This bond social capital measure recognizes the 

networks that are perpetuated via Spanish language news media. Among foreign bom 

respondents, 46% say they consume Spanish media, 35% indicate their news sources are 

both Spanish and English. Yet 73% of US bom Latinos rely upon English language news 

sources. Some outcomes that are not as intuitive presented themselves. Cubans use 

Spanish language media 20% more than Mexican and Puerto Ricans in the survey (46% 

versus 26%). Among the foreign bom half of Cuban and Mexicans rely on Spanish news 

media, and 34% of Puerto Ricans do the same. Across national origin groups, more men 

report using both English and Spanish media than women. I should also note that at the 

time of the survey, there were fewer Spanish language news outlets than are available 

today. It is likely that the number and percentage of Latinos who consume Spanish 

media has increased. 

Here we find that immigrants are enhancing their bond social capital via the 

language of their news source. US bom Latinos are accumulating bridge social capital as 
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their engagement in news and current events is mostly via English language news 

sources. This variable clearly demonstrates how social capital accumulated similarly but 

manifested differently via bond or bridge filters. It is possible that foreign bom and 

Spanish speakers reported following Latino pohtics at high rates than US bom and 

English speakers in the previous survey item because they are getting their news from 

Spanish language media. 

Approximately one in four Latinos reported discussing Latino problems with 

others. This is indicative of bonds within the community where there is active interest on 

the part of its members. There was some variation by national origin where about 30% of 

Cubans did so compared to 24% of Puerto Ricans and only 22% of Mexican respondents. 

Note though that the sample sizes are quite small.^ Gender, nativity and language did not 

change this pattern any. The only variation came in the education measure where those 

who are more educated did have such discussions. Yet even among these respondents, 

69% did not discuss Latino problems. The percentage of Latinos who report discussing 

Latino oriented problems with others is about 25%, akin to those are members of a Latino 

organization. It is likely that the same group of Latinos who are organization members 

are also accumulating social capital as they discuss Latino problems in those 

organizations. 

Opportunity to vote for a Latino candidate is another means to quantify attention 

to Latino politics. The majority of Latinos fare well in this social capital indicator. Most 

had an awareness an opportunity they had to vote for a Latino candidate. That 

® This survey item was a follow up question. Initially respondents were asked if they discuss community 
problems. Only those who answered in the affirmative were then asked if they had discussed a Latino 
specific problem. Thus the number of respondents is rather low. 
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relationship was particularly pronounced among Cuban respondents: 75%. Among 

Mexicans, 57% recall such an opportunity and 44% of Puerto Ricans said the same. 

These outcomes can be explained by the high concentrations of Cubans in certain 

communities that were noted in the previous chapter. It makes sense that communities 

with more Latinos in the population will produce more Latino candidates. There were no 

significant gender gaps among the various Latino sub-groups. Eight percent more US 

bom than foreign bom Latinos recall having the chance to vote for a co-ethnic. This may 

be a function of the question and the respondent's citizenship status that may preclude 

their voting options. One may be aware of a candidate, but legally unqualified to vote.^ 

Spanish speakers have heightened attention to such opportunities, 65% of them recall an 

election where there was a Latino candidate compared to 51 % of English speakers. It is 

possible that their use of Spanish media in following politics influences their awareness 

of Latino candidates. This measure indicates that Latinos do follow co-ethnic politics 

and accumulate bond social capital as they follow co-ethnics in the politics setting. 

The data indicate that Latinos are accumulating bond social capital in the context 

of engagement in public affairs. The majority of Latinos follow Latino politics and can 

recall an opportunity to vote for a Latino candidate. Spanish language media usage also 

enhances the bonds among Latinos, particularly the immigrant community. However, 

small numbers of Latinos report actively engaging public affairs by discussing Latino 

specific problems. 

^ The survey item asks if the respondent recalls having the opportunity to vote for a co-ethnic. 



Table 5.3 Community Volunteerism - Bond Variables 

National 
Origin Gender Nativity 

Promote Latino Culture 17.78** .225 24.44** 

Work to Resolve Latino Issue 12.14* .525 3.94 

Language Education 

Promote Latino Culture 46.61** 67.38** 

Work to Resolve Latino Issue 5.99 8.90 

**p<=.001; *p<=.005 
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5.3 Community Volunteerism 

Two variables account for community volunteerism in the Latino context. The 

first variable tells us whether the respondent has volunteered to promote their culture, a 

dichotomous variable coded 0 = no, 1 = yes. A second measure indicates whether the 

respondent has worked to resolve Latino specific problems in their community and is 

coded in the same way. 

Promoting Latino culture was extremely rare among all Latino groups, regardless 

of national origin, gender, nativity status, language ability or education. Over 90% of 

Latinos have not participated in an activity that they consider promotion of Latino 

culture. US bom Mexican men had the highest percentage of people who answered in the 

affirmative, 13%. This outcome is surprising to me as almost one-third of Latinos report 

membership in a Latino organization, but the same respondents do not consider said 

membership an expression of promoting culture. Also, it may be that these opportunities 

are more common among school age segments of the population. Schools offer outlets 

for promoting culture with diversity oriented organizations and celebrations (such as 

Hispanic Heritage Month). 

Working to resolve Latino specific problems is indicative of skills and networks 

that are developed while working to reach ethnic related goals. The data show the few 

that have discussed Latino problems, even fewer have made an effort to resolve those 

issues. Puerto Rican and Mexican respondents were much more likely to have worked to 

resolve problems than Cubans in the survey respectively. Again we find that gender, 

national origin and nativity are not mitigating factors for Latinos working (or not) to 



resolve community problems. Because these are only two measures for such a broad 

concept, I am skeptical that the Latino community is as absent in these activities as the 

data suggest. It is also true that most Latinos in this survey do not live within co-ethnic 

dense communities. Perhaps they have not discussed or worked to resolve Latino 

community problems because they do not have the opportunity to do so in relationship to 

their ethnic environment. 



Table 5.4 Informal Sociability - Bond Variables 

National 
Origin Gender Nativity 

Similar Political Concerns -
Mexican and Puerto Rican 92.90** .44 103.41** 

Similar Political Concerns -
Mexican and Cuban 

85.21** .766 90.32** 

Similar Political Concerns -
Puerto Rican and Cuban 

141.99** 1.44 82.03 

Latino Shared Culture 6.42 .40 18.53** 

Mexican Contact 1421.66** 16.89** 165.56** 

Puerto Rican Contact 1616.32** 21.15** 108.35** 

Cuban Contact 2094.42** 9.93 279.20** 

Ethnic Group of Friends 77.14** 16.41 354.01** 

Experience Discrimination 88.47** 2.61 

Language 

68.41** 

Education 
Similar Political Concerns -
Mexican and Puerto Rican 117.39** 11.65 

Similar Political Concerns -
Mexican and Cuban 113.91** 9.33 

Similar Political Concerns -
Puerto Rican and Cuban 70.81** 4.01 

Latino Shared Culture 41.07**^ 16.73* 

Mexican Contact 108.16** 31.60* 

Puerto Rican Contact 45.80** 66.66** 

Cuban Contact 204.37** 111.46* 

Ethnic Group of Friends 493.07** 330.67** 

Experience Discrimination 79.08** 28.28** 
**p<=.001; *p<=.005 
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5.4 Informal Sociability 

Informal sociability of the bond variety captures social capital that Latinos 

acquire via their casual community interactions and experiences. These activities can 

reinforce Latino identity and heighten awareness of Latino specific issues. The LNPS has 

a comprehensive battery of questions that directly address informal sociability among 

Latinos. I selected five measures that address several dimensions of this social capital 

rubric. First there are measures that account for the respondent's views on the similarity 

of political concerns between Latino national origin groups. Respondents are asked 

whether they believe Mexican and Puerto Rican, Mexican and Cuban, and Puerto Rican 

and Cuban people have similar political concerns. All three of these variables are coded 

0 = no, 1 = yes. The second measure is a survey item that asks whether there is a 

common Latino culture among the three national origin groups. 

The third informal sociability measure accounts for actual contact between and 

among the three national origin groups. The survey item that respondents how much 

contact they have with Mexicans, Puerto Ricans and Cubans. Answers are coded on a 

four point scale: 0 = none, 1 = a little, 2 = some, 3 = a lot. Answers are coded 0 = no, 1 = 

yes. The fourth measure of informal sociability is a question that asks about the ethnic 

background of the respondent's friends. This is variable coded on a six point scale: 0 = 

none, 1 = mostly co-ethnics, 2= more Latino than Anglo, 3 = about half Latino and half 

Anglo, 4 = more Anglo than Latino and 5 = mostly Anglo. The final informal sociability 

indicator is a measure of experience with discrimination. I chose to include this variable 

because there is evidence that shared experiences of racial discrimination have had strong 
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effects on the social and political cohesion within the black community (Dawson, 1994). 

I was interested in exploring whether a similar pattern may emerge among Latinos within 

the context of social capital resource development. These survey items indicate how 

bonded the individual is with his national origin and a broader Latino ethnic context. 

Perceptions of shared political concerns are not consistent among the three 

national origin groups. Mexican and Puerto Rican respondents view themselves as more 

politically similar than Cubans. Half of Mexican and Puerto Ricans said that they do 

share political concerns, but only 29% of Cubans said the same about these two groups. 

Cubans were consistently the outlier group with respect to panethnic perspectives on 

Latino political commonality. It is quite possible that the Cubans are correct in their 

assessment that Puerto Ricans and Mexicans do not share their political concerns. Recall 

that among Cubans in the LNPS, the vast majority are foreign bom. The politics of Cuba 

and Fidel Castro are themselves highly salient issues for Cubans, but not so much for 

Mexicans and Puerto Ricans (de la Garza et.al., 1992). 

While these patterns held when gender is taken into account, we find huge 

differences between US and foreign bom Latinos. There is a consistent pattem that 

shows US bom Latinos overwhelmingly believe that there are similar political concerns 

among all of the national origin groups. The percentage gaps run at about 20% in each 

iteration of the question. It can be argued that American social and political experiences 

produce or encourages a broader sense of pan-ethnicity that is not relevant in the home 

country. English dominant respondents echoed these results as they were the respondents 

most likely to agree that Latino groups have common political concems. These strong 
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perceptions of political similarity are interesting given the data that show Latinos in the 

survey do not reside in proximity to each other. It is possible that over the course of their 

lifetime, the US bom have established an awareness of broad Latino political issues that 

the foreign bom have not yet been exposed to. This evidence is supported by research 

that argues that panethnic identity is more a function of symbolic identity that is 

accentuated in American society (Lopez and Espiritu, 1990, Garcia, 2003). 

Perceptions of cultural commonality among Latinos are strong and consistent. 

Seventy percent or more of all Latinos agreed that they share common culture. This 

accord held among the sub-groups and genders. US bom and English fluent Latinos held 

the strongest perceptions of cultural commonality, perhaps because they consider culture 

in comparative terms where they see Latinos as similar in culture compared to Anglos 

and other groups in American society. These data show that though there are similarities, 

perceptions of shared culture do not directly translate into perceptions of the political. 

Latinos demonstrate a particular affinity for co-ethnics that is a bond social capital 

resource. I find that US bom Latinos are more bonded, likely because of the shared 

American experience, than foreign bom Latinos with regard to panethnic perceptions. 

Contact with fellow Latinos of other national origin groups is largely a function 

of residential ethnic density. Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban respondents simply did 

not reside near each other and report little cross-national origin contact. Over half of all 

Puerto Rican and Cuban respondents report having no contact with those of Mexican 

origin. Among Mexicans, 66% report no contact with Puerto Ricans and 76% have no 

contact with Cubans. Puerto Ricans also report little contact with fellow Latinos: 57% 
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have httle or no contact with Mexicans and 68% have similar low levels of contact with 

Cubans. It is interesting that there are such strong perceptions of cultural and political 

commonality among these groups when we consider how little direct contact they have 

with each other. Among individual Latino groups the data also show that most do not 

reside in co-ethnic majority communities. Over half of Mexican origin respondents, for 

example, live in communities where the population is less than 50% Mexican origin. 

Well over two-thirds of Puerto Ricans reside in areas where less than 10% of the 

population is Puerto Rican. The same pattern held for Cubans in the survey. Despite their 

lack of interaction, there is significant bonding among Latinos via identity and 

commonality perceptions. These outcomes require more attention in a future study that 

would include updated residential patterns among Latinos and their national origin 

communities. 

Ethnicity of friends demonstrates that in the social setting. Latinos are also very 

bonded to their ethnic community. Over half of Mexican and Cuban respondents report 

that their friends are co-ethnics. That figure is 45%) among Puerto Ricans. Here the 

differences are primarily between US bom and immigrant Latinos. US bom Latinos, 

particularly those who are English dominant have more diverse groups of friends than 

foreign bom Latinos. One third of foreign bom Latinos report that all their friends are 

co-ethnics. Another third of the foreign bom say that their circle of friends is comprised 

of more Latinos than Anglos. On the contrary, 63% of US bom Latinos say their half or 

more of their friends are Anglo. English fluency highlights the different social 

experiences between US and foreign bom Latinos. Eighty-eight percent of English 
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dominant Latinos say their group of friends that is at least half non-Latino. Immigrants 

accumulate more bond social capital in terms of their interactions and associations with 

each other than US bom Latinos do. Given the previous data on ethnic residential 

patterns, it is clear that Latinos seek each other out socially. Language facilitates these 

differing levels of bond social capital accumulation between Latinos and Anglos. 

Discrimination experiences capture a dimension of informal social bonding 

through shared social and political experiences that can forge a greater awareness of 

ethnic identity. Experiencing discrimination can facilitate social and political bonds with 

co-ethnics and bridges with other racial groups that also have these experiences. These 

negative experiences may prime Latinos for political participation, as its has for African 

Americans (Dawson, 1994). Only a third of Latinos reported having been discriminated 

against. Cuban respondents reported very little experience with discrimination (14%) 

compared to Mexican and Puerto Rican respondents (33% and 28% respectively). While 

there were not differences between national origin and gender groups, nativity and 

language were again points of division. US bom Latinos and English fluent respondents 

reported more experience with discrimination than immigrant Latinos and Spanish 

dominant individuals. It is quite possible that because US bom and English fluent 

Latinos interact outside of their immediate ethnic groups with more frequency, as 

illustrated here in the previous measures, this frequent non-Latino association increases 

their probability of having direct experience with discrimination. I would also argue that 

US bom Latinos, as members of a minority population, have had more opportunity over 

the course of their lifetime to encounter discrimination in the US than their foreign bom 



counterparts. Context of immigration is another factor that helps explain the differences 

between the national origin groups and their experiences with discrimination. American 

immigration policy is very favorable toward Cubans and many of them in the survey 

qualified for benefits that were exclusive to Cuban refugees. On the other hand, 

American immigration policy regarding Mexicans has a long history of racist overtones, 

including the infamous repatriation effort named "Operation Wetback" (Garcia, 2003, 

Lemay, 2000). The history of discrimination at an institutional level is very different for 

Latino groups, and these data reflect that. 

Informal sociability measures of bond social capital indicate that Latinos are more 

connected to each other via perceptions rather than actual contact and shared experiences. 

Most Latinos, regardless of gender or national origin are of the opinion that they share 

political concerns and culture. These opinions are more prevalent among US bom and 

English dominant. Direct contact with each other and experiences with discrimination do 

not account for these panethnic positions as the data show that Latinos do not report 

many instances of these experiences. Bond social capital is high for both groups of 

Latinos with nuances due to nativity. 



Table 5.5 Social Trust - Bond Variables 

National 
Origin Gender Nativity 

Helpfulness of Latinos 169.58** 3.44 1.29 

Latinos Should Help Elect 
Co-ethnics 22.09** .322 24.09** 

Personal Situation Improves with 
Co-ethnic Official 8.30 3.75 151.65** 

Latino Officials Help Latinos 3.68 8.31 

Language 

16.12** 

Education 

Helpfulness of Latinos 1.01 30.06** 

Latinos Should Help Elect 
Co-ethnics 47.23** 67.49** 

Personal Situation Improves with 
Co-ethnic Official 266.19** 140.29** 

Latino Officials Help Latinos 33.99** 29.01** 



108 

5.5 Social Trust 

Four social trust variables measure Latino specific attitudes toward co-ethnics and 

government. Respondents are asked 1) whether co-ethnics are helpful, 2) whether they 

feel an obligation to work toward the election of more Latino public officials, 3) if their 

personal situation improves by descriptive representation, 4) whether co-ethnic elected 

officials help Latinos more than Anglo officials. Helpfulness is coded as 0 - no, 1 = yes. 

The measures for the three variables regarding Latino opinion on Latino elected officials 

are coded as 0 = disagree, 1 = neither disagree nor agree, 2 = agree. 

Most Latinos report that co-ethnics are helpful to each other. Overall 58.5% of 

Latinos think that Latinos are helpful. That trend is pronounced among Cuban 

respondents where over 80% answered in the affirmative compared to 50% and 55% of 

Mexicans and Puerto Ricans. Latinas of all backgrounds had consistently, slightly higher 

evaluations of Latino helpfulness. Other demographic traits including, nativity and 

language did not influence this pattern in one way or another. Though higher levels of 

education are positively associated with higher perceptions of Latino helpfulness. This 

outcome is a stark contrast to the low assessment of helpfulness in others that Latinos 

reported in the previous chapter. Only 31.8% of Latinos said that others are helpful, 

compared to 58.5% of Latinos who say Latinos are helpful to each other. This difference 

highlights the fact that respondents interpret survey items differently when the question 

specifically directions attention to ethnicity context. 

Latinos are in accord that that they have an obligation to work to help elect co-

ethnics. Three-quarters of Mexican and Puerto Rican respondents agreed that Latinos 
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should help elect co-ethnics, 67% of Cubans agreed. There was more positive response 

from Spanish dominant respondents as well foreign bom, but the gaps were not as 

dramatic as those in other areas that have been analyzed here. Lower levels of education 

were associated with desire to work for more descriptive representation. At the same 

time, a minimum of 66% of all respondents, regardless of educational level were in 

agreement that descriptive representation is a goal that Latinos should work to achieve. 

Again we find significant co-ethnic affinity among all Latino groups. The idea that there 

is mutual benefit for Latinos to elect co-ethnics indicates they are accumulating bond 

social capital via these attitudes. 

Respondents are asked if their individual circumstances improve when Latinos 

hold elected ojjices. This measure accounts for several matters. First there is a 

dimension of awareness of Latino representation. This variable also demonstrates 

whether there is a perception that descriptive representation matters. The vast majority of 

respondents, over 70% of all groups, indicated that their personal circumstances improve 

when Latinos hold elected office. Gender and national origin did not influence these 

opinions. Immigrant Latinos have a very strong perceptions of benefit on this matter. 

Foreign bom Latinos report benefiting from descriptive representation 20% more than 

US bom Latinos: 82% versus 62%. It is quite possible that immigrants are aware of 

legislative and policy efforts specific to their needs as immigrants that Latino officials 

have supported. Fully 85% of Spanish dominant respondents report that their lives 

improve with a co-ethnic in office. Social trast in Latino public officials is high for both 
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us bom and foreign bom Latinos as their perceptions of responsiveness are positively 

related to co-ethnic representation. 

When asked if Latino elected ojficials are more helpful than whites, again 

respondents demonstrate high levels of co-ethnic social tmst. About half of all national 

origin groups agreed that Latinos are better representative than Anglos. Respondents 

across the different national origin groups, genders and nativity statuses displayed similar 

patterns: with roughly 48% in agreement and 40% in disagreement that Latinos elected 

officials are more helpful to co-ethnics. More of the foreign bom and Spanish dominant 

held these opinions. This does indicate high levels of trust in descriptive representatives, 

but not as strongly as other measures. 

Social trast measures illustrate high levels of bond social capital among Latinos of 

varied demographic traits. Latinos are in agreement that co-ethnics are helpful, obligated 

to work toward electing more Latinos, and better descriptive representatives. The 

political implications here are apparent, that Latinos with high evaluations of trust and 

affinity for co-ethnics in the political world are primed to participate in Latino specific 

politics. However none of these attitudes necessitates action, such that Latinos may hold 

these very positive associations for co-ethnics, but fail to take political action based upon 

them. 



I l l  

5,6 Distribution of Bond Capital 

Latinos acquire and develop bond social capital in all five categories. 

Organization involvement with Latino specific groups is low. However the vast majority 

of Latinos believe that these advocacy groups represent their interests. Measures of 

engagement in public affairs that are Latino specific are also indicative of Latino social 

capital development. Most follow Latino politics and can recall an opportunity to vote 

for a Latino candidate. Many Latinos, particularly foreign bom, engage in public affairs 

via Spanish language media. Despite the lack of actual contact between national origin 

groups. Latinos are a very cohesive in terms of their informal sociability. Latinos of all 

subgroups agreed that they share a common culture, and most agree that they have not 

had experienced discrimination. Puerto Ricans and Mexicans find common ground on 

their political concerns as well. Most Latinos also report that co-ethnics largely comprise 

their group of fiiends. Social trust among Latinos runs high. They overwhelmingly have 

positive evaluations of the helpfiilness of co-ethnics, and co-ethnic elected officials. 

These assessments are so strong, that 72.8% of Latinos agree that they are obligated to 

work toward electing more co-ethnics to office. Despite all of these similarities, few 

Latinos report working to resolve a Latino community problem or working to promote 

Latino culture. This could be a function of the respondent's interpretation of the survey 

questions. It is also possible that given the local context of relatively small co-ethnics in 

the respondent's communities that the opportunities to participate in these activities have 

not presented themselves. 
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Between the two social capital categories, it is clear that Latinos are accumulating 

more bond than bridge capital. Latinos are more involved within organizations and 

activities that are pertinent to their ethnic community, than those that are not Latino 

specific. Nativity drives much of the variance in bond accumulation. It is interesting to 

note that the gender gaps that characterized bridge social capital accumulation are 

diminished in the Latino specific context. On issues that involve a sense of panethnic 

identity and moving beyond one's immediate national origin group, US bom Latinos are 

at an advantage. For example we see that US bom Latinos are far more likely than 

foreign bom Latinos to think that there are cultural commonalities among all Latinos. 

On the other hand, foreign bom Latinos are quite bonded via language and educational 

status to their immediate national origin and ethnic communities. Latino attitudes toward 

elected officials and others are more positive when considered in context of co-ethnics. It 

is evident that there is a keen awareness of Latino identity and that it can influence how 

respondents perceive society and pursue civic activities. The analysis of the two types of 

social capital produce distinct patterns where we can observe the differences in how 

much social capital Latinos are acquiring with respect to particular in and out group 

differences. 

I had two hypothesis regarding Latinos and social capital accumulation: 1) 

Latinos accumulate more bond than bridge social capital, and 2) foreign bom and 

Spanish dominant Latinos will have higher levels of bond social capital than US bom and 

English dominant Latinos. The data in this and the previous chapter confirm these two 

hypotheses. There are some interesting patterns to note. In terms of bridge social capital 
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accumulation, gender was a significant factor in several areas, including organizational 

involvement, engagement in public affairs and social trust. Latinos also had accumulated 

less social capital in bridge activities compared to their white counterparts. However 

these same activities are not necessarily avenues of bridge social capital development for 

Anglos. It is true that immigrant Latinos have more bond social capital than American 

bom Latinos. However I should note that American bom Latinos are also accumulating 

bond social capital at the high levels given the measures employed in this study. 
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CHAPTER 6 
SOCIAL CAPITAL RUBRIC AND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION 

Now that levels of social capital accumulation have been established among 

Latinos and whites, I proceed to investigate the convertibility aspect to social capital. 

That is, does social capital convert in to political participation? In order to test this 

hypothesis, I consider the bridge and bond aspects to social capital and examine how 

each is, or is not, related to participation in general and Latino specific political activity. 

Selected variables that were evaluated in the accumulation analysis are used to illustrate 

the relationship between social capital resources and political participation. I test the 

impact of each rubric of social capital on Latino and general political participation. The 

data produce consistent results that show each rubric of social capital, both bond and 

bridge, has a positive impact on political participation in any ethnic setting. 

6.1 Non-Electoral Participation: The Dependent Variable 

I evaluated the five rubrics of social capital in order to establish where Latinos are 

accumulating and developing their social capital resources. The next step is to test how 

bridge and bond social capital operate in different ethnic political settings. As noted 

earlier, just as social capital can be of the bridge and bond varieties, so can American 

political activity. One may choose to participate in campaigns or political acts that 

extend one beyond their ethnic community. Individuals may also participate in more 

exclusive political acts that acknowledge, reinforce or somehow affirm ethnic identity. 

In order to test the veracity of social capital theory within the Latino community, and the 
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two different ethnic contexts I developed ordinary least squares (OLS) regression models 

to examine the individual effects of each rubric of bond and bridge social capital on 

participation in both general and Latino specific political activities. These models help 

me determine the effects of bond social capital, concentrated in the Latino community, 

and how it influences participation in the general and Latino political setting. I also 

assess how bridge social capital (where Latinos have developed networks and resources 

outside of their ethnic environment) impacts participation in the general and co-ethnic 

political setting. 

The models are illustrative of the bifurcated nature of social capital. The 

dependent variable in five of the models is general participation. The other five models 

have Latino participation as the dependent variable. The independent variables are the 

individual social capital rubrics, in either the bond or bridge setting. The models test 

whether political participation is dependent upon the effects of the individual social 

capital rubric. Large portions of the Latino population are faced with two major barriers 

to electoral participation: language barrier and citizenship status. Because many Latinos 

in the United States are not citizens and are not fluent in English, their turnout rates have 

o 

been lower in several elections. The political science literature is filled with examples 

illustrating that this population votes at rates disproportionately lower than their white 

counterparts. This being the case, it is best to evaluate political participation using 

measures that do not require citizenship or strong English ability in order to participate. 

Thus, voting specific activities are omitted fi-om the dependent variables. 

^ There is increasing evidence of a positive change in this trend. However, The LNPS employs data from 
the 1988 election cycle which does indeed fall in line with the trend of low Latino voter turnout. 
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The dependent variables for participatory activities are divided into the two 

categories of social capital: bridge and bond. The dependent variable used to assess 

bridge political activities is a measure of general political involvement. General political 

involvement is defined as political activities that are not Latino specific. In order to meet 

OLS assumptions the dependent variable was created by summing participation in seven 

dichotomous political activities which included: 1) wore a campaign button, 2) signed a 

petition, 3) volunteered for a campaign, 4) wrote a letter to the editor, 5) made a donation 

to a campaign, 6) participated in political rallies, and 7) attending a political meeting. 

This aggregate measure of participation offers several opportunities to employ social 

capital resources. A scale reliability test confirmed that this method was suitable for the 

data.^ 

The dependent variable used to assess bonding political activities is a measure of 

seven political activities specific to Latinos. Again, participation in these dichotomous 

variables was summed in order to satisfy OLS requirements. The activities considered in 

this variable are: 1) mobilized other Latinos to vote as a group, 2) signed a petition 

regarding Latino matters; 3) volunteered for a Latino campaign; 4) wrote letter to editor 

regarding Latino concerns; 5) donated money to Latino candidate(s) or campaign(s); 6) 

participated in a boycott regarding a Latino concern; and 7) participating in a 

demonstration regarding a Latino issue. A scale reliability test confirmed that this method 

was also suitable for the data. 

' Chronbach Alpha =.72. 
Chronbach Alpha =.65. 
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It necessary that I acknowledge the bias associated with conceptualizing the 

dependent variables in this manner. Being involved in a higher number of political 

activities that an individual is involved with does not necessarily make him more 

politically oriented than the individual who participates in only one of these seven 

activities. There are qualitative differences associated with each of the political activities 

in the dependent variable. Composing a letter to the editor, for example, is more time 

intensive than wearing a campaign button. The value and meaning of participating in any 

of these actions varies from person to person. Thus where one individual may choose to 

participate in all seven of the activities listed in the survey, another may only express his 

strong political beliefs by attending demonstrations. The dependent variable captures the 

quantity of political events in which the respondent has participated, and not their 

importance or quality. 

Up to this point, my analysis has taken in to account the national origin 

differences among the three largest Latino groups in the United States. This has allowed 

me to assess the differences in social capital acquisition and development among 

Mexican, Puerto Rican and Cuban populations. The national origin identifier provided 

some useful insight on several aspects of social capital distribution. At the same time 

there were also a number of cases where Latinos were not significantly differentiated by 

their countries of origin. My disaggregated approach to Latinos changes for this portion 

of the dissertation. In my analysis of social capital and its relationship to political 

participation, I consider Latinos as one group. Two factors motivate this decision. First, 
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I am still interested in making some comparison between Latinos and whites." In order 

to do this, I use whites as the comparison group for Latinos. In addition, I lost adequate 

variation in the dependent and several independent variables when I disaggregated the 

groups by national origin. As a groupmore Latinos had participated in the various 

political activities that comprise the dependent variable. The social capital accumulation 

data helps interpret some of the detail that I lose in using an aggregate Latino measure. 

6.2 Bridges to General Political Activity 

Tables 6.2.1 - 6.2.10 illustrate the relationship between each individual category 

of bridge social capital on general and Latino specific political activity. It is beneficial to 

determine the individual strength of each social capital rubric, as some of the effects may 

be diminished when a the fiiller models inclusive of all five social capital categories are 

produced. Also, this method allows me to evaluate the effect of each bridge social 

capital rubric in both political contexts. Independent variables measure bridge social 

capital in the same five areas that have been discussed to this point; 1) organizational 

involvement; 2) engagement in public affairs; 3) community volunteerism; 4) informal 

sociability; and 5) social trust. I am testing the effects of bridge capital in two ethnic 

environments: 1) general'^ and 2)Latino dominant. These two political contexts are the 

dependent variables. When the political context is general participation, whites are 

included in the analysis. Ethnicity is coded 0 = white, 1 = Latino. This evaluation is 

" This is only possible in bridge capital evaluations as Anglos and Latinos answered identical survey 
questions included in this portion of the analysis. 

As opposed to individual national origin groups 
Anglo dominant 
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critical because we are able to observe the participatory effects of identical social capital 

resources and how they vary according to ethnicity. All of the independent variables are 

indicative of bridge social capital resources.'"^ Essentially, these regressions show how 

bridge social capital affects participation in both the general and Latino political setting. 

In these general participation models, Latinos and their white counterparts are included in 

the data.'^ This evaluation is critical because we are able to observe differences in how 

social capital may vary among these two groups. All of the items used in the general 

political model are categorized as bridging variables. In these tests, I am primarily 

concerned with finding patterns of statistical significance, and the direction of social 

capital effects on political participation. 

Independent variables were selected from the array of social capital measures in 

the accumulation analysis in Chapter 4. Not all social capital measures included in 

Chapter 4 are included in the regression analysis conducted here. The analysis of social 

capital accumulation was more exhaustive because I wanted to account for as much 

social capital as the data would allow. In terms of a regression analysis, it does not make 

sense to include over covariates. Thus I limit the of number of independent variables that 

measure each social capital rubric. These variables were selected on several criteria. First 

I found support for all of these variables in the literature. There was also evidence of 

adequate variation to be included in a regression model. When general political 

participation is the dependent variable, the control variables are ethnicity, gender and 

Recall that these are truly bridge resources for Latinos, but not so for whites. 
Limitations in the data made it impossible to further disaggregate the Latino population in this model. 
Chapter 4 has a fuller discussion of the wording, coding, distribution and literature support for these 

variables. 
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education. When Latino political participation is the dependent variable, there are no 

white respondents in the data. Thus the control variables in these models are limited to 

gender and education. 



Bridge Organizational Involvement 

Table 6.2.1 Table 6.2.2 
Dependent: 
General Participation 

Dependent: 
Latino Participation 

Model Summary Model Summary 

R Square .371 R Square .056 

AdjRSq .138 AdjRSq .053 

SE.135 SE 1.102 

Sig F 0.00 Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE Independent Variables B SE 

Organization Involvement 
Religious Service 
Attendance .148** .051 

Organization Involvement 
Religious Service 
Attendance .151** .046 

Attend PTA Meeting .432** .065 Attend PTA Meeting .310** .059 
Supervise Others at Work 447** .066 Supervise Others at Work 221** .060 

Controls Controls 
Ethnicity -.396** .093 
Gender -.015 .063 Gender -.132* .057 
Education .280** .029 Education .131** .025 

(Constant) -.652** .204 (Constant) -.804 1.110 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005 
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Organizational Involvement 

In the first model, three variables were selected to measure organizational 

involvement. Verba et.al. (1995), Greeley, (1997), Nie et.al. (1996) and Wolfinger and 

Rosenstone (1980) demonstrate that the skills and networks developed in the work, 

religious and educational environments encourage participation in a wide range of other 

activities. The first covariate is a measure of religious service attendance. The second 

organizational involvement variable measures whether the respondent has supervisory 

responsibilities in the workplace. The third measure is attendance at a Parent Teacher 

Association (PTA) meeting. 

In the general participation model, organizational involvement is significant with 

an R-square of .138. All of the independent variables are positively and significantly 

related to participation in general political activities, with gender as the only exception. 

Supervising others and PTA meeting attendance have stronger effects on participation 

than religious service attendance (coefficients of .447 and .443 versus .148). 

Interestingly these two variables also have a stronger impact on political participation 

than education. Latino origin however, depresses participation (b= -.396) in the general 

political context. It appears that the qualitative differences between active organizational 

involvement (PTA membership and supervising others) and passive involvement 

(attending church services) emerge when we consider their impact on political 

participation. While bridge organizational involvement positively influences political 

participation, Latino ethnicity is at odds with these resources. 
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When Latino participation is the dependent variable, the model is still significant, 

but the R-square is much smaller than the previous model at .056. We still find that 

organizational involvement has significant and positive impacts participation. All three 

independent variables are statistically significant and in the positive direction. Their 

substantive values are also higher than the control variables. However Latina status is 

associated with depressed Latino political activity. Attending PTA meetings and 

supervising others at work were more influential on participation than church attendance 

(b = .310; b = .221; andb = .151 respectively). 

Latino ethnicity had a negative impact on general participation. However it is 

important to note that the data show organizational involvement increases Latino 

participation in co-ethnic political activities. These two models illustrate that bridge 

organizational involvement has positive effects on both general and Latino political 

activity. 
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Bridge Engagement in Public Affairs 

Table 6.2.3 Table 6.2.4 
Dependent: Dependent: 
General Participation Latino Participation 

Model Summary 

R Square .155 

AdjRSq .153 

SE 1.355 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 

R Square .082 

AdjRSq .079 

SE 1.10 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Engagement in Engagement in 
Public Affairs Public Affairs 

Follow current affairs .276** .043 Follow current affairs .202** .038 

Discuss voter registration .339** .063 Discuss voter registration .240** .057 
Discuss community Discuss community 
problem .690** .064 problem .424** .058 

Controls Controls 
Ethnicity -.228* .076 

Gender -.002 .061 Gender -.088 .055 

Education .224** .029 Education .060 .025 

(Constant) -1.029** .204 (Constant) -.562** .158 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005 
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Engagement in Public Affairs 

Three independent variables account for engagement in public affairs: 1) attention 

to politics, 2) discussing community problems, and 3) discussing voter registration. 

In the general political participation model the regression model is statistically 

significant and has an R-square of .155. Again the data show all of the social capital 

variables are significant and in the positive direction. All three of the engagement in 

public affairs measures have a positive impact on general participation. Discussing 

community problems and voter registration had stronger influence on political 

participation than following current affairs. Thus the more active forms of engagement 

had stronger effects on participation. Also of note is the fact that each of these 

explanatory variables have larger coefficients than the education measure. Again, Latino 

ethnicity has a negative effect upon political participation (b = -.228). Thus the bridge 

engagement variables may not have the positive influence for this group as it does for the 

majority. 

Latino political activity again produced a significant, but less explanatory model 

with an R-square of .082. Bridge engagement in public affairs also works to the 

advantage of Latinos in their co-ethnic political context. The impact of all three 

engagement in public affairs is positive and significant. The coefficients are similar to the 

previous model, where the discussing community problems and voter registration were 

more influential than merely following current affairs. In this case, the control variables 

do not have a significant impact in either direction. But it is worth noting that the 

coefficient for gender is in the negative direction. 
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The data show the positive effects of another dimension of bridge social capital. 

Engagement in public affairs, in the bridge context, increases participation in both the 

general and Latino specific environment. 
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Bridge Community Volunteerism 

Table 6.2.5 Table 6.2.6 
Dependent: Dependent: 
General Participation Latino Participation 

Model Summary 
R Square .279 
AdjRSq .278 
SE 1.120 
Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 
R Square .137 
AdjRSq .136 
SE .960 
Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Community Volunteerism Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve problem 1.699** .058 Work to resolve problem 1.09** .057 

Controls Controls 

Ethnicity -.297** .058 
Gender -.003 .040 Gender -.096** .037 
Education .193** .017 Education .071** .015 

(Constant) .004 .098 (Constant) .052 .065 

**p<= 001 * p <=.005 
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Community Volunteerism 

The data hmited my ability to include multiple measures of community 

volunteerism. This dimension of bridge capital is measured using a survey item that 

assesses the respondent's efforts to resolve community problems. 

The general participation model is statistically significant and the R-square of 

.278 indicates more variance explained than the previous two social capital resource 

models. Community volunteerism has a positive and significant effect on general 

political participation. The constant term and gender are not statistically significant. 

Again, we find that Latino ethnicity is negatively related to participation. The 

volunteerism coefficient is stronger than any of those in this model. Bridge volunteerism 

clearly has a positive effect on political activity. 

Latino political participation is also strongly influenced by bridge community 

volunteerism. The R-square in this statistically significant model is .137. Latinas are 

significantly less likely to participate in Latino political activities. However the 

substantive value of this effect is small at b = - .096. Similar results are found when 

bridge volunteerism is regressed upon Latino political activity. 

Community volunteerism measures confirm what the literature has suggested. 

Activity in these bridge environments promotes political participation. Again we need to 

consider that in the bridge context. Latino ethnicity is at odds with the positive effects of 

social capital. 



129 

Bridge Informal Sociability 

Table 6.2.7 Table 6.2.8 
Dependent: General Dependent: Latino 
Participation Participation 

Model Summary 
R Square .095 
AdjRSq .096 
SE 1.256 
SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 
R Square .026 
AdjRSq .024 
SE 1.018 
SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Informal Sociability Informal Sociability 
Residential Ethnic Residential Ethnic 
Density-Mexican -.012 .010 Density-Mexican -.002 .008 
Residential Ethnic Residential Ethnic 
Density-P.R. -.009 .016 Density-P.R. -.004 .013 
Residential Ethnic Residential Ethnic 
Density-Cuban -.050** .011 Density-Cuban -.023 .009 

Controls Controls 

Ethnicity -.352** .070 
Gender -.016 .044 Gender -.103** .039 
Education .282** .019 Education .124** .016 

(Constant) .027 .111 (Constant) .019 .076 

**p<.001 * p <=.005 
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Informal Sociability 

Another dimension of social capital is informal sociability. This accounts for the 

respondent's social and daily contacts. Ethnic residential density captures this dimension 

inasmuch as it tells us the ethnic context in which the respondent lives. Using this data 

we are able to make some inferences regarding the amount of social contact one may or 

may not have with people of different national origins. 

The general political activity model shows that my measures of bridge informal 

sociability are not statistically indicative of political participation. Though the model is 

significant, the variance explained is rather low (R-square = .096). The results of this 

analysis show that high Latino residential density are not good for participation. All 

three measures found that increased Latino population, whether it be Mexican, Puerto 

Rican or Cuban, was negatively associated with participation. The only significant 

relationship demonstrated that high Cuban population depressed political activity, though 

the magnitude of this effect was small, b = -.05. Interestingly, Latino background and 

female gender also depressed participation in context of this model. Thus we can say that 

bridging via residence seems to have an adverse impact on political activity, but the 

statistical evidence is somewhat lacking. 

In terms of Latino political activity, there was not a significant relationship 

between residential ethnic density and participation either. The model was significant, but 

the R-square was a dismal .024. None of the measures for Latino residential density had 

a significant impact on co-ethnic participation. However, all of the signs were in the 



negative direction. Again Latina status significantly depressed political activity in this 

measure. 

This particular measure of informal sociability does not have strong statistical 

support. Yet the overall patterns suggest that higher Latino population, of any national 

origin group, has a negative effect on participation in any setting. 
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Bridge Social Trust 

Table 6.2.9 Table 6.2.10 
Dependent: General Dependent: Latino 
Participation Participation 

Model Summary 

R Square .108 

AdjRSq .106 

SE 1.254 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 

R Square .030 

AdjRSq .028 

SE 1.02 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Social Trust Social Trust 

Government Trust 2 ly** .034 Government Trust -.062 .030 
Trust People .291** .070 Trust People .231** .066 
Helpfulness of People .198** .050 Helpfulness of People -.001 .044 

Controls Controls 
Ethnicity -.330** .067 
Gender -.028 .045 Gender -.109** .040 
Education .270** .020 Education .115** .016 

(Constant) .159 .140 (Constant) .146 .104 

** p <= .001 * p <=.005 
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Social Trust 

Social trust measures individual attitudes that may facilitate social capital 

accumulation activities. Social trust variables included here are: 1) helpfulness of people, 

2) trustworthiness of people, and 3) trust in government. 

The general participation model, while significant also has an R-square of .108. 

Bridge social trust does influence general political participation. Trust in individuals and 

perceptions that others are helpfial had a positive and significant effects. However higher 

levels of trust in government depressed participation. It could be that those who trust 

government may not see the need to participate in politics because they think the 

government can be trusted to do the right thing. Perhaps this association between trust 

and political activity would be different if the dependent variable included voting. Latino 

ethnicity and is significantly, negatively related to political participation. We find that 

increased levels of trust, and perceptions of helpfulness in others have a positive and 

significant effect on participation. 

Latino political activity is not consistently, positively associated with social trust. 

The model is significant, but the R-square is small, at .030. Higher levels of trust in 

others is significantly associated with Latino political activity. However the other two 

covariates have negative, though insignificant coefficients. Again it could be the case 

that those who trust government and others are predisposed to less political activity as 

they may think others are trustworthy enough to deal with politics fairly. Yet again the 

pattern holds that Latinas are less likely to participate in Latino political activity. 
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The effects of bridge social trust were mixed. Trust in others increased political 

activity in both political settings. High levels of trust depressed activity in both ethnic 

contexts, only significantly so in the general political arena. Latino ethnicity and Latina 

gender depressed participation. 

Summary 

These brief analysis indicate that there is evidence that bridge dimensions of 

social capital facilitate both general and Latino specific political activity. When each 

arena of social capital is considered singularly we find that there is support for 

convertibility aspect to social capital theory. The data illustrates that social capital 

resources can be converted in to political activity, though these effects are not as 

powerful among Latinos, especially women. In all ten regression models being female 

depressed political activity. In four of the five social capital rubrics, being Latina was 

significantly associated with lower participation. 

Overall there is evidence that bridge social capital does indeed convert into 

political activity in the general political context. These outcomes vary by ethnicity and 

gender, but are still positive indicators. Organizational involvement, engagement in 

public affairs, community volunteerism and social trust all proved to have positive 

influence on general participation. The data also show that bridge social capital, for the 

most part did have positive and significant effects on Latinos participating in co-ethnic 

political activities. This was most evident in organizational involvement, engagement in 

public affairs and community volunteerism. The uneven distribution of social capital 



between Latinas and Latinos was evident in these analysis. Latinas were consistently 

significantly less inclined to participate in Latino activities in each of the resource rubric 

analysis. These outcomes are likely a reflection of the social capital disparity in 

distribution that were evaluated in Chapters 4 and 5. 
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6. 3 Bonds to Latino Political Activity 

Tables 6.3.1 - 6.3.10 illustrate the relationship between bond social capital 

resources and Latino and general political participation. These analysis also test the 

portion of social capital theory that holds that the resources inherent in social capital are 

convertible. By evaluating each social capital arena in terms of bond measures, I will 

examine whether bond social capital transforms to Latino political participation and if 

bond social capital also has positive utility in the general settings. I incorporate the same 

two dependent variable from the previous section that account for general and Latino 

political participation. I test the effects of independent variables that quantify bond social 

capital on general and Latino political activity. The data limits my test of bond social 

capital to include only Latinos in this analysis. The independent variables that represent 

bond social capital are selected from those measures included in Chapter 5. Variables 

included in this model are specific to Latino respondents and are meant to distinguish the 

political and social uniqueness of the population in relation to social capital. Gender, 

nativity, language and education are all control variables in this model.I am able to 

make more specific assessments about the impact of these subgroup variations as they 

serve to enhance or impede social capital's effects on participation. 

Nativity is coded 0 = foreign bom, 1 = US bom; Language is coded 0 = English, 1 = bilingual, 2 = 
Spanish. 
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Bond Organizational Involvement 

Table 6.3.1 Table 6.3.2 
Dependent: Latino Dependent: General 
Participation Participation 

Model Summary 

R Square .085 

AdjRSq .082 

SE 1.037 

SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 

R Square .351 

AdjRSq .183 

SE 1.50 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Organizational Organizational 
Involvement Involvement 
Ethnicity of Ethnicity of organization 
organization members .009** .058 members .325** .065 
Membership in Latino Membership in Latino 
organization 477** .119 organization .064 .132 
Latino organizations Latino organizations 
advocate interests .243 .047 advocate interests .267** .052 

Controls Controls 

gender -.084 .045 gender .061 .050 

nativity .047 .062 nativity .208** .068 

language -.082** .033 language -.203** .036 

education .056** .021 education .110** .023 

(Constant) .153 .136 (Constant) .236 .150 

**p<=.001 *p<=005 
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Organizational Involvement 

Bond organizational involvement is assessed using three independent variables: 1) 

ethnicity of organization members, 2) membership in a Latino organization and 3) belief 

that Latino organizations advocate their interests'^. 

The Latino participation model is significant and the R-square is .085. In this 

first analysis we see that there is some support for bond organizational membership 

positively influencing Latino political participation. All of the covariates have positive 

coefficients, and two of them are significant. Membership in a Latino organization 

significantly impacts participation in Latino politics. However diversity of organizational 

membership, as opposed to ethnic concentration, is also has a significant impact on 

Latino political activity. These positive effects are depressed by lack of English fluency. 

Female and foreign bom status are negatively, but not significantly associated with lower 

levels of Latino political participation as well. 

The general participation model is not only significant, it also has a higher R-

square than the previous model at .351. As one might expect, diversity of membership 

increased general participation. Interestingly belief that Latino organizations advocate 

the individual's interests also had a positive and significant effect on general political 

activity; b = .267. Yet again the foreign bom and Spanish fluent are significantly less 

likely to participate in Latino politics. 

Fuller discussion of all bond independent variables is provided in Chapter 5. 



139 

These tables illustrate that organizational involvement concentrated among 

Latinos can have a positive impact beyond the co-ethnic political environment. However 

these positive effects can be depressed by demographic traits common among Latinos. 
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Bond Engagement in Public Affairs 

Table 6.3.3 Table 6.3.4 
Dependent: Dependent: 
Latino Participation General Participation 

Model Summary 

R Square .151 

AdjRSq .145 

SE 1.201 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 

R Square .135 

AdjRSq .129 

SE 1.465 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Engagement in Public Engagement in Public 
Affairs Affairs 
Attention to Latino Attention to Latino 
Issues .281** .045 Issues .190** .055 
Discuss Latino Discuss Latino 
community problems .594** .086 community problems .577** .104 
Opportunity to vote for Opportunity to vote for a 
a Latino .514** .075 Latino .480** .092 

Controls Controls 

gender .193 .075 gender -.064 .092 

nativity .139 .090 nativity .228 .109 

language -.073 .050 language -.189** .061 

education .078 .036 education .217** .044 

(Constant) -.824** .267 (Constant) -.589 .325 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005 
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Engagement in Public Affairs 

Engagement in public affairs in the bond context includes three variables: 1) 

attention to Latino issues, 2) discussing Latino issues and 3) awareness of an opportunity 

to support a Latino candidate. 

The Latino political participation model is significant with an R-square of . 151. 

All three measures of engagement in public affairs have a positive and significant impact 

on Latino political activity. Discussing a Latino community problem had the strongest 

impact, followed by awareness of a Latino candidate and following Latino politics. 

Again the more active form of engagement has the strongest impact on participation. 

None of the control variables produced significant coefficients, though gender, language 

and nativity are in the negative direction for women, foreign bom and Spanish speakers. 

General participation is also positively influenced by bond social capital 

resources. The model is significant and the R-square has a value of .135. All three 

independent variables have positive and significant effects on general participation. The 

value of the coefficients mirrors those in the corresponding analysis where the more 

active forms of engagement have higher values. Spanish language dominant respondents 

are also significantly less inclined to participate in general activities with these bond civic 

engagement variables present. 

There is evidence that engagement in public affairs benefits Latinos in both 

political contexts. However those benefits do not extend evenly among the Latino 

subgroups. 
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Bond Community Volunteerism 

Table 6.3.5 Table 6.3.6 
Dependent: Dependent: 
Latino Participation General Participation 

Model Summary 

R Square .044 

AdjRSq .030 

SE 1.748 

SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Model Summary 

R Square .052 

AdjRSq .037 

SE 1.888 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Community Volunteerism Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve Latino Work to resolve Latino 
issue .610** .203 issue .400 .219 

Controls Controls 
gender -.385** .195 gender -.086 .210 
nativity .171 .248 nativity .156 .268 
language .044 .136 language -.168 .146 
education .197 .112 education .331** .121 

(Constant) .342 .667 (Constant) .884 .718 

**p<=.001 * p <=.005 
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Community Volunteerism 

The measure for community volunteerism in the regression analysis is a survey 

item that asks if the respondent has ever worked to solve Latino community problems. 

There were not many items to choose from within the LNPS to measure this dimension of 

social capital more thoroughly. However this is at least one indicator of Latino specific 

volunteerism, and that is an improvement from the traditional survey tools within the 

field. 

In the Latino political context, working to resolve community problems has a 

positive and significant impact on Latino political participation. It is somewhat intuitive, 

and entirely consistent with the literature that those who are performing ethnic specific 

volunteer work are also likely to participate in ethnic politics. Latinas however are 

significantly and substantively less likely to participate, b =-.385. This model is 

significant, though the R-square value for this model is .044. None of the other control 

variables had significant coefficients. 

General political participation actually had a higher R-square value, than the 

previous model, R = .052. However the community volunteerism variable, though in the 

positive direction, was not significant. Higher levels of education associated with 

increases in participation was the only significant relationship in this equation. 

There is preliminary evidence that Latino community volunteerism works to 

increase Latino political participation. Yet it has not been substantiated that this 

relationship holds in the general political environment. It would be usefiil to augment 

this measure in future studies to capture other aspects of Latino community volunteerism. 



Bond Informal Sociability 

Table 6.3.7 Table 6.3.8 
Dependent: 
Latino Participation 

Dependent: 
General Participation 

Model Summary Model Summary 

R Square .051 R Square .129 

AdjRSq .049 AdjRSq .164 

SE .994 SE 1.164 

Sig F 0.00 Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE Independent Variables 6 SE 

Informal Sociability 
Experience 
Discrimination .339** .044 

Informal Sociability 
Experience 
Discrimination .354** .051 

Ethnic group of friends .020 .022 Ethnic group of friends .150** .026 
Latino shared culture .028 .043 Latino shared culture .061 .050 

Controls Controls 
gender -.091 .039 gender .031 .046 
nativity .058 .053 nativity .177* .062 
language -.025 .028 language -.121** .033 
education .095** .018 education .156** .021 

(Constant) -.039 .132 (Constant) -.257 .155 

** p <=.001 * p <=.005 
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Informal Sociability 

Informal sociability includes three variables that measure bond social capital 

accumulation; 1) discrimination experience, 2) ethnicity of friends and 3) perceptions of a 

common Latino culture. These three measures address different dimensions of informal 

sociability. 

In the Latino participation model discrimination experiences actually increase 

participation in Latino political activity. The coefficient was significant and positive at b 

= .339. This is an important finding. Even a negative shared experience can have 

positive political outcomes for Latinos. This is consistent with Uhlaner's (1989) theory 

of relational goods which argues that certain participation incentives are present only for 

"in-group" members. In this case, Latinos politically support co-ethnics in part because 

they have experienced discrimination. By supporting co-ethnics. Latinos demonstrate an 

awareness of the in-group benefit - depressing discrimination experiences at some level 

- associated with Latino descriptive representation. However it is important to note that 

primarily Mexican origin respondents, not all Latinos, reported having these experiences 

more so than Cuban and Puerto Rican respondents. Ethnicity of friends and perceptions 

of shared Latino culture did not significantly impact Latino participation. Only the 

education control variable was significant, where higher levels of education increased 

participation. The model was significant with an R-square of .051. 

The general political setting actually had a higher R-square than the previous 

model, at .129. Again find evidence that bond social capital has positive effects in general 

political environments. The coefficient was again significant, and in the positive 
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direction. More diversity among friends (i.e. less Latino) also significantly increases 

general participation among Latinos. Spanish language and foreign bom status depressed 

general participation in this case, consistent with many of my findings to this point. 

There is some evidence here that experiences unique to minorities, discrimination 

in this case, can have positive political participatory effects in any ethnic political 

environment. Other measures for informal sociability were not largely substantiated. 

However it may be worth the effort to pursue the question of experience with 

discrimination and Latino participation a bit further in a future research project. 
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Bond Social Trust 

Table 6.3.9 Table 6.3.10 
Dependent: Dependent: 
Latino Participation General Participation 

Model Summary Model Summary 

R Square .038 R Square .107 

AdjRSq .035 AdjRSq .104 

SE 1.01 SE 1.184 

Sig F 0.00 Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE Independent Variables B SE 

Social Trust Social Trust 

Helpfulness of Latinos -.017 .040 Helpfulness of Latinos -.079 .047 
Latinos should help Latinos should help elect 
elect Latinos 070** .025 Latinos -.001 .029 
Latino officials help Latino officials help 
Latinos .0418* .022 Latinos .011 .025 

Controls Controls 
gender .040 gender -.008 .047 

nativity .091 .054 nativity .229** .063 
language -.066* .028 language - 194** .033 
education .104** .018 education .181** .021 

(Constant) .044 .127 (Constant) .336* .149 

**p<=001 *p<=.005 
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Social Trust 

I include three measures of social trust: 1) perceptions of co-ethnic helpfulness, 2) 

perceptions that Latinos are obligated to work to elect other Latinos and 3) perceptions 

that Latino elected officials help Latinos more than Anglo elected officials. These three 

measures of social trust address trust in different settings: the individual, ethnic group and 

political elite. 

In the Latino participation model two of the three social trust measures were 

statistically significant and in the expected, positive direction. Those who think that 

Latinos should help elect more Latinos participate more in Latino political activity. The 

same is true for those who think descriptive representatives are better for Latinos than 

Anglos. While these outcomes are intuitive, it is important to recall that attitudes do not 

equal action. For example there was not a statistically significant relationship between 

opinions that Latinos are helpful to each other and participating in Latino politics. 

Latinas and Spanish speakers were significantly less likely to participate in Latino 

politics in this model. I should note that the substantive values for the two significant 

variables are rather low, and the R-square for this model is .038. 

In the general political context none of the three social trust variables has a 

significant impact on political participation. Perceptions of co-ethnic helpfulness and 

obligatory feelings about electing a co-ethnic actually have negative, though 

insignificant, associations with general participation. Spanish language and foreign bom 

status are significantly, negatively influential on general participation. 
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Bond social trast has very different political effects dependent upon the political 

context. We saw two of these variables work to increase Latino political participation. 

Yet none had significant impact in the general setting. 

Summary 

When considered in this context, bond social capital does have some 

convertibility properties such that bond social capital resources can have a positive effect 

on participating in both Latino and general political activities. Given the literature that 

has argued that bond social capital can have negative consequences for a community, 

these outcomes are quite interesting. Bond social capital has a more consistent and 

positive impact on Latinos in the co-ethnic political environment. All five of the bond 

social capital dimensions yielded significant and positive infiuences on Latino specific 

political participation. Bond social capital acquired via organizational involvement, 

engagement in public affairs and social trust also had a positive influence on Latinos 

participating in general political activities. Interestingly, there is no evidence thus far that 

bond social capital has any adverse effects on general participation. Thus bond social 

capital can have participatory benefits beyond the immediate co-ethnic political setting. 

The uneven distribution of social capital disadvantages the Spanish dominant, foreign 

bom and Latinas though. These demographic traits deeply mitigate the positive 

participatory effects of bond social capital resources with the diverse Latino community. 

The analysis here indicate that both bridge and bond social capital have 

significant and positive influence on Latino political participation in both Latino and 



150 

general political environments. This statement comes with some strong caveats. First, 

bridge capital has more consistently positive effects in both political contexts than bond 

capital does. Despite the positive effects of both kinds of social capital, traits specific to 

the Latino population, such as Spanish language use and foreign bom status, curtail some 

of the positive effects of social capital. The data here also show that Latinas in particular 

are not reaping the participatory benefits of social capital in any context. These 

juxtaposing outcomes are particularly interesting when one considers the high amounts of 

social capital that Latinas, foreign bom and Spanish speakers evidenced in Chapters 4 

and 5. 
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CHAPTER 7 
NET EFFECTS: SOCIAL CAPITAL AND 
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION 

Chapter 6 found significant evidence that bond and bridge social capital, when 

considered in their individual rubrics, have strong influence on political participation. 

The data in the previous chapter is usefiil in studying the intricacies of social capital and 

participation. It is also important to consider the social capital as a cohesive system of 

skills, networks and resources that function in concert in the political world. The fact is 

that the social capital rubrics exist and work simultaneously, thus I conduct empirical 

tests as to the impact of all five social capital rubrics on Latino political behavior. In this 

chapter I fiilly examine the role of bond and bridge social capital on Latino participation 

in both the general and Latino specific political environment. 

Four OLS models are estimated to evaluate the relationship of bridge and bond 

social capital on Latino and general participation. Model 1 examines the effects of the 

five bridge social capital indicators on general political participation. Model 2 explores 

the impact of bridge capital on Latino specific political participation. Model 3 tests the 

effects of bond social capital on Latino specific political participation. Model 4 examines 

the effects of bond capital on general participation. I find consistent evidence that bridge 

social capital is more powerfiil than bond capital in both political contexts. Bond capital 

does positively influence Latino participation, though not as consistently, and across 

categories as bridge does. I also find that bond capital does not depress any form of 



participation. Consistent with other data, the results show Latina status is negatively 

associated with any form of participation. 

While I have made the case that voting behavior is not the best measure for Latino 

political activity, it is still one avenue for political participation. Since voting is the 

standard political expression in a democracy, it is useful to include an analysis of 

electoral activities associated with social capital variables. As such Table 7.3.1 through 

Table 7.3.3 illustrates basic correlations between social capital variables and electoral 

activities. Electoral activities are measured using a summed variable that includes: 

registered to vote, voted in school board election and voted in the 1988 election. These 

variables were selected because they capture three different types of electoral 

participation that typically have some variation. These data find significant correlations 

between the social capital indicators and electoral participation, particularly in the context 

on general political activity. Though not an exhaustive study, this analysis lays some 

ground work for related projects that might incorporate electoral behavior in the vast 

array of participatory outlets available to Latinos, and others in the population. 
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Table 7.1.1: Model 1 General Activity and Bridge Social Capital 

Model Summary 

R Square .341 

Adj R Sq .331 

SE 1.291 

SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Organizational Involvement 
Religious Service Attendance .194** .066 
Attend PTA Meeting 211** .081 
Supervise Others at Work .271** .080 

Engagement in Public Affairs 
Follow current affairs .231 * * .060 
Discuss voter registration .185* .081 
Discuss community problem .385** .083 

Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve problem 1.558** .098 

Informal Sociability 
Residential Ethnic Density-Mexican -.009 .016 
Residential Ethnic Density-P.R. .041 .029 
Residential Ethnic Density-Cuban -.029 .022 

Social Trust 
Government Trust -.029 .061 
Trust People .229* .111 
Helpfulness of People .151 .087 

Controls 
Ethnicity -.024 .113 
Gender -.056 .079 
Education .159** .047 

(Constant) -1.55** .356 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005 
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Table 7.1.2 : Model 2 General Activity and Bond Social Capital 

Model Summary 

R Square .238 

AdjRSq .151 

SE 1.824 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 
Organizational Involvement 
Ethnicity of organization members .381 .305 
Membership in Latino organization .274 .687 
Latino organizations advocate interests .195 .332 

Engagement in Public Affairs 
Attention to Latino Issues .178 .200 
Discuss Latino community problems .606* .313 
Opportunity to vote for a Latino .040 .313 

Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve Latino issue .030 .322 

Informal Sociability 
Experience Discrimination .492 .316 
Ethnic group of friends .077 .194 
Latino shared culture .090 .357 

Social Trust 
Helpfulness of Latinos .410 .306 
Latinos should help elect Latinos .287 .164 
Latino officials help Latinos -.240 .154 

Controls 
Gender -.341 .313 
Nativity -.519 .397 
Language -.218 .221 
Education .104 .181 

(Constant) .480 1.351 

*p<= .005* 
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7.1 Bridge Capital 

The analysis conducted in this section test my hypotheses on the impact of bridge 

social capital on general and Latino politics. Models 1 and 2 deal with bridging social 

capital indicators. Thus the independent variables in both models are the same. The 

independent variables for each dimension of social capital are identical to the 

independent variables used in Chapter 6. The dependent variables are also the same 

measures that account for the ethnic context of political participation in the previous 

chapter. In the first model, general political activity is the dependent variable. Model 2 

has bond political activity as the dependent variable. Anglo respondents are included in 

Model 1. Model 2 includes only Latino respondents. 

Bridge social capital has a positive effect on participation in both Latino and 

general political settings. The R-square the general model is .584, and .228 in the Latino 

model. An initial overview of the coefficients demonstrate that organizational 

involvement, engagement in public affairs and community volunteerism have particularly 

significant and positive impacts on participation in both ethnic political settings. 

Organizational involvement variables are all positively and significantly related 

to general participation. Attending a PTA meeting and supervising others at work have 

equal impact (b=.271) on the dependent variable. Religious service attendance is slightly 

less influential on bridge activity (b=.194). When Latino political activity is the 

dependent variable, we still find that organizational involvement has positive influence 

on political action. All three coefficients are in the positive direction, and two are 

statistically significant. Church attendance and PTA attendance increase Latino 
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participation with positive and significant results (b=.189 and .203 respectively). 

Supervising others, however does not have a significant impact. Thus, bridge 

organizational involvement, as supported in the literature, has positive effects on both 

ethnic political contexts. 

Engagement in public affairs includes respondent's attention to politics, 

discussing voter registration and community problems. Both models produced positive 

and significant coefficients with similar values for all three variables. Of the three 

indicators, discussing community problems with others had the strongest impact in both 

equations (Model 1 b=.385. Model 2 b=.303). Following current affairs had a slightly 

weaker impact on political activity (b=.231 and b=.236). Discussing voter registration is 

correlated to both dependent variables, but has a slightly stronger impact on general 

participation (b=.185 compared to b=.147 in Latino participation). These results 

illustrate the importance of this social capital dimension in relation to political 

participation. 

Community Volunteerism includes a variable measuring whether or not the 

respondent has worked to resolve community problems. This variable is also positively 

and significantly related to both dependent variables. It is worth noting that community 

volunteerism produces the highest coefficient values in both models (general 

participation b=1.558. Latino participation b=.986). Of the two types of participation, 

working to resolve problems has a larger impact on bridge political activity then Latino 

political activity. 
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Informal Sociability is a measure of social capital that examines the casual 

interactions that people have with others. I chose a variable that measures the 

respondent's residential ethnic density. Proximity to Mexican, Puerto Rican and/or Cuban 

origin communities was not significantly influential on either general or Latino political 

participation. Additionally, the substantive values for these three variables were the three 

lowest values in both regression models. The coefficients range from a high of b=.004 

(Mexican residential density and Latino participation) to a low of -.029 (Cuban 

residential density and general participation). The only other consistency (though 

statistically insignificant) between the two models is the small negative relationships 

between Cuban residential ethnic density in both types of participation (b= -.029 and b= -

.024). While some might find this outcome surprising given the data that among Latinos, 

Cubans are the most likely to vote (de la Garza, et.al., 1992, Skerry, 1993). The 

dependent variable here that accounts for participation outside of voting, confirming 

accounts that Cuban political behavior is focused on voting and not a wide rage of 

participatory activities. These patterns are also consistent with the individual social 

capital rubric regressions in the previous chapters that found negative, but statistically 

insignificant impacts of Latino residential density and political participation. Because I 

only measure bridge informal sociability as residential ethnic density, I am not convinced 

that this social capital category has been explored as thoroughly as possible. Perhaps a 

future large N study will include more measures of bridge social capital that can be used 

to assess informal sociability between Latinos and Anglos. 
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Social trust considers the respondent's attitudes toward government and people. 

Trust in others was the only independent variable that had a positive and significant 

impact on general political participation (b=.229). Trust in others also had a positive 

influence on Latino participation, and the coefficient was nearly significant (p=.09). 

Trust in government was negatively associated to either type of participation, though the 

coefficients produced were not significant. Again, it is possible that those who have 

higher levels of trust in government are less likely to participate in non-electoral politics 

because they think that government can be entrusted act fairly. Perceptions on people's 

helpfulness had opposite effects (negative in Latino participation, positive in general 

participation) in the two models, but was also statistically insignificant. This rubric of 

social capital has some merit, but was not as strongly and consistently related to 

participation as some of the other categories. 

The control variables included in the two models varied slightly. Ethnicity'^ is 

included in the first model that measures bridged/general political activity. It is excluded 

Model 2 which accounts for Latino political activity because the dependent variable in 

Model 2 includes only Latino responses. Gender and education are also employed as 

control variables. The regressions produced varied results for these control variables. 

Education was the only variable that was significantly and positively correlated with 

general participation (b=.159). Gender and ethnicity were negatively related to bridge 

activities, but both were statistically insignificant in this regression. I find this outcome 

of statistical insignificance interesting because it points out that social capital, as 

Measured as 0=Anglo; l=Latino 
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measured here, functions similarly for Latinos and their white counterparts. It is 

interesting that the significance of negative effects of Latino ethnicity that were present in 

all five of the individual regression analyses in the previous chapter, are diminished when 

all of the social capital variables are considered jointly. Latinas are also significantly less 

inclined to participate in Latino political activities (b= -.145). In terms of general political 

activity, gender is in the negative direction, but not statistically significant. 

There is evidence that bridge social capital has positive effects on both general 

and Latino political participation. The positive influence of bridge capital is much 

stronger in the general context though. At the same time, the data confirm the previous 

findings that Latino ethnicity and Latina status can lessen some of these positive impacts 

on participation. 
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Table 7.2.1: Model 3 Latino Activity and Bond Social Capital 

Model Summary 

R Square .351 

AdjRSq .277 

SE 1.558 

Sig F 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Organizational Involvement 
Ethnicity of organization members .007 .261 
Membership in Latino organization .998 .585 
Latino organizations advocate interests .645* .284 

Engagement in Public Ajfairs 
Attention to Latino Issues .5 8 8 * * .171 
Discuss Latino community problems .497 .268 
Opportunity to vote for a Latino .667** .267 

Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve Latino issue -.116 .276 

Informal Sociability 
Experience Discrimination .364 .270 
Ethnic group of friends -.051 .166 
Latino shared culture .382 .305 

Social Trust 
Helpfulness of Latinos .601* .261 
Latinos should help elect Latinos .129 .141 
Latino officials help Latinos -.081 .132 

Controls 
gender -.304 .268 
nativity .171 .339 
language -.128 .189 
education -. 109 .154 

(Constant) -1.945 1.157 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005** 
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Table 7.2.2: Model 4 Latino Political Activity and Bridge Social Capital 

Model Summary 
R Square .228 
AdjRSq .216 
SE 1.108 
SigF 0.00 

Independent Variables B SE 

Organizational Involvement 
Religious Service Attendance .189** .062 
Attend PTA Meeting .203** .077 
Supervise Others at Work .063 .076 

Engagement in Public Affairs 
Follow current affairs .236** .055 
Discuss voter registration .147* .077 
Discuss community problem .303** .079 

Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve problem .986** .097 

Informal Sociability 
Residential Ethnic Density-Mexican .004 .015 
Residential Ethnic Density-P.R. .030 .026 
Residential Ethnic Density-Cuban -.024 .019 

Social Trust 
Government Trust -.065 .057 
Trust People .189 .112 
Helpfulness of People -.102 .082 

Controls 
Gender -.145* .074 
Education .043 .042 

(Constant) -1.064** .313 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005** 
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7.2 Bond Capital 

Models 3 and 4 test my hypotheses on the effects of bond social capital on 

political participation. In independent variables that measure bond social capital are the 

same in both regressions. These are the same covariates used in the previous chapter that 

examined individual effects of bond social capital on participation. The dependent 

variable in Model 3 is Latino political activity. Model 4 has general political activity as 

the dependent variable. Only Latino respondents are included in these analyses. Gender, 

nativity, language and education are all control variables in both regressions. 

I find that bond social capital does have a positive effect on Latino political 

participation. There is no evidence that bond capital has much of an effect, in any 

direction on general participation. Both models are significant. Model 3 has an R-square 

of .351 and Model 4 has an R-square of .238. Engagement in Latino public affairs has 

the strongest impact on both types of political activity. Though many of the relationships 

are in the positive direction, they are largely statistically insignificant. 

Organizational involvement variables are positively related to Latino political 

participation. All three coefficients for these measures are in the positive direction. 

Perceptions that Latino organizations advocate Latino interest have a strong, positive 

impact on Latino participation (b=.645). Membership in Latino organizations has a 

positive impact on participation in Latino politics, but it is only marginally significant 

(p=.09). The ethnic composition of the organization to which one belongs does not have 

a significant impact. The analysis of the general participation context shows that though 

all three organizational involvement variables yield positive coefficients, none is 
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significantly related to participation. Involvement with Latino organizations has a varied 

impact on political participation; some of the involvements accounted for in this test may 

enhance participation in Latino specific politics. On the other hand, organizational 

activities do not have any significant relationships with non-Latino political 

involvements. When bond organizational involvement was considered singularly, the 

effects were much more positive and significant in both types ethnic political settings. 

Engagement in public ajfairs includes the following independent variables: 

attention to Latino issues, discussing Latino community problems and an awareness of an 

opportunity to vote for a Latino candidate. This rubric of social capital produces the most 

positive and significant effects on both Latino and general participation. Attention to 

Latino issues and awareness of a Latino candidates both positively and significantly 

impact participation in Latino politics (b =.588; b=.667). Discussing Latino problems 

with others also had a positive coefficient of b=.497, and was very close to the standard 

for significance at p=.06. All of the coefficients are strong relative to the rest of the 

model. Generally speaking, these variables appear to be good measures of the 

relationship between Latino engagement in public affairs and Latino political 

participation. On the other hand, general participation is significantly correlated with 

only one of the engagement in public affairs variables: discussion of Latino community 

problems (b=.606). Attention to Latino issues and awareness of a Latino candidate are 

positively related to general participation, but demonstrate no statistical significance. 

The data show that bond engagement in public affairs positive and significant effects 

directed more at Latino, rather than general, political participation. 
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Community Volunteerism measures whether or not the respondent has worked to 

resolve Latino community problems. Its impact is impact is negative on Latino 

participation (b= -.116), and positive on general participation (b=.030). This particular 

measure of community volunteerism is not significantly related to either dependent 

variable. Interestingly, in a prior analysis that considered volunteerism singularly found 

those who had worked to resolve Latino community problems were significantly more 

likely to participate in Latino politics. It is possible that those who are working to resolve 

Latino community problems are less inclined to participate in these political activities 

because their time and efforts are concentrated elsewhere. 

The measures for informal sociability in the bonded context are meant to capture 

some of the uniqueness of the Latino social experience. The variables measure the 

respondent's experience with discrimination, ethnic composition of group of fiiends, and 

perceptions of a shared Latino culture. Despite my expectations, none of these variables 

was significantly correlated with participating in Latino or non-Latino specific political 

activities. Five of the relationships were in the positive direction. Having a diverse 

group of fiiends was negatively related to Latino participation. Bonding informal 

sociability, as measured here, does not influence political participation in any form. 

Again we find that the positive and significant effects that were present in the individual 

social capital regression analyses are diminished when all of the social capital categories 

are included in the model. 

Social trust examines Latino specific attitudes toward government and people. 

Perceptions of Latinos as helpful to each other was positively and significantly related to 
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Latino political activity (b=.601). And though in the positive direction, Latino 

helpfulness was not significantly correlated with general participation. Belief that Latinos 

are obligated to help elect co-ethnics to public office has a positive impact on Latino 

participation, but is also statistically insignificant. This same variable was almost 

significant (p=.08) in the model where general political activity was the dependent 

variable. That is to say, beliefs that Latinos should work to elect co-ethnics had a 

positive influence on general participation. Belief that Latino public officials represent 

Latinos better than Anglo officials is negatively correlated with both Latino and non-

Latino political activity, but insignificant. 

The control variables included gender, nativity, language and education. Not a 

single one of the control variables was statistically significant in either regression model. 

However it is important to notice the consistent pattern that shows women and Spanish 

speakers appear to have less inclination to participate in either Latino or non-Latino 

political activities. Foreign bom respondents seem more inclined to participate in Latino 

activities, but the opposite is true for general political activities. Higher levels of 

education are positively associated with general political activity, but negatively 

correlated with Latino activity. Again, none of the aforementioned relationships meet 

significance test requirements. True as that may be, these outcomes are still of interest, 

as many of the standard control variables political science do not have typical directions 

in these models. 
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Summary 

Given the mix of significant and positive relationships between our social capital 

measures and participation, it is important to recall that each of the social capital 

categories were initially evaluated on their own merits. The data show that only those 

social capital categories with the strongest effects remain statistically significant when all 

five rubrics are considered in concert. There is evidence that bridge and bond dimensions 

of social capital have different effects in different ethnic political contexts. Overall, 

bridge social capital has is strongest effects in general participation. Bond social capital 

is also most influential on Latino specific political activity. Bridge social capital does 

indeed extend Latinos from their co-ethnic political environment, as the data show bridge 

capital has positive effects on participation in Latino politics. Bond capital does not 

depress Latino participation in general political activities; but largely has no overall effect 

on general participation. 

Organizational involvement and engagement in public affairs social capital 

categories have particularly strong effects on both Latino and general political activity. 

Again, I am cautious about dismissing bond social capital and its positive effects on 

participation in any form. Recall that earlier individual analysis of bond social capital 

categories found many positive and significant effects. The data gathered fi-om the 

individual social capital categories regression analysis would warn us to be careful to 

discount the other social capital rubrics that did not produce significant patterns in the 

larger regression analysis. Overall, both forms of social capital had a positive impact on 
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political participation in the Latino and general political setting. There were some 

variables that produced mixed results with respect to their statistical significance. 

7.3 Electoral Participation 

As previously noted, Latinos lag behind other American populations with respect 

to their electoral participation. Chapter 2 discussed the various barriers that that preclude 

Latinos from these activities. Respondents in the LNPS personify these complications as 

over one thousand respondents in the survey were not US citizens, thus making them 

ineligible to vote. Despite this fact, it is also the case that voting is at the core of 

democracy, American politics and research in political behavior. Also noted in the 

literature review, scholars have made the case that high levels of social capital are 

associated with voting. It is also true that at the time of the survey, well over a thousand 

LNPS respondents were eligible to participate in the electoral process. Additionally, it 

simply makes sense to evaluate Latino participation in elections in order to make 

longitudinal assessments about trends and changes in Latino voter turnout. Thus I 

include a basic analysis of the relationship between social capital and electoral 

participation among Latinos. 

Tables 7.3.1-7.3.3 measure the correlations between social capital and Latino 

electoral participation. Table 7.3.1 explores the bivariate relationships between electoral 

participation and bridge measures of social capital. Table 7.3.2 examines the correlation 

between electoral activity and bond social capital variables. Lastly, Table 7.3.3 shows 

the control variables and their correlations with the electoral participation variable. The 



electoral participation measure is a composite measure of three different electoral acts. It 

was computed by adding the following three survey items: registered to vote, voted in a 

school board election, and voted in the 1988 election. The electoral variable is coded 0 = 

no participation in any of these activities, 1 = participated in one of the three activities, 2 

= participated in two of the activities, 3 = participated in all three activities. 

These three different measures of electoral participation were selected because 

they capture a variety of venues where an individual acts as part of the electorate. Voter 

registration is included in this measure because it is indicative of those who have 

demonstrated an interest in voting, so much as to formalize this preference. Voting in a 

school board race captures the individual's participation in an more muted electoral 

environment that is quite different than the highly visible presidential elections, such as 

that of 1988. Including these three measures also bolsters the number of Latinos who are 

likely to respond in the affirmative to participation in electoral politics. 
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Table 7.3.1 

Bridge Social Capital Indicators Electoral 

Correlated with Electoral Activity Activity 

Organizational Involvement 
Religious Service Attendance A14** 

Attend PTA Meeting .268** 
Supervise Others at Work . 102** 

Engagement in Public Affairs 
Follow current affairs .219** 
Discuss voter registration .039 
Discuss community problem .107** 

Community Volunteerism 

Work to resolve problem . 144** 

Informal Sociability 
Residential Ethnic Density-Mexican -.016 
Residential Ethnic Density-P.R. -.026 
Residential Ethnic Density-Cuban -.057** 

Social Trust 

Government Trust .060** 
Trust People .143** 
Helpfulness of People .135** 
Participation in political activities .299** 

**p<=.001 *p<=.005 
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Bridge social capital and electoral participation bivariates were highly 

correlated. The findings here confirm the evidence presented in the literature review that 

finds high levels of social capital are associated with increased voter turnout. The 

organizational involvement, community volunteerism and social trust dimensions of 

bridge social capital have the most consistent correlations to electoral participation. 1 

included measures of non-electoral political participation in this analysis as well.^*^ 

Participation in bridge political activities had the highest correlation with electoral 

participation at .299. Participation in Latino specific political activities also had a high 

correlation to voting acts with a correlation of .215. It can be argued that this correlation 

points to the positive relationship between social capital and Latino political 

participation. Puerto Rican and Mexican residential ethnic density and discussing voter 

registration were the only covariates that did not have a significant correlation to electoral 

participation. 

The political activities variables are measured using the seven point scale of political actions used as the 
dependent variables in the earlier OLS equations. 



Table 7.3.2 

Bonding Social Capital Indicators Electoral 

Correlated with Electoral Activity Activity 

Organizational Involvement 
Ethnicity of organization members .242** 
Membership in Latino organization .231** 
Latino organizations advocate interests .066** 

Engagement in Public Affairs 
Attention to Latino Issues .066** 
Discuss Latino community problems .05 3 * * 
Opportunity to vote for a Latino .244** 

Community Volunteerism 
Work to resolve Latino issue -.031 

Informal Sociability 
Experience Discrimination .094** 
Ethnic group of friends .293** 
Latino shared culture .049** 

Social Trust 
Helpfulness of Latinos .013 
Latinos should help elect Latinos -.038** 
Latino officials help Latinos -.032 
Participation in non-voting Latino political activities .215** 

**p<=.001 
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Bonding and electoral participation variables are also highly correlated as the 

previous group of bridge social capital indicators. Organizational involvement, 

engagement in public affairs and informal sociability are the bond social capital rubrics 

that are most consistently and substantively correlated to electoral participation. All of 

the individual measures for these categories were positively, significantly and 

substantively correlated with electoral acts. Interestingly, perceptions that Latinos are 

obligated to elect other Latinos had a significantly negative correlation with voting. 

Participating in both Latino and general political activities had a positive impact on 

electoral participation. However, as mentioned earlier, general participation has a 

stronger effect. The data here indicate that bond social capital resources overall, are 

positively correlated to electoral participation. 
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Table 7.3.3 

Control Variables Electoral 

Correlated with Electoral Activity Activity 

National Origin - 093 ** 

Latino Gender 44 ** 

Nativity 314 ** 

Language - 271 ** 

Education .235 ** 

Ethnicity - 132 ** 
**p<=001 

Control variables used in my study show that several demographic traits 

associated with Latinos still have significant relationships with Latino voter behavior. 

Latino ethnicity itself has a negative correlation to electoral participation. An interesting 

correlation shows that Latina status is positively associated with electoral political 

activity. This is somewhat unexpected considering the consistently negative effect that 

Latina status had on non-political participation in both ethnic settings. As one would 

expect, English fluency, high levels of education and US bom status are also positively 

associated with voting activities. I also included a measure for national origin group. I 

coded the data 0 = Puerto Rican and Mexican, 1 = Cuban.^' The data show that among 

Cubans were consistently the outlier group in the social capital accumulation analysis thus I coded the 
data in this format. 



LNPS respondents, Cuban national origin was significantly negatively associated with 

voting. 

A number of research projects can be conducted examining the relationship 

between voting and Latino social capital. Voting patterns and their relationship to social 

capital, however, are not the focus of this project. Once more current data on diverse 

populations becomes available, it certainly would be worth examining the effects of 

social capital on voting behavior. 
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CHAPTER 8 

IMPLICATIONS OF SOCIAL CAPITAL ON 
LATINO POLITICAL BEHAVIOR 

Social capital among Latinos has been explored here from several different 

perspectives. First the analysis of social capital accumulation was completed where I 

established what types of social capital are found among Latinos. Then I tested how the 

two types of social capital. impact political participation. Generally speaking, my 

research shows that both kinds of social capital have positive effects on both Latino and 

general political participation. Bridge social capital proves to have a more consistent, 

strong and positive effect on Latino participation in any ethnic context. In this sense, 

social capital has similar outcomes for Latinos as the dominant political science literature 

has suggested. The real difference between Latinos and Anglos, is not in how they 

employ social capital, but rather the distribution of social capital resources. This brings 

me to the initial hypotheses regarding social capital accumulation. 

8.1 Hypotheses Revisited 

The social capital accumulation and regression analysis employed tested the four 

hypothesis. The first hypothesis.' Latinos will accumulate more bond than bridge social 

capital is confirmed. The bridge accumulation tables illustrate that the bridge social 

capital resources are unevenly distributed between these Anglos and Latinos. There are 

specific settings where these cleavages were more present than others. For example 

resource accumulation in the work setting advantaged Anglos significantly more than 



Latinos. Despite the imbalance of social capital accumulation between Anglos and 

Latinos in the bridge context, the data also illustrate that both groups tend to be 

disengaged from associations and communities to some degree. Over two-thirds of both 

groups had not worked to resolve community problems. Half of Latinos and whites 

report they do not discuss community problems either. While the overall bridge social 

capital accumulation pattern favored whites, there were some areas in which Latinos 

were better positioned than whites. Church attendance and residential ethnic density 

were both areas where we find Latinos had a social capital advantage. 

Latinos of all national origin groups attended services at high frequency than 

whites. In terms of residence, Latinos tend to live in areas that are more diverse than 

Anglo residential patterns suggest. Latinos accumulate bridge social capital by virtue of 

their home life that places them in diverse settings where they commonly encounter 

Anglos, as well as other racial and ethnic groups. However, the percentages and raw 

numbers of Latinos who were developing bridge social capital resources were less than 

those accumulating and developing bond social capital resources. Latinos developed 

more bond social capital via their in-group affinities and associations. It was interesting 

to note that despite the fact that most Latinos do not reside within close proximity of 

other national origin groups, they share a certain panethnic bond that is expressed in their 

positive evaluations of each other. 

This brings me to my second hypothesis: Foreign born and Spanish dominant 

Latinos will have higher levels of bond social capital than US bom and English dominant 

Latinos. This hypothesis is also confirmed. Immigrant Latinos who also tend to be 



Spanish dominant tend to have their resources, networks and skills highly concentrated 

among others of the same national origin group. They have a heightened attention to 

Latino politics, more co-ethnic friends, and higher levels of trust in Latinos as individuals 

and elected officials. However there were some interesting exceptions to this pattern. 

US bom Latinos develop bond social capital via their perceptions of common Latino 

culture. US bom Latinos also had high levels of trust in co-ethnics, but not as 

pronounced as the foreign bom. 

The story of social capital difference among Latinos really is not among the sexes 

or even national origin groups, but rather between US bom and foreign bom Latinos. 

Immigrants consistently exhibit more bonded attitudes and activities that tmly 

differentiate their social capital accumulation from those of US bom Latinos and Anglos. 

To a point, this works to their advantage as immigrants have more bond social capital 

than the other groups involved in this study. It can be argued that the bonding dimension 

of social capital has begun to have direct and positive political outcomes in recent years. 

Studies have shown that Latino immigrants have been more politically active than their 

US bom counterparts in recent years. 

The other pattern that emerged was the are dramatic difference between Latino 

and Latina social capital accumulation particularly in the bridge context. Some of the 

time women, are accumulating more resources, as in the educational setting. In other 

cases men are advantaged as they demonstrated higher levels of organizational tmst and 

involvement. It should be noted that overall, there were more similarities than 

differences between Latinas and Latinos. In a number of cases the gender gaps that were 
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present among whites were not present among Latinos. In the bond social capital 

context, even fewer significant differences emerged between the sexes such that the two 

are accumulating bond social capital at about the same rates. 

With all of that said, there are some problems with these conceptualizations of 

who is bonding and bridging. I can confidently argue that Latinos are engaging in bridge 

social capital activities in these various settings because the data tell us that Latinos are 

extending themselves to the white, majority population in all of these settings. Activities 

that are classified as the bridge dimension of social capital for Latinos may well be 

conceptualized as bond social capital accumulation for whites. 

The third hypothesis, bond social capital will yield increased Latino political 

participation, but depress general political participation is met with mixed results. 

There is evidence that bond social capital does have a positive impact on Latino 

participation, particularly in the Latino specific political setting. However, there is no 

evidence that bond social capital depresses any form of political participation. 

Regression analysis illustrated the effects that bond social capital, when considered in 

singular categories actually have positive and significant effects on both general and 

Latino political participation. When fuller regression models are presented where all of 

the five social capital rubrics are present, the positive impact of bond social capital on 

political participation diminishes to a large extent. Only a few variables, as opposed to 

entire categories of social capital, proved to have a positive impact on Latino 

participation in either the Latino or general political setting. Only one variable had a 

positive and significant impact on general political activity. However it is important to 
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recall that while positive effects may disappear in these models, bond social capital does 

not depress activity. It simply has no statistical impact on most Latino or general 

political activity. Thus, those who have said that bonded communities are harmed by this 

kind of capital are not entirely accurate in these assumptions. 

The final hypothesis, bridge social capital will yield increased general 

participation, but will not be significantly related to Latino political participation is also 

met with mixed results. Bridge social capital does indeed increase levels of general 

participation, this part of the hypothesis is consistently confirmed. However I must reject 

the notion that bridge social capital does not influence Latino specific political activity. 

In fact, the data show that bridge social capital is robust in its ability to withstand 

statistical tests and positively influence political participation in either the Latino or 

general political setting. Individual regressions showed bridge social capital had 

consistently significant and positive impacts on both types of political participation. The 

fiiller regression analysis demonstrates that bridge social capital in the organizational 

involvement, civic engagement and community volunteerism rubrics are especially 

influential on both Latino and general politics. These findings come with a strong caveat. 

While it is indeed the case that these social capital resources have positive effects on 

participation. Latino ethnicity was consistently negatively related to participation in 

bridge activity. Thus the social capital accumulation disparity that exists between Anglos 

and whites produces different participatory outcomes that disadvantage Latinos. It may 

be worthwhile to examine other types of community benefits as the output of social 

capital. What we label as the political for Latinos may vary fi-om the general population. 



180 

Given the dramatic differences between US bom and foreign bom Latinos, perhaps 

community benefits related to social capital should be tied to Latino and immigrant 

specific needs. 

The outcomes of the analysis yield several useful findings. First, it is clear that 

social capital does have two distinct dimensions. The bifiircated analysis made the 

pronounced differences evident. The varied impact of bonding versus bridging social 

capital upon a range of political activities is evident. On the whole bridging variables 

provided stronger explanatory power and relationships with both Latino and general 

political participation. Bonding capital indicators were somewhat weaker and 

inconsistent indicators of either form of political activity in the more full regression 

analysis. 

Specific to Latinos, it appears that social capital does have similar patterns of 

outcomes. Meaning that higher levels of bridged capital yield higher levels of political 

participation; just as is the case with Anglos. Those who posit that increased bridged 

social capital yields increased political activity, regardless of its ethnic orientation, are 

supported with these findings. I was surprised to find that bond social capital does not 

have much of a positive effect upon Latino political activity (certainly not compared to 

the bridge capital measures) and even less impact upon general political activities. It is 

possible that different measures of these types of capital will present more consistent 

results. 
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8.2 Contributions and Research Extensions 

While a number of a questions have been addressed in this research, many steps 

can be taken to improve upon this study and related Knes of inquiry. It would be 

worthwhile to seek out a more modem and complementary data set that can broaden the 

mecisurement of several social capital categories. The LNPS presented me with a limited 

number of variables from which to operationalize all five of the social capital categories. 

Community volunteerism was particularly difficult to assess given the data limitations. 

Organizational involvement specific to Latinos was also hard to quantity. Of course 

adding better measures and subtracting weaker ones from the regression models will 

improve their validity and reliability. In the very near friture there will be more current 

and reliable data on Latinos available to researchers. There are currently two national 

surveys in the developmental stages that deal specifically with Latinos and minorities. 

Also, the data from the Pew 2004 National Survey of Latinos: Politics and Civic 

Engagement should become available to researchers within the next two years. As 

Latinos continue to grow in number, economic power and political muscle, it makes 

simply makes sense to track their changing networks, resources and political behavior 

over time. I am hopeful that these instruments will be useful in developing our 

knowledge of minority groups and their political behavior as it relates to social capital. 

One issue that I was not able to resolve completely in this study is the role of 

bonding and bridging among Anglos. Indeed Putnam has cited problems with 

assessments of bridging and bonding: "I have found no reliable, comprehensive, 

nationwide measures of social capital that neatly distinguish bridge and bond.. .We must 
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recognize that that these two kinds of capital are not interchangeable. (2000, p. 24)" In 

order to make comparisons between Latinos and Anglos, there is need to assess how 

bonded and bridged white respondents are within their own context. This data set did not 

make such analysis possible, other than residential ethnic density variables that ultimately 

had weak substantive values. It would be interesting to explore how these two ethnic 

populations experience bridge and bond social capital differently and the implications of 

those variations. In order to determine if social capital works in American society, more 

empirical testing has to be conducted among the diverse populations in the country. 

Using white political and social behavior as the norm is highly problematic, as this 

dissertation has illustrated. Exploring how racial and ethnic communities choose to 

insulate, extend, invite or prohibit social and political action interaction amongst 

themselves and others makes for a compelling research agenda. 

It is possible that minorities, more so than whites, accumulate a mix of these 

capitals and are expected to bridge more than bond because that ultimately incorporates 

them into traditional American political life. There are inherent biases associated with 

using whites as the reference group. For example, many Latinos (and other ethnic and 

racial minorities for that matter) live a bicultural existence where they are more likely to 

be exposed to bilingual messages, mobilization and networks. Latinos are more likely to 

have exposure to non-Latino (i.e. white) institutions, organizations and people than 

whites have had with non-white institutions, organizations and people. Perhaps a reason 

Putnam and others find higher levels of aggregate social capital among whites is that 

whites do not need to rely upon bridge social capital resources in order to become 
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accultxirated to American political experiences. Thus, minorities need more social capital 

in order to navigate their own communities as well as the traditional, majority 

community. It could be that whites may not have much in the way of bridging resources, 

yet are not hampered by that in the same way that Latinos are when they are lacking 

sufficient bridge networks. For example, what are the consequences for whites not being 

bilingual? Quite different than those for a Latino. There is still much room for discussion 

of different social capital resources, in particular states and regions and how they may be 

expressed in political terms. In short, the literature on social capital has much room for 

growth. 

Latinos are accumulating both types of social capital. Immigrants have more of 

the bond kind, but even the US bom had accumulated more bond than bridge. The 

positive outcomes for bond capital within these communities should be explored further. 

What are the positive community benefits for such kinds of capital? It is also true that 

there are other social and political outlets for non-citizens (such as home country 

associations) that newer surveys might include. Latinos are quite susceptible to the 

positive outcomes for bridge social capital where we find that those with more bridge 

capital were more likely to participate in several modes of political activity. Other 

research projects may need to focus on how Latinos accumulate bridge capital. 

Specifically, we should consider that social capital may be accumulated via acts initiated 

by someone other than the individual. The measure for discussing voter registration is an 

example of an external source engaging the individual that ultimately yields participation. 

Mobilization fi-om elites, labor organizations and other sources may serve to increase 
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social capital levels. It is worth exploring to what extent individuals are developing 

social capital through their own initiative as opposed to being mobilized by some outside 

stimulus. Researchers should also continue to focus on the institutional factors that 

depress social capital accumulation and development, particularly among minority 

groups, including the role of gatekeepers, historical and local factors (Garcia-Bedolla, 

2003; Fraga and Chavez, 2003). 

Social capital works in the affirmative only to the extent that the community has 

adequate amounts of bridge capital. For Latinos, social capital accumulation must be 

examined in a bifurcated approach in order to predict how it will 'perform' for a given 

population. Putnam (2000) and Hero (2003) show that social capital does not 'work' for 

minority groups in the same was as it does for whites. My research would say that this is 

not so. The difference is not in how social capital works, but rather how it is distributed. 

Bridge capital is not as prevalent among the minority groups and the skewed distribution 

of resources yields skewed outcomes. The disaggregated approach to studying social 

capital (examining all five categories) among Latinos offers unique insights. We can 

pinpoint resources, skills and attitudes that are either adequate or deficient in serving 

social capital development. These differences in these capital areas can guide fiiture 

research that considers a variety of contextual factors (political culture, ethnic diversity, 

historical factors, political actors, and so forth) that account for these variations. 

Using the five social capital rubrics, we can better study specific conditions that 

will yield improved or depressed social capital accumulation and development for 

different populations. Ultimately researchers will be better able to link social capital to 
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political behavior and policy outcomes when we disaggregate the complicated concept 

that it is. This extensive test of social capital in the Latino political setting develops our 

understanding of both social capital theory and Latino political behavior. There is a 

growing literature that considers why Latinos are indeed participating in particular 

contexts, communities and conditions (Barreto et.al., 2004, Barreto et.al, 2004b, Pantoja 

et.al., 2001, Garcia and Arce, 1988). Social capital factors should be included in this 

larger body of work that can help explain and account for the political empowerment of 

this population. 

Social capital offers a useful framework to evaluate civic connectedness and its 

positive community benefits. Robert Putnam recently proposed that bridge and bond 

social capital operate in a complementary way (Putnam, 2004). The findings of this 

dissertation support his hypothesis. However, it is clear that race and ethnicity still play a 

significant role in shaping social capital resources and political participation. This 

analysis demonstrates that social capital resources are present in significant quantities 

among the Latino community, but community benefits (in this case political 

participation) are not as consistent and obvious. Social capital theory offers several 

advantages to exploring diverse communities and has great potential in research 

concerning American political behavior. 
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APPENDIX 

This appendix contains survey items from the Latino National Political Survey 

(LNPS) that are included in my dissertation. I included some of the variables indirectly 

when I constructed new variables from the originals. Questions presented here are 

slightly abbreviated versions of how they are presented in the LNPS codebook. The 

coding associated with each answer appears as I constructed them for my research. In 

some cases it was necessary to further revise the data coding in order to proceed with the 

analysis. These changes are explicitly noted in the dissertation. The entire LNPS survey 

instrument and original coding are available via the Inter-university Consortium for 

Political and Social Research, file number 6841. Items that include Anglo respondents are 

marked with an asterisk. 

1. Respondent's national origin group: 
1. Mexican 
2. Puerto Rican 
3. Cuban 

* 2. Respondent's gender: 
0. male 
1. female 

* 3. What country were you bom? 
0. foreign bom 
1. United States 

4. Language of interview 
0. mostly English 
1. both English and Spanish 
2. mostly Spanish 
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* 5. What is the highest year or grade of school completed? 
0. no formal schooling 
1. completed elementary school 
2. completed junior high 
3. some high school 
4. completed high school 

6. Would you say that you follow what is going on with RG's:^^ 
0. never 
1. seldom 
2. some of the time 
3. most of the time 

7. During the past two weeks have you talked to anyone about RG problems? 
0. no 
1. yes 
7.refused 
8. don't know/don't remember 

8. Have you ever had the opportunity to vote for an RG or Hispanic in an election in the 
United States? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 9. During the past twelve months have you worked or cooperated with others to solve a 
problem affecting your city or neighborhood? 

0. no 
1. yes 
7.refused 
8. don't remember/don't know 

10. Was this problem particularly affecting RG's? 
0. no 
1. yes 

11. Because you are an RG, have you ever been turned down as a renter or buyer of a 
home, or been treated rudely in a restaurant, or been denied a job, or experienced 
other important types of discrimination? 

0. no 
1. yes 

RG refers to the respondent's specific Latino national origin group. For example, Mexican origin 
respondents evaluate this survey item in reference only to others of Mexican ancestry. 
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12. At the present time, are your friends: 
0. no friends 
1. all RG 
2. more RG than Anglo 
3. about half RG and half Anglo 
4. more Anglo than RG 
5. all Anglo 

13. Do you think that RG's and other Hispanics are culturally: 
0. not similar 
1. similar 

14. Some RG's say that RG's usually try to help each other get ahead. Other RG's say 
that instead of helping each other, RG's usually pull each other down so that no one 
gets ahead. Do RG's: 

0. pull each other down 
1. help each other 

15. RG's have an obligation to work with other RG's to increase the number of RG's 
elected and appointed officials. Do you: 

0. disagree 
1. neither agree nor disagree 
2. agree 

16. RG elected officials and appointed officials help RG's more than Anglo officials do. 
Do you: 

0. disagree with this statement 
1. neither agree nor disagree with this statement 
2. agree with this statement 

17. In general, are the members of the organizations you belong to: 
0. no organizational memberships 
1. mostly RG 
2. mix of RG, Latino, black and Anglo 
3. mostly Anglo 

18. Are you a member of any RG or Hispanic organizations? 
0. not a member of RG/Hispanic organization 
1. is a member of RG/Hispanic organization 

19. Even if you are not a member of an RG organization, are there any organizations or 
groups that look out for RG interests? 

0. no 
1. yes 
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* 20. Do you consider yourself: 
1. white 
2. black 
3. something else 

* 2 1 .  H i s p a n i c  o r i g i n ;  
0. non-Hispanic, Anglo 
1. Hispanic: Mexican, Puerto Rican or Cuban 

* 22. How often to you attend religious services? 
0. never 
1. few times a year 
2. once a month or more 

*23. Have you attended a PTA meeting? 
0. no 
1. yes 

*24. Do your job duties involve supervising others? 
0. no 
1. yes 

* 25. Would you say that you follow what is going on in politics and public affairs: 
0. never 
1. rarely 
2. sometimes 
3. often 

* 26. During the 1988 election, did anyone talk to you about registering to vote? 
0. no 
1. yes 
8. don't remember 

* 27. During the past two weeks have you talked with anyone about local or national 
problems? 

0. no 
1. yes 
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* 2 8 .  M e x i c a n  s p e c i f i c  p o p u l a t i o n  d e n s i t y  d e c i l e s :  
Puerto Rican specific population density deciles: 
Cuban specific population density deciles; 

0. 0-9.9% density 
1.10- 19.99% density 
2. 20 - 29.99% density 
3. 30 - 39.99% density 
4. 40 - 49.99% density 
5. 50 - 59.99% density 
6. 60 - 69.99% density 
7. 70 - 79.99% density 
8. 80 - 89.99% density 
9. 90 - 99.99% density 

* 29. How much of the time can you trust government officials to do what is right? 
0. never 
1. some of the time 
2. most of the time 

* 3 0 .  G e n e r a l l y  s p e a k i n g ,  w o u l d  y o u  s a y  t h a t :  
0. you must be very careful in dealing with people 
1. most people can be trusted 

* 3 1 .  W o u l d  y o u  s a y  t h a t  m o s t  o f  t h e  t i m e :  
0. people mostly look out for themselves 
1. people mostly try to be helpful 

* 32. Did respondent vote in 1988 elections? 
0. no 
1. yes 
7.refused 
8. don't know 

* 33. Have you ever been registered to vote in the United States? 
0. no 
1. yes 

* 34. Have you voted in a school board election? 
0. no 
1. yes 
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* 35. In the past twelve months have you signed a petition regarding an issue that 
concerns you? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 36. In the past twelve months have you written a letter, called or contacted an editor or 
public official regarding issues that concern you? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 37. In the past twelve months have you attended a political meeting? 
0. no 
1. yes 

* 38. In the past twelve months have you worn a campaign button, placed a campaign 
bumper sticker on your vehicle, or placed a sign in your home window or yard? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 39. In the past twelve months have you gone to any rallies or speeches in support of a 
particular candidate? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 40. In the past twelve months have you volunteered for a party or candidate running for 
office? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 41. In the past twelve months have you contributed money to a candidate, political 
party or organization? 

0. no 
1. yes 

42. In the past twelve months have you worked as a volunteer for a candidate endorsed 
by RG groups or leaders? 

0. no 
1. yes 

43. In the past twelve months have you worked with RG's to get RG's to vote as a group? 
0.no 
1. yes 
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44. In the past twelve months have you signed a petition in support of RG concerns? 
0. no 
1. yes 

45. In the past twelve months have you boycotted a company or product in support of RG 
concerns? 

0. no 
1. yes 

46. In the past twelve months have you attended a public meeting or demonstration 
regarding RG concerns? 

0. no 
1. yes 

47. In the past twelve months have you written a letter, telephoned or contacted an editor 
or public official regarding RG issues? 

0. no 
1. yes 

48. In the past twelve months have you contributed money to an RG candidate, an RG 
organization, or to support other RG activities? 

0. no 
1. yes 

49. In the past twelve months have you worked on projects that help promote or maintain 
RG culture, history or art? 

0. no 
1. yes 

50. What is the language of your news source? 
0. English 
1. Spanish 
2. both English and Spanish 

51. Do you think that the political concerns of Mexican origin and people of Puerto Rican 
origin are similar? 

0. no 
1. yes 

52. Do you think that the political concerns of Mexican origin and people of Cuban origin 
are similar? 

0. no 
1. yes 
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53. Do you think that the poHtical concerns of Puerto Rican origin and people of Cuban 
origin are similar? 

0. no 
1. yes 

54. How much contact do you have with people of Mexican origin? 
0. none 
1. a little 
2. some 
3. a lot 

55. How much contact do you have with people of Puerto Rican origin? 
0. none 
1. a little 
2. some 
3. a lot 

56. How much contact do you have with people of Puerto Rican origin? 
0. none 
1. a little 
2. some 
3. a lot 

* 57. Would you say that those who run government: 
0. is run by a few people looking out for their own interests 
1. run for the benefit of all 

* 58. Over the past month, as part of your job, have you taken part in a meeting where 
decisions are made? 

0. no 
1. yes 

* 5 9 .  H a v e  y o u  a t t e n d e d  a  s c h o o l  b o a r d  m e e t i n g ?  
0. no 
1. yes 
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