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Abstract 

The current literature on Hispanic public opinion and voting behavior identify racial 

identification and variations within the Hispanic community as essential to the understanding of 

Hispanic policy inclinations and vote choice. The purpose of this paper is to evaluate the weight 

of racial identification and the Hispanic community diversification across a set of salient and 

general policy issues. A series of hypotheses were tested in order to determine the existence of a 

relationship between racial differences, Hispanic demographic traits, policy preferences, and 

political orientations during the 2012 election. This study utilized SETUPS, a statistical analysis 

program, to analyze the 2012 American National Election Studies (ANES) survey of the 

American electorate. The examination reveals how certain policy issues and demographic trends 

deviate Hispanic public opinion from that of other races and even from within Hispanic 

widespread beliefs. Despite the growth in Hispanic political awareness, it still remains a 

vulnerable and unprepared political force in the US. 
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Chapter 1:  What we know about Latino public opinion 

In recent years we have witnessed the growth of the Latino population and the impact it 

has had in the increasing policy and issue awareness among the Latino community living in the 

U.S. Their claims and demands have risen in a gradual manner, while their voice is beginning to 

make more noise. The question is what are those attitudes, policy preferences and orientations? 

Is the Latino community more concerned about immigration policy, health care reform, 

education, or other issues? Do they only pay attention to issues that affect them directly as a 

minority group, or are they becoming more aware in general terms? Is Latino public opinion 

consistent across issues or are there deviations within the group? And what are the driving forces 

behind their sudden interest regarding such matters? In chapter 1 I will explore the literature on 

Latino public opinion across various issues and the characteristics of the Latino population in the 

U.S. I strongly believe that the combination of both an increasing share of Latino public 

awareness and their group characteristics is a crucial source of motivation for Latinos to become 

more actively involved in political decisions.  Latinos also may be developing support for 

specific candidates and political parties; however, this will be further explored in the following 

chapter.   

Relevance of Issues and Trends 

The existing literature on Latino public opinion put forth different arguments that I will 

explore in the following sections. I first turn attention to the amount of relevance the Latino 

community as a minority group puts into certain issues and the factors or trends that influence 

their attitudes and behaviors. Sanchez (2006) studied the impact of group consciousness on 

Latino public opinion. His findings are a great contribution given that it was found out that 

Latinos’ political attitudes are very much influenced by their ethnic ties. Sanchez attributes 
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policy consensus among Latinos to their cultural practices such as preserving family values, 

cultural traits, and even their language. Especially, when it comes to speaking about 

immigration, or bilingual education, which affects the Latino community as a whole, Latino 

public attitudes are very similar.  Consensus on these group-related issues makes collective 

action more inevitable, compared to general policy issues, such as death penalty or abortion (p. 

435). In further support of this study, Kauffman (2003) argues that “group commonality” within 

the Latino community is bonded by their common traits and necessities. She extends the study by 

suggesting that the strength of group consciousness can even result in political coalitions and 

affinity with African Americans that share similar opinions in regards to policy preferences (p. 

208).  

Speaking about group commonality, it is very well known that the Latino community is 

composed of groups of people from different nationalities including Cuban Americans, Puerto 

Ricans, and Mexican Americans. Variations in country of origin produce a variety of 

circumstances and necessities that could result in different policy preferences among the Latino 

community. However, a reviewed study by Segura (2012) reported that “A surprising 71.9 

percent said that, in their individual capacity, they had some or a lot in common with other 

Latinos in thinking about issues like job opportunities, educational attainment or income” (p. 

111). Despite the wide diversity within the “pan-ethnic identity,” the majority of Latinos 

demonstrate cooperation and share similar political attitudes towards issues (Segura, 2012, 

p.110). Contrary to popular belief, public opinion in regards to salient issues for minority groups 

is becoming reshaped by the strength of their shared attitudes and values. 

On the other hand, several political science researchers argue that disagreement among 

the Latino public opinion is not only based on general policies, but salient issues as well. They 
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attribute the fact about Latino public opinion not reaching consensus in both salient and general 

policies to the existence of several trends and characteristics within the Latino community. These 

have posed an impact on Latino positions across different issues. Among the most relevant 

contributing factors include age, gender, socioeconomic status, including education and income, 

citizenship, religiosity, and the Latino media. 

Salient Issues  

Without doubt, the Latino community is in constant search of access to new opportunities 

and services in the U.S. Employment, the economy, social welfare, education, and health care are 

some of the top issues they are most concerned about. Today I turn to analyze immigration 

reform, bilingual education, and the access to affordable health care, which have motivated the 

Latino community to increase their public policy awareness.  Immigration is an important aspect 

of their lives, given the fact that it is linked to their ethnic roots. Family and friends within the 

Latino public have experienced immigration at some point in their lifetime, and for that reason, it 

is of crucial importance to know their positions on such issue. Also, education is significant to 

Latinos, especially when speaking about bilingual education and the struggle for affordable 

education. Similarly, Latinos consider affordable health care a critical matter in their lives.    

Immigration 

The current literature on Latino public opinion on immigration reform is quite divisive. 

Some scholars argue that when it comes to undocumented immigrants and immigration reform, 

Latino attitudes are usually consistent as a group. Latinos are generally more pro-immigration 

and pro-welfare issues than non-Hispanics (Sanchez, 2006; Pew Research Center). This would 

be expected given the different ethnic ties that Latinos share with new immigrants and the 

prejudice, or discrimination, arising from a small share of Whites. However, Sanchez (2006) 
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affirms the Latino community is very divided in regards to their support towards immigration 

reform. For instance, Latino US citizens and those from earlier generations are more skeptical 

about immigration reform than Latino non-citizens and recent generations (Hajnal 2001; Segura 

2006; Rouse 2010). In contrast, Abrajano et al. (2011) found out “later-generation Hispanics 

exhibit a more-restrictionist attitude than earlier-generation Hispanics” and concluded that “a 

larger percentage of third-generation Hispanics favored a reduction in the number of legal 

immigrants coming to the U.S. than first- and second- generation Hispanics” (p. 260).  In 

addition to nativity and time in the US, socioeconomic status also plays a huge influence in their 

attitudes. Hispanics with higher education and income tend to look at immigration from a 

negative perspective (Hajnal 2001). Similarly, other studies support that well-educated Latinos 

favor strict measures, but they differ in that Latinos with lower economic status also hold the 

same view (Sanchez 2006). Furthermore, Mexican-Americans are inclined to support 

immigration reform more than other groups within the Latino community, while those who 

believe their economy could be disadvantaged do the opposite (Binder et al, 1997; Rouse et al, 

2010). Apparently, the contrasting literature has focused on national origin, generational status, 

and socioeconomic characteristics to further understand Latino attitudes in regards to 

immigration. 

Education 

According to a Hispanic College Enrollment study by the Pew Research Center, “From 

2009 to 2010, the number of Hispanic young adults enrolled in college grew by 349,000, 

compared with an increase of 88,000 young blacks and 43,000 young Asian-Americans and a 

decrease of 320,000 young whites” (“Hispanic College Enrollment Spikes...”). Evidently, 

education is becoming one of the more salient matters for Hispanics. However, in terms of 
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actually completing a bachelor’s degree, Hispanics fall behind other racial groups (“Hispanic 

College Enrollment Spikes...”). In other words, Hispanics remain more uneducated than the other 

minorities which could be attributed to their economy or cultural ties, such as their first language 

being Spanish. Furthermore, divisions across generations in terms of bilingual education can be 

sensed among the Latino community. A large share of the Latino population supports bilingual 

programs compared to a small percentage of Whites (Hajnal 2006; Sanchez 2006; Abrajano et al 

2011). Sanchez adds “majorities in Latino sub groups report that they would be willing to pay 

more taxes to support bilingual programs” (p.436). However, opinions on bilingual education 

across generations are found to be quite different, with earlier generations being more supportive 

than the most recent generations (Abrajano 2011 et al). This finding could be attributed to the 

fact that older Hispanics have not acculturated completely into the American culture as have the 

younger generations. Furthermore, opinions on desegregation and support towards affirmative 

action are held strongly across the Latino community (Hajnal 2001; Sanchez 2006; Arbajano et 

al 2011). Group consciousness and affinity between Hispanics and African Americans has 

increased over time (Kauffman 2003). More than half of Latinos hold strong to the opinion that 

the government should increase spending on public schools in order to obtain better levels of 

education (Hajnal 2006; Abrajano et al 2011; Segura 2012). In addition, Binder et al. (1997) puts 

forth that a share of the Latino population believe that public education should also be attainable 

for undocumented people. In general, Latinos are becoming more concerned about education, 

which is an important indicator of an increased participation, which will be discussed further. 

Health Care 

Not only do Hispanics want the government to take a greater role and increase spending 

in education, but they also favor increased government spending on health care as well, 
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especially as compared to non-Hispanics (Abrajano et al. 2011). A study by the Pew Research 

Center confirmed that among the Hispanic population, men, the foreign born, the youngest 

generation, and the least educated lack healthcare insurance. In addition, it confirmed that out of 

the percentage of Hispanics receiving health care 77% say they have good medical care, while a 

23% say the opposite. A share of Hispanics that reported poor or unfair medical treatment and 

attribute this to their financial limitations and language barriers (“Hispanics and Healh Care”). 

Without doubt, economic limitations and English as a second language for most of Latinos has 

influenced their opinions and attitudes on issues and the need for reforms. Speaking about 

reform, Sanchez and Youngman (2013) studied the debate on whether undocumented immigrants 

and their children should be included in health care reform and found out that group 

commonality influences Latinos’ attitudes on health care reform. However, the Hispanic 

community is more supportive of the inclusion of undocumented immigrants’ children, than the 

inclusion of both parent and child. Such event suggests group commonality in terms of cultural 

factors and identity are playing an essential role in determining Latino behavior. However, it 

might be stronger or weaker depending on the issue that is put on the table. 

General policy issues: Abortion, Gay Marriage, and Death Penalty 

The literature on Latino public opinion on social and moral issues contends that group 

commonality does not play a role. Rather, demographic characteristics and ideology are the most 

influential factors in regards to opinions on abortion, gay marriage, and the death penalty. 

Differences in generational opinions on abortion were found. Generation in this context refers to 

how long a person’s family has been in the US. For instance, first-generation are those who 

immigrated, second-generation are their US born children, and third-generation are their 

grandchildren. First and second generations are more skeptical about the legalization of abortion 
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in all cases (Abrajano et al. 2011).  In addition, younger Hispanics are more liberal on the 

abortion issue than older Hispanics.  Not only are variations in generation and age influential 

factors, but religious beliefs as well, given that recent immigrants among the Latino population 

are known for their religious values and conservative stance on social issues. Abrajano adds that 

Latinos further removed from the immigration experience become less identified with a religion, 

which leads to more divided opinions among Latinos. However, Segura finds that religiosity is 

not related to abortion attitudes among Latinos (Segura, 2012, p. 105).  

As for Latino attitudes on gay marriage, religiosity also seems to play a significant role. 

Hajnal 2001 attributes differences between Latinos and Whites in regards to their attitudes on 

same sex marriage as due to differences in their levels of religiosity.   Latinos, more than Whites, 

think of marriage as a bond between a man and a woman. In contrast to the Hajnal’s study, 

Segura (2012) contends that despite their high moral values Latinos are slightly more favorable 

than Whites in regards to same-sex marriage and adoption of children by gay couples, based on 

liberal and conservative trends (p.105). On the other hand, Ellison et al. (2011) argues that 

Catholic and Protestant groups among the Latino population are increasing in number and this 

will have a meaningful impact in shaping their political behavior. In support of that study, 

Sanchez (2006) says Catholicism plays a huge role in influencing Latino attitudes in opposing 

abortion and death penalty. In regards to death penalty, apart from religion, citizenship status 

also plays an important role in shaping Latino attitudes. For instance, more Latinos born in the 

US oppose the death penalty, while more foreign-born Latinos are in support of death penalty 

measures (Sanchez 2006). Undoubtedly, generational, moral, and background factors are 

becoming increasingly important for Latinos in determining their political opinions. 
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Chapter 2:  Trends in Latino participation and vote choice 

Throughout the last years, the growing Hispanic community in the U.S. and their concern 

for specific issues affecting their everyday lives have had a huge impact on their participation 

and vote choice during elections. In chapter 2 I examine the literature on trends in Latino 

participation and vote choice. I seek to explore whether Latinos are involved in political 

activities only during presidential races, or during congressional elections and lower races as 

well. Also, it is crucial to go over Latino turnout over time. Has their share of the vote increased 

or maintained about the same? Is the Latino community loyal to a single party, or has it been 

switching off and on between elections? What role has the mass media played in Hispanic 

political awareness and engagement? Are their positions on certain issues or their party ties the 

reason behind their support for a specific candidate? A detailed review on the existing literature 

about the trends in Latino political involvement is necessary to understand their current situation 

and hopefully expand the study on Latino future political action or inaction in U.S. elections.   

Latino Voter Turnout, Political Involvement, and Participation 

The gradual growth of the Latino population in the U.S. has become increasingly 

important. According to Kauffman “In 2008, Latinos were an estimated 9 percent of the national 

electorate, up considerably from 5.4 percent in 2000 and dramatically from 3.7 percent in 1992” 

(p. 99). However, in the 2008 election, the share of Hispanic votes fell way behind that of Whites 

and African Americans (Lopez & Taylor 2009). Hajnal (2001) attributes Latinos having lower 

participation and voter registration rates than the other racial groups to the fact that a greater 

share of Latinos is foreign born and not eligible to vote. Nevertheless, Latino voter participation 

increased from the 2004 to the 2008 election by 2.7 percentage points. This is associated with the 

Latino population growth and the number of Latino eligible voters that increased from 2004 to 
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2008 (Lopez and Taylor 2009, p.3). As a matter of fact, the Latino electorate growth is expected 

to keep on increasing gradually throughout the upcoming years.  Among the Latino community, 

those with a higher education, greater income, and of older age report high voting participation. 

Not only are Latinos becoming more active in terms of voting, but they are now more engaged in 

other related political activities. Hispanic voter trends suggest that a greater percentage of the 

Latino community is following elections closer than before, and they are even becoming more 

engaged during the campaign through money donations. In addition, they are not only increasing 

their participation rates for presidential races, but for primaries and caucuses as well (Lopez & 

Minushkin, 2008). 

Partisanship and Ideology 

Shared characteristics or differences in age, race, religion, positions on issues, language, 

and cultural practices are among the factors that most influence Latino’s ideology and 

partisanship (Espino et al 2007; Abrajano et al 2011). Latinos are more favorable of a stronger 

government role in problem solving in contrast to support for “self-reliance” (Segura 2012, p. 

104). The later clearly explains the heavy leaning of the Latino population towards the 

Democratic Party.  Hispanic voter trends suggest that the Latino community has increasingly 

identified with the Democratic Party (Hajnal 2001; Lopez & Minushkin, 2008). Evans et al. 

(2012) affirms that Latinos born in the US are more likely to identify as a Democrats than 

foreign-born Latinos. In terms of candidate support, in a 2015 article by Casellas and Wallace, it 

was found that the Latino community is more likely to be influenced by candidates from the 

same race or shared ethnicities.   However, despite the fact that the great majority of Latinos 

identify themselves with the Democratic Party and support Democratic candidates does not 

necessarily imply they consider themselves as liberal. Hajnal (2001) puts forth the finding that 
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there are more conservative than liberal Latinos. As a matter of fact, among Mexican-American 

Democrats, “32% reported no ideology, 23% reported as moderate, 22% reported as 

conservative, while 17% reported as liberal.” This finding suggests Latino’s partisanship and 

ideology are not as consistent within the Latino community as we might expect. On the other 

hand, the majority of Latinos who identify as Republicans also identify as conservative, 

especially Cuban Americans and Puerto Ricans. In regards to Latinos identifying as 

independents, the majority of them also hold a moderate ideology. Speaking about ethnicity, it is 

a crucial factor that has an impact on party identification among the Latino community. For 

example, Cuban Americans and Puerto Ricans are more likely to identify with the Republican 

party than Latinos from South and Central American backgrounds (Abrajano et al 2011). The 

Democratic Party does not have a “lock” on Latino partisanship. There are clearly a lot of people 

from different ethnic groups within the Latino community identifying as Republicans (Evans et 

al, 2012, p.154). As a matter of fact, Taylor and Fry’s (2008) study shows that even though voter 

trends among the Latino community has constantly supported the Democratic party, there has 

been a noticeable swing of Latino voters during the last decade from the Republican to the 

Democratic party. This trend has widened the gap in partisan support between the parties. In 

regards to the trends in Latino independents, the numbers have increased over time and the total 

percentage is now 25 % higher than that of the American general population (Evans et al, 2012, 

p.154). The latest finding contends that neither the Democratic nor the Republican party have 

ensured the Latino support. Such event places the Latino community in the spotlight and 

increases the competition between both parties to attract the support of the Latino electorate. 
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Chapter 3:  Latino public opinion in 2012 

In an attempt to acquire a better understanding of the effect of Hispanic demographic 

trends, policy preferences, and voting behavior all combined, I put forth the following 

hypotheses. It is important to note that the first set of hypotheses compares the Latino population 

living in the US to other races, including Whites and African Americans. Moreover, the second 

set of hypotheses puts a special focus in comparing data within the Latino population living in 

the US. 

Hypotheses and Data 

Hypothesis 1.  Race influences public opinion on immigration issues and policies. 

Hypothesis 2.  Race impacts the level of support for public education. 

Hypothesis 3.  Race influences opinions on health care reform. 

Hypothesis 4.  Race has an effect on abortion positions.  

Hypothesis 5.  Race influences opinions on gay marriage, laws against gays, and their right to 

adopt. 

Hypothesis 6.  Race impacts the level of disapproval for the death penalty. 

To test the previous hypotheses, I used SETUPS, a statistical analysis program, to 

analyze the 2012 American National Election Studies (ANES) survey of the American 

electorate. Furthermore, for hypotheses 1 through 8 the independent variable is race or variable 

R02 and is measured as the respondent's racial self-identification. 

In hypothesis 1 the dependent variable for Table 1A is US policy toward unauthorized 

immigrants or variable K09. Respondents were asked if the government policy toward 

unauthorized immigrants living in the US should (1) make all unauthorized immigrants felons 
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and send them back to their home country; (2) have a guest worker program that allows them to 

remain; (3) allows them to remain in the US, with certain requirements; (4) Allows them to 

remain in the US, without penalties. 

Moreover, the dependent variable for Table 1B is the attitude in regards to allowing 

citizenship to some unauthorized aliens or variable K10. Respondents were asked if they (1) 

favor; (2) neither favor nor oppose; or (3) oppose the proposal to allow people brought into the 

US illegally under the age of 16, who lived in the US for more than or at least 5 years, and who 

graduated from high school to become a US resident. 

Following this further, the dependent variable for Table 1C is the desirable immigration 

level or variable K12. Respondents were asked if whether the number of immigrants from 

foreign countries who are permitted to come to live in the US should be (1) increased; (2) kept 

the same; (3) decreased a little; or (4) decreased a lot. 

Finally, the dependent variable for Table 1D is the reduction of jobs due to immigration 

or variable K13. Respondents were asked if it was (1) extremely likely; (2) very likely (3) 

somewhat likely; or (4) not at all likely that current immigration levels will take jobs away from 

people already living in the US. 

In hypothesis 2 the dependent variable for Table 2A is government spending on 

education or variable J21. Respondents were asked if (1) much more; (2) somewhat more; (3) 

same as now; (4) somewhat less; or (5) much less public expenditures should be focused on 

education. 

In hypothesis 3 the dependent variable for Table 3A is the attitude in regards to health 

insurance plans or variable J07. Respondents were asked to self-place themselves onto a seven-

point scale from (1) a government insurance plan should cover all medical and hospital expenses 
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for everyone; to (7) medical expenses should be paid by individuals through private insurance 

plans. I recoded variable J07 by collapsing 1, 2, and 3 into government health plans, 4 into a 

combination of both, and 5, 6, and 7 into private health plans. The new variable was used in the 

analysis and renamed as “insurance.” 

In hypothesis 4 the dependent variable for Table 4A is attitudes on abortion or variable 

K01. Respondents were asked their view on abortion either (1) never permitted; (2) only in cases 

of rape, incest, and danger to the mother’s life; (3) if clear need; or (4) whenever the mother 

chooses. 

In hypothesis 5 the dependent variable for Table 5A is attitudes on gay/lesbian marriage 

or variable K08. Respondents were asked if gays and lesbians (1) should be allowed to marry; 

(2) allow civil unions only; or (3) should not be allowed to marry. 

In addition, the dependent variable for Table 5B is positions on laws favoring or 

opposing gay/lesbian job discrimination or variable K05. Respondents were asked if they (1) 

strongly favor; (2) favor; (3) oppose; (4) or strongly oppose laws to protect gays and lesbians 

against job discrimination. 

Further, the dependent variable for Table 5C is positions on the adoption of children by 

gays/lesbians, or variable K07. Respondents were asked if gays and lesbians should either be 

allowed or not allowed to adopt children. 

In hypothesis 6 the independent variable is attitudes on death penalty or variable K14. 

Respondents were asked if they (1) strongly approved; (2) approved; (3) disapproved; (4) or 

strongly disapproved the death penalty for people convicted of murder. 
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Results 

 The following section is my interpretation of the results I obtained after testing my 

hypotheses by using SETUPS and the 2012 ANES dataset. My analyses of the following tables 

seek to determine the existence or nonexistence of a relationship between race and policy 

preferences during the 2012 election. It is important to note that the independent variables are 

situated on the columns, while the dependent variables are situated on the rows.  

Hypothesis 1. 

In hypothesis 1 the dependent variable for Table 1A is US immigration policy, while the 

independent variable is race. The table shows 16% of respondents who identified themselves as 

Hispanic said unauthorized immigrants should remain in the US without penalties. On the other 

hand, 9% of respondents who identified themselves as Black and 6% of respondents who 

identified themselves as White held the same opinion. Then, I subtracted the percentage of 

Whites and Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics in a separate manner. I found out that 

Hispanics and Whites have a 10 percentage point difference, while Hispanics and Blacks have a 

7 percentage point difference. The size of both relationships are small, and based on the 

probability of the chi square value there is a statistically significant relationship between US 

immigration policy and race, given that the p value is less than .05. Hypothesis 1 is supported by 

the results shown on table 1A. 
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Table 1A: The influence of race on US Immigration policy toward unauthorized immigrants. 

Race 

US Immigration Policy White Black Hispanic 

Make felony and deport 22% 13% 9% 

Guest worker program 18% 13% 12% 

Remain in US with requirements 54% 65% 63% 

Remain in US without penalties 6% 9% 16% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,151 698 650 

Chi square = 187.4, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Moreover, the dependent variable for Table 1B is citizenship to some unauthorized aliens 

and the independent variable is race. The table shows 65% of respondents who identified 

themselves as Hispanic favored the idea of allowing citizenship to some unauthorized 

immigrants. In addition, 56% of respondents who identified themselves as Black and 53% of 

respondents who identified themselves as White supported the idea. Next, I subtracted the 

percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics separately and found out a 12 

percentage point difference between Hispanics and Whites and a 9 percentage point difference 

between Hispanics and Blacks. This suggests that the first relationship is moderate while the 

second one is small. Also, the probability of the chi square value confirms there is a statistically 

significant relationship between citizenship to unauthorized immigrants and race, due to the fact 

that p is less than .05. Hypothesis 1 is also supported by the results on table 1B. 
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Table 1B: The influence of race on unauthorized immigrants’ citizenship status. 

Race 

Allow citizenship to some  
unauthorized aliens White Black Hispanic 

Favor 53% 56% 65% 

Neither favor nor oppose 26% 34% 25% 

Oppose 21% 11% 10% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,158 700 652 

Chi square = 116.3, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

 Next, the dependent variable for Table 1C is the desirable immigration level in the US, 

while the independent variable is race. The table shows 14% of Hispanic respondents who said 

immigration levels in the US should be decreased a lot. Also, 18% of Black respondents backed 

up the opinion. In the meanwhile, 27% of White respondents held the same position. After I 

subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics in a separate 

manner and I found a 13 percentage point difference for the first group and a 4 percentage point 

difference for the second. For this reason, the size of the relationship between Whites and 

Hispanics is moderate while there was no relationship between Blacks and Hispanics. Given that 

one relationship was big enough, the probability of the chi square value suggests the relationship 

between desirable immigration level and race is statistically significant. In addition, the p value 

is less than .05. Once again, hypothesis 1 is supported by table 1C, at least for the difference 

between the attitudes of Whites and Hispanics. 
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Table 1C: The influence of race on the desirable immigration level. 

Race 

Desirable immigration level White Black Hispanic 

Increased 13% 15% 20% 

Kept the same 39% 60% 52% 

Decreased a little 21% 17% 14% 

Decreased a lot 27% 18% 14% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,820 636 582 

Chi square = 117.9, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Last but not least, the dependent variable for Table 1D is the reduction of jobs, while the 

independent variable is race. You can observe that 20% of White respondents and 19% of Black 

respondents believed that immigration is extremely likely to reduce jobs. On the other hand, 12% 

of Hispanic respondents believed the same. Then, I subtracted the percentage of Whites and 

Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics separately. I found out that Hispanics and Whites have 

an 8 percentage point difference, while Hispanics and Blacks have a 7 percentage point 

difference. The sizes of both relationships are small. In addition, based on the probability of the 

chi square value, there is a statistically significant relationship between attitudes on job reduction 

by immigration and race, given that the p value is less than .05. As a result, table 1D also 

supports hypothesis 1. 



Running Header: THE AWAKENING OF AN UNPREPARED POLITICAL FORCE     20 
 

Table 1D: The influence of race on the likelihood of job reduction by immigration. 

Race 

Reduced Jobs White Black Hispanic 

Extremely likely 20% 19% 12% 

Very likely 21% 20% 16% 

Somewhat likely 43% 42% 45% 

Not at all likely 15% 19% 28% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,868 645 587 

Chi square = 79.8, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

It is important to note that the expected relationship for hypothesis 1 was that Hispanics 

tend to have a more favorable view of immigration policy than Blacks and Whites. Relationship 

that proved to be correct in tables 1A-1D.  The percentage point differences between White 

respondents and Hispanics regarding immigration issues were bigger than the percentage point 

differences between African Americans and Hispanics. Kauffman (2003) would argue African 

Americans show affinity with both Whites and Hispanics across different immigration issues. 

For instance, table 1D shows that African Americans and Whites share similar opinions on the 

extreme likelihood of job reduction by immigration. At the same time, African Americans share 

similar opinions with Hispanics on the desirable immigration level and US immigration policy 

towards unauthorized immigrants. Whites and Hispanics are shown to have very different 

opinions regarding immigration across all the tables above. 

Hypothesis 2.   

Following this further, the dependent variable for Table 2A is government spending on 

public education and the independent variable is race. The table below shows that 30% of 

Hispanic respondents, 33% of Black respondents, and 20% of White respondents said that the 

government should spend much more on public education. Eventually, I subtracted the 
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percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics apart from each other and 

found out a 10 percentage point difference between Hispanics and Whites which suggests they 

have a small relationship. On the other hand, only a 3 percentage point difference between 

Hispanics and Blacks was found, which suggests no relationship at all between the two.  

However, the probability of the chi square value corroborates the existence of a statistically 

significant relationship between attitudes on government spending on public education and race, 

especially due to the fact that p is less than .05. The expected direction for hypothesis 2 was that 

Hispanics are more in favor of public education spending compared to Whites and it is clearly 

backed up by the results shown on table 2A.  However, there was no difference between Blacks 

and Hispanics. 

Table 2A: The influence of race on education issues. 

Race 

Government spending on 
public education White Black Hispanic 

Much more 20% 33% 30% 

Somewhat more 37% 35% 33% 

Same as now 29% 23% 27% 

Somewhat less 9% 6% 7% 

Much less 5% 3% 4% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,879 653 590 

Chi square = 84.0, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

African Americans share affinity with Hispanics towards the attitude on government 

spending for public education. As the current literature suggests, more Latinos and African 

Americans want the government to increase spending on public schools to improve the level of 

education of minority groups. Unfortunately, I was unable to test for the relationship between 
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race and attitudes on bilingual education and education for unauthorized immigrants. Further 

studies on Hispanic public opinion should take these into account 

Hypothesis 3.   

 Next, the dependent variable for Table 3A is attitudes on health insurance plans and the 

independent variable is race. Before analyzing results, it is important to recall that variables were 

recoded in order to grasp a better understanding of the data shown across the table. Apparently, 

32% of Whites and 44% of Hispanic favor a government-provided health plan. In comparison, 

50% of White respondents and 33% of Hispanic respondents prefer private health plans. I then 

subtracted the percentage of Whites from the percentage of Hispanics apart from each other and 

it turned out that they have a 12 percentage point difference in the first case and a 17 percentage 

point difference in the second. Such finding suggests that both relationships are moderate. It can 

be argued that the relationship between health care attitudes and race is statistically significant. 

In addition, the probability of the chi square value p is less than .05 and hypothesis 3 is supported 

by the results on the table, given that the expected direction was that Hispanics tend to be more 

favorable of Obamacare and government health plans than Whites, however not more than 

Blacks. If you take a close look at the table, Hispanics and Blacks have a 6 percentage point 

difference in regards to their preference for government funded health care plans, suggesting a 

small relationship between both.  A large number of African Americans and Hispanics prefer a 

government health plan, in comparison to Whites who prefer a private health plan. This could be 

attributed to their socioeconomic status. The economic limitations and poor levels of education 

among Hispanics and African Americans are associated to the need for health plans and reforms 

that meet their necessities.  
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Table 3A: The influence of race on health care plans. 

Race 

Health Plan White Black Hispanic 

Government health plan 32% 50% 44% 

Combination of both 18% 24% 24% 

Private health plan 50% 26% 33% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,920 606 584 

Chi square = 169.7, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 4.   

Next, the dependent variable for Table 4A is attitudes on abortion, while the independent 

variable is race. As you can see the table shows that 38% of Hispanic respondents, 53% of Black 

respondents, and 44% of White respondents said that abortion should always be permitted. 

Consequently, I subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of 

Hispanics separately. I was able to find out a 6 percentage point difference between Hispanics 

and Whites which entails a small relationship. At the same time a 15 percentage point difference 

between Hispanics and Blacks was found, which entails a moderate relationship.  The probability 

of the chi square value upholds the fact that there is a statistically significant relationship 

between attitudes on abortion and race. In addition, the p value is less than .05. As for the 

expected direction on hypothesis 4, I proposed that Hispanics would be more skeptical about 

abortion than Blacks and Whites. Evidently, the results in the table below support the hypothesis. 

Previous research has found more evidence on the relationship between race and attitudes on 

abortion through demographic characteristics and ideology. This finding can be attributed to the 

fact that a great number of Hispanics consider themselves as Catholic and religious. Sanchez 
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(2006) would argue Hispanic family values and cultural practices is a relevant contributing factor 

to their skeptical view on abortion. 

Table 4A: The influence of race on attitudes on abortion. 

Race 

Attitudes on abortion White Black Hispanic 

Never permitted 12% 14% 15% 

Only for rape, etc. 29% 20% 29% 

If clear need 16% 14% 17% 

Always 44% 53% 38% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,151 696 643 

Chi square = 46.4, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 5.   

Moving forward, the dependent variable for Table 5A is attitudes on gay marriage and 

the independent variable is race. The table shows 43% of respondents who identified themselves 

as Hispanic, 42% of respondents who identified as White, and 53% of respondents who 

identified as Black support gay marriage. I then subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks 

from the percentage of Hispanics apart from each other and found out that Hispanics and Whites 

have a 1 percentage point difference, while Hispanics and Blacks have a 9 percentage point 

difference. As a result, the relationship between Hispanics and Black is moderate; however, there 

is no relationship between Hispanics and Whites. In the meantime, a statistically significant 

relationship between gay marriage attitudes and race was found, given that the probability of the 

chi square value p is less than .05. In other words, hypothesis 5 is partially supported by the 

results shown on table 5A, given that the expected direction was that Hispanics tend to be more 

supportive of same sex marriage. 
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Table 5A: The influence of race on gay marriage. 

Race 

Gay marriage White Black Hispanic 

Should allow 42% 34% 43% 

Allow civil unions only 34% 37% 32% 

Should not allow 25% 29% 25% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,144 685 644 

Chi square = 24.4, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

 To continue, the dependent variable for Table 5B is attitudes on laws against gay job 

discrimination and the independent variable is race. As seen on the table below 56% of Hispanic 

respondents, 63% of Black respondents, and 50% of White respondents strongly favor laws to 

protect gays and lesbians against job discrimination. Next, I subtracted the percentage of Whites 

and Blacks from the percentage of Hispanics separately. I was able to find out that Hispanics and 

Whites have a 6 percentage point difference and that Hispanics and Blacks have a 7 percentage 

point difference. Such results suggest both relationships are considered small. Also, the 

relationship between attitudes on laws against gay job discrimination and race was found to be 

statistically significant, since the probability of the chi square value p is less than .05. The 

expected direction was that Hispanics would strongly favor laws against gay job discrimination 

more than non-Hispanics, however Blacks turned out to be slightly more favorable. For this 

reason, hypothesis 5 is not supported by the results shown on the table below. 
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Table 5B: The influence of race on laws against gays. 

Race 

Laws against gay job 
discrimination White Black Hispanic 

Strongly favor 50% 63% 56% 

Favor 26% 17% 23% 

Oppose 11% 8% 10% 

Strongly Oppose 14% 13% 11% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,051 675 621 

Chi square = 54.8, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

On the last table for hypothesis 5 the dependent variable is attitudes on adoption by gays 

and the independent variable is race. Table 5C shows 59% of Hispanic respondents, 62% of 

Black respondents, and 64% of White respondents said gays and lesbians should be allowed to 

adopt. Consequently, I subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of 

Hispanics in a separate manner and found out a 5 percentage point difference between Hispanics 

and Whites which entails a small relationship. At the same time, a 3 percentage point difference 

between Hispanics and Blacks was found, which entails no relationship at all.  The probability of 

the chi square value supports the fact that there is a statistically significant relationship between 

attitudes on adoption of children by gays and race. To add up, the p value is less than .05. As for 

the expected direction on hypothesis 5C, I thought that Hispanics would be more supportive 

about adoption by gays than Blacks and Whites; however, they turned out to be more skeptical 

than Whites. Evidently, the results on the table below do not support the hypothesis. 
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Table 5C: The influence of race on adoption by gays. 

Race 

Allow lesbians to adopt White Black Hispanic 

Yes 64% 62% 59% 

No 36% 38% 41% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,068 665 633 

Chi square = 11.0, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

In terms of supporting gay marriage, in table 5A Hispanics were slightly more favorable 

than Whites and African Americans. However, in table 5B when speaking about laws against gay 

job discrimination Hispanics were slightly less supportive than African Americans, and 

regarding adoption of children by gay couples in table 5C, Hispanics were slightly less favorable 

than both White and Black respondents.  As suggested by Segura (2012), despite the Latino 

religiosity, when it comes to same sex marriage, Hispanics are more supportive. However, the 

last two tables are not supported.  

Hypothesis 6.   

Next, the dependent variable for Table 6A is attitudes on the death penalty, while the 

independent variable is race. As can be seen on the following table, 36% of Hispanic 

respondents, 45% of Black respondents, and 23% of White respondents disapprove of the death 

penalty. Then, I subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks from the percentage of 

Hispanics separately. A 9 percentage point difference between Hispanics and Whites and a 13 

percentage point difference between Hispanics and Blacks were found. The results suggest that 

the first relationship is small, while the second one is moderate. In addition, the probability of the 

chi square value confirms there is a statistically significant relationship between attitudes on 

death penalty and race, given that p is less than .05. The expected direction was that Hispanics 
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would be more skeptical about death penalty than non-Hispanics, however Blacks turned out to 

have greater skepticism. As a result, hypothesis 6A is not supported by the results on table shown 

below.  This finding may be associated with the increasing number of African American and 

Hispanic incarcerations, which are by far more than White incarcerations. It is in the best interest 

of these two minority groups to dislike the idea of death penalty. 

Table 6A: The influence of race on death penalty attitudes. 

Race 

Death Penalty White Black Hispanic 

Approve 77% 55% 65% 

Disapprove 23% 45% 36% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,084 668 636 

Chi square = 188, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 
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Chapter 4:  Differences in public opinions within the Latino community 

 Previous research has suggested that Latinos do not all hold the same opinions.  

Differences in background traits, such as age or education, may influence the opinions of 

Latinos, just as these differences shape the opinions of Whites and Blacks.  In this chapter, I will 

explore how the background traits of age, immigration generation, class, education, and religion 

shape the attitudes of Latinos.  In this section of the paper, I am only looking at the attitudes 

among Latinos. 

Hypotheses and Data 

Moving on, to test the second set of hypotheses I also used SETUPS and the 2012 ANES 

dataset. For hypotheses 7 through 14 I used race or variable R02 as the control variable and it is 

measured as the respondent's racial self-identification. This limited the analysis to only Latinos.  

In addition, ideology, or variable G01 is the dependent variable for hypotheses 7 through 10. It is 

important to mention that ideology was recoded into three categories (1) liberal; (2) moderate; 

(3) conservative and measured as “id”. 

Hypothesis 7.  Age plays a determinant role in regards to Latino’s ideology. 

Hypothesis 8.  Latino’s parents’ birthplace greatly influences their children’s ideology. 

Hypothesis 9.  Social class has a major effect on Latino’s ideology. 

Hypothesis 10.  Education plays a determinant role in regards to Latino’s ideology. 

Hypothesis 11.  Religion has a major impact on attitudes towards abortion, within the Latino 

community. 

Hypothesis 12.  Latino’s parents’ place of birth influences their attitudes towards immigration. 

Hypothesis 13.  Latino’s parents’ place of birth influences their attitudes towards the death 

penalty. 
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Hypothesis 14.  Latino’s parents’ place of birth influences their attitudes towards gay marriage. 

In hypothesis 7 the independent variable is age or variable R03, which was recoded into 

three categories (1) 18-34; (2) 35-54; and (3) 55 and over. The dependent variable is ideology 

measured as in the three recoded categories. Respondents were asked to indicate their age, race, 

and to self-place themselves on the seven-point liberal/conservative scale. 

In hypothesis 8 the independent variable is whether the respondent’s parents were born in 

the US and is measured as R20. In the meantime, ideology is the dependent variable. 

Respondents were asked to choose if their parents were either (1) both born in the U.S.; (2) only 

one born in the U.S.; or (3) neither one born in the U.S. Also, they were asked to indicate their 

race and to self-place themselves on the seven-point liberal/conservative scale. 

In hypothesis 9 the independent variable is social class measured as R18, while the 

dependent variable is ideology. Respondents were asked if they belonged to either the (1) middle 

class; or (2) working class. At the same time, they had to point out their race and self-place 

themselves on the seven-point liberal/conservative scale. 

In hypothesis 10 the independent variable is education, or variable R04, and recoded as 

“edu.” In addition, the dependent variable is ideology. Respondents were asked to select their 

highest level of degree achieved (1) less than high school diploma; (2) high school diploma; (3) 

some college; or (4) college graduate and above. Coupled with that, they also had to indicate 

their race and self-placement on the seven-point liberal/conservative scale. 

In hypothesis 11 the independent variable is religion, which is measured as variable R10 

and recoded as “rel.” The dependent variable is abortion attitude and is measured as K01. 

Respondents were asked to indicate their race, and if abortion should (1) never be permitted; (2) 

permitted only in cases of rape, or incest; (3) permitted in special cases if needed; or (4) 
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permitted whenever the mother chooses. Not to mention, respondents also had to indicate their 

religious affiliation (1) Catholic; (2) Evangelical Protestant; or (3) none.  There were insufficient 

cases in other religious categories to be included in this analysis. 

In hypotheses 12 through 14 the independent variable is parents born in the US, which is 

measured as variable R20. Respondents were asked if (1) both; (2) one; or (3) neither of their 

parents were born in the US. 

Moreover, in hypothesis 12 the dependent variable is US policy towards unauthorized 

immigrants measured as K09. Respondents were asked if illegal immigrants should (1) receive a 

felony and deported back; (2) guest worker program; (3) remain in the US with requirements; or 

(4) remain in the US without penalties. 

In hypothesis 13 the dependent variable is attitudes on death penalty, which is measured 

as variable K14. Respondents were asked if they (1) strongly approved; (2) approved; (3) 

disapproved; (4) or strongly disapproved the death penalty for people convicted of murder. 

Finally, in hypothesis 14 the dependent variable is attitudes on gay marriage, which is 

measured as variable K08. Respondents were asked if gays and lesbians (1) should be allowed to 

marry; (2) allow civil unions only; or (3) should not be allowed to marry. 
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Results 

Hypothesis 7.   

The independent variable for Table 7A is age, the dependent variable is ideology, and the 

control variable is race. The table shows 45% of Hispanic respondents of ages 18 through 34 

identified as being liberal, while 32% of 55 years and older identified as being liberal. On the 

other hand, 44% of Hispanic respondents of 55 years and older said they were conservative, 

while 30% of respondents of ages 18 through 34 said they identified as liberal. Then, I subtracted 

both percentages of young Hispanics (18-34) from the percentages of old Hispanics (55 and 

above). I found out that young Hispanic liberals and old Hispanic liberals have a 13 percentage 

point difference, while young Hispanic conservatives and old Hispanic conservatives have a 14 

percentage point difference. The sizes of both relationships are moderate and the expected 

direction was that young Hispanics tend to hold more liberal views than older Hispanics. Based 

on the probability of the chi square value there is a statistically significant relationship between 

age and ideology within the Hispanic community, given that the p value is less than .05. 

Hypothesis 7 is supported by the results shown on table 9A. The majority of Hispanics are young 

and identify as liberal. They have similar experiences and shared needs that bring them together 

when it comes to choosing an ideology that better serves their policy preferences.  

Table 7A: The influence of age regarding positions on the ideological spectrum  

within the Latino population. 

  Age  

Ideology Young (18-34) Middle (35-54) Old (55+) 

Liberal 45% 33% 32% 

Moderate 25% 24% 24% 

Conservative 30% 43% 44% 
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COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 271 221 136 

 Chi square= 21.3, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 8. 

 Furthermore, the independent variable for Table 8A is parents born in the US, the 

dependent variable is ideology, and the control variable is race. The table below shows 36% of 

Hispanics who had both of their parents born outside the U.S. to consider themselves to be 

liberal compared to, 41% who said only one parent was foreign born, and 39% said neither of 

their parents was foreign born. In the meanwhile, 36% of those who said to have two parents 

born in the US considered themselves to be conservative compare to 42% of those with one 

foreign born parent, and 38% with neither parent born in the U.S. Afterwards, I subtracted the 

percentage of Hispanics with 2 US born parents who were liberal from those who have 1 or 

neither parent born outside the US. I found a 5 percentage point difference between with 2 versus 

and 1 US born parent, and a 3 percentage point difference with those with neither parent born 

outside the US. I did the same among these Latinos who identified as conservatives.  I found a 6 

percentage point difference between those with 2 versus 1 US born parent and a 2 percentage 

point difference between those with two US born parents and those with no US born parent. The 

6 percentage point difference represents a small difference while the 2 percentage point 

difference indicates no difference. Since the p value is less than .05 the probability of the chi 

square value suggests the relationship between ideology and US born parents and ideology is 

statistically significant, though the pattern is weak. The expected direction was that Hispanics 

whose both parents are foreign born hold more liberal views, while Hispanics whose parents are 

born in the U.S. hold more conservative views. However, I was expecting a larger relationship 
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with numbers going on different directions. It could be that the increasing number of moderates 

is beginning to alter ideological positions. Perhaps political socialization for Hispanics living in 

the US is changing and the might not be taking family into account anymore, but school, and 

social media.  

Table 8A: Place of birth of parents among Hispanics has an effect on ideology. 

 Parents born in the US 

Ideology Both Parents One Parent Neither Parent 

Liberal 36% 41% 39% 

Moderate 28% 17% 24% 

Conservative 36% 42% 38% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 216 94 324 

 Chi square= 7.5, p = 0.1 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 9.   

 Next, the independent variable for Table 19A is social class, the dependent variable is 

ideology, and the control variable is race. You can observe on the following table that 42% of 

middle class Hispanics identified as liberal, while 35 percent of working class Hispanics did so. I 

then subtracted the percentage of liberals among Hispanic working class from the Hispanic 

middle class. I was able to find out a 7 percentage point difference between them, which suggests 

the relationship is small. In addition, based on the probability of the chi square value, there is no 

significant relationship between social class and ideology, given that the p value is greater than 

.05. It does not support our hypothesis, which expected Hispanics who consider being from the 

working class to hold more liberal views than Hispanics who consider being from the middle 

class.  
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Table 9A: Hispanics’ social class and its influence on ideology. 

 Social Class 

Ideology Middle Class Working Class 

Liberal 42% 35% 

Moderate 23% 25% 

Conservative 35% 39% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 268 354 

 Chi square= 4.3, p = 0.1 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

This finding can be attributed to Hispanic moderates who might be swinging often from 

one point of the ideological spectrum to the other. Since the variable for ideology was recoded 

into three categories, this could have also altered the results. 

Hypothesis 10.   

Following this further, the independent variable for Table 10A is education, the 

dependent variable is ideology, and the control variable is race. The table below shows that 31% 

of Hispanics with less than a high school diploma viewed themselves as liberals compared to 

54% of Hispanics with a college degree.  Thirty-six percent of Hispanics without a high school 

diploma versus 15% of college graduates viewed themselves as moderates.  Thirty-three percent 

of Hispanics without a high school diploma compared to 31% of college graduates viewed 

themselves as conservatives. Eventually, I subtracted percentages on the less than high school 

diploma from those on the graduate column. Two large relationships were found between those 

without a high school degree and college graduates.  The difference in liberal identification was a 

23 percentage point difference and for moderate identification it was a 21 percentage point 

difference. In the meantime, there was no relationship between those without a high school 
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diploma and college graduates in as a conservative. But still, the probability of the chi square 

value corroborates the existence of a statistically significant relationship between education and 

ideology within the Hispanic community, especially due to the fact that p is less than .05. The 

expected direction was that the more education Hispanics acquire the more liberal or 

conservative positions they will hold. The table below supports Hispanics becoming more 

liberal, but not more conservative. This is probably due to the fact that younger Hispanics tend to 

identify themselves more liberal than conservative.  

Table 10A: Hispanics’ education level has an effect on ideology. 

 Education 

Ideology Less than HS HS Diploma Some College College Graduate  
and above 

Liberal 31% 39% 34% 54% 

Moderate 36% 20% 25% 15% 

Conservative 33% 41% 41% 31% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
Cases 

133 203 186 109 

 Chi square= 38.9, p = .00  

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 11.   

Moving on, the independent variable for Table 11A is religion, the dependent variable is 

attitudes on abortion, and the control variable is race. As you can see the table shows that 39% of 

Hispanic Catholics and 19% of Hispanic Evangelical Protestants believe abortion should always 

be permitted. On the other hand, 14% of Hispanic Catholics and 25% of Hispanic Evangelical 

Protestants believe abortion should never be permitted. Consequently, I subtracted the 
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percentage of Catholic and Protestant evangelical Hispanics who support abortion and I did the 

same for Catholic and Protestant Hispanics who reject the action of abortion. I found out a 

moderate relationship between Catholic and Protestant Hispanics that support abortion with an 

11 percentage point difference. At the same time, I found a 20 percentage point difference 

between Catholic and Protestant Hispanics that reject abortion, which entails a large relationship. 

The probability of the chi square value upholds the fact that there is a statistically significant 

relationship between attitudes on abortion and religion. In addition, the p value is less than .05. 

As for the expected direction, I hypothesized that Catholic Hispanics would be less skeptical 

about abortion than evangelical Protestant Hispanics. Evidently, the results on the table below 

support the hypothesis. Not only does religion influence public opinion across racial groups, but 

within the Hispanic community as well. 

Table 11A. Religion within the Hispanic community and its effect on abortion attitudes. 

  Religion  

Abortion Attitude Catholic Evangelical 
Protestant 

None 

Never permitted 14% 25% 6% 

Only for rape 30% 36% 22% 

If clear need 17% 20% 18% 

Always 39% 19% 53% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 282 107 159 

 Chi square= 61.3, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 
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Hypothesis 12.   

On Table 12A the independent variable is parents born in the US, the dependent variable 

is US policy towards unauthorized immigrants, and the control variable is race. As shown below 

15% of Hispanics with two US born parents felt unauthorized immigrants should be deported 

compared to 5% of those with neither parent US born.  Also, 12% of Hispanics with two US 

born parents favored these immigrants to remain in the US without penalties, while 20% of 

Hispanics with no US born parent held the same opinion. Next, I subtracted the percentage of 

Hispanics with and without foreign born parents and who held negative and favorable views on 

unauthorized immigration.  I found out a 10 percentage point difference for those opposed to 

unauthorized immigrants and an 8 percentage point difference between those with a more 

positive view. The results confirm two small relationships between parents born in the US and 

immigration attitudes. Also, since the p value is less than .05 the probability of the chi square 

value suggests the relationships are statistically significant. The expected direction was that 

Hispanics whose parents were both foreign born would hold a more positive view towards 

immigration, while Hispanics whose parents are born in the U.S. would hold a more negative 

view on that matter. Hypothesis 12 is supported by the data below. 

Table 12A: The influence of Hispanic parents’ birthplace on US immigration policy toward 

unauthorized immigrants. 

 Parents born in the US 

Immigration Policy Both Parents One Parent Neither Parent 

Make felony and deport 15% 11% 5% 

Guest worker program 12% 9% 13% 

Remain in the US with requirements 61% 67% 63% 

Remain in the US without penalties 12% 14% 20% 
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COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 223 98 329 

 Chi square= 37.1, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Even though there was no strong correlation found between Hispanic parents’ birthplace 

and ideology, a correlation was found between Hispanic parents’ birthplace and US immigration 

policy. The results are supported by Sanchez (2006) and Kauffman (2003) in terms of group 

commonality and collective action within the Hispanic community. Common traits and 

necessities can bond the Hispanic public opinion. Shared It would have been interesting to test 

for Segura’s (2012) “pan-ethnic identity”, however there was no information given in the sample 

about the respondent's’ country of origin. 

Hypothesis 13.   

Moreover, on Table 13A the independent variable is parents born in the US, the 

dependent variable is attitudes on the death penalty, and the control variable is race. The data 

below shows that 49% who have two US born parents and 42% of them with neither parent 

being US born strongly support the death penalty.  At the same time 14% with two US born 

parents and 22% of them with no US born parent strongly disapprove of the death penalty. Then, 

I subtracted the percentage of Hispanics with two US born parents from those who have neither, 

who approve and disapprove of the death penalty. I found out a 7 percentage point difference 

between those in favor and an 8 percentage point difference between those who disapprove of 

such action. Two small relationships between parents born in the US and death penalty attitudes 

were found. In addition, the chi square probability value suggests the relationships are 

statistically significant, since the p value is less than .05. The expected direction is supported on 

table 13A. Hispanics whose both parents are foreign born hold a more negative view towards 
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death penalty, while Hispanics whose parents are born in the U.S. hold a more positive view on 

that matter. Contrary to Sanchez (2006), Latinos born in the US are actually more favorable of 

the death penalty than foreign born Latinos. This finding may be associated with US born 

Latinos and their acculturation or adaptation to the American culture compared to foreign born 

Latinos that have recently come to the country. 

Table 13A: The influence of Hispanic parents’ birthplace on death penalty attitudes. 

 Parents born in the US 

Death Penalty Both Parents One Parent Neither Parent 

Strongly Approve 49% 49% 42% 

Approve 25% 7% 19% 

Disapprove 12% 19% 17% 

Strongly Disapprove 14% 24% 22% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 217 95 323 

 Chi square= 37.1, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 14.   

 Finally, on Table 14A the independent variable is parents born in the US, the dependent 

variable is attitudes on gay marriage, and the control variable is race. The table shows that 49% 

who said to have two US born parents and 40% of them who said neither of them were US born 

support gay marriage. On the other hand, 19% who said to have two US born parents and 31% of 

them who said neither of them was US born disapproved of gay marriage. Then, I subtracted the 

percentage of Hispanics with two US born parents from those who have neither, who approve 

and disapprove gay marriage. I found out a 9 percentage point difference between those in favor, 

which is a small relationship and a 12 percentage point difference between those who disapprove 
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of such action, which is a moderate relationship. To add up, since the p value is less than .05 the 

probability of the chi square value suggests the relationships are statistically significant.  The 

expected direction is supported on table 14A. Hispanics whose parents are both foreign born 

hold a more negative view towards gay marriage, while Hispanics whose parents are born in the 

U.S. hold a more positive view on that matter. Such event could be attributed to the religiosity 

and cultural practices within the Hispanic community that has more ties to their home countries 

than to the US. Some of the influential factors may include the language, being Spanish, cultural 

practices, and family values. 

Table 14A: The influence of Hispanic parents’ birthplace on attitudes toward gay marriage. 

 Parents born in the US 

Gay Marriage Both Parents One Parent Neither Parent 

Should Allow 49% 42% 40% 

Allow Civil Unions Only 32% 38% 29% 

Should not allow 19% 20% 31% 

COL TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 219 97 327 

 Chi square= 19.0, p = .00 

Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

 In the end it was found that Hispanic parents’ birthplace influences public opinion on 

immigration policy, death penalty, and gay marriage as shown in tables 12A-14A. 
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Chapter 5: Latino participation and vote choice in the 2012 presidential election 

Hypotheses and Data 

After having analyzed Hispanic demographic trends along with public opinion and policy 

preferences, I next move to an investigation of the voting behavior, ideological, and partisanship. 

I will introduce the third and last set of hypotheses. It is important to mention that the following 

hypotheses were also tested by using SETUPS and the 2012 ANES dataset. Additionally, the 

independent and dependent variables vary across the hypotheses. 

Hypothesis 15.  Race has an effect on ideology.  

Hypothesis 16.  Race has an effect on partisanship. 

Hypothesis 17.  Race has a great influence in presidential election voting rates. 

Hypothesis 18.  Race has an effect on candidate preference. 

Hypothesis 19.  Attention paid to government and politics by Hispanics has an influence in their 

presidential election voting rates. 

 In hypothesis 15 the dependent variable is ideology or variable G01 and the independent 

variable is race or variable R02. Respondents were asked to self-place themselves into a seven-

point liberal/ conservative scale from (1) very liberal; to (7) very conservative. I collapsed very 

liberal, liberal and slightly liberal into one category, moderate alone, and slightly conservative, 

conservative, and very conservative into another category.  After I recoded the variable I 

renamed it as “id” and used it in the analysis. In the end, I had three new categories named 

liberal, moderate, and conservative. 

 In hypothesis 16 the dependent variable is party identification, or variable A07, while the 

independent variable is race or variable R02. Respondents were asked to self-place themselves 

into a seven-point scale from (1) strong Republican; to (7) strong Democrat. As I previously did, 
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I collapsed strong Republicans with weak Republicans, strong Democrats with weak Democrats, 

and independent Republicans, independents, and independent Democrats into a third category.  

After I recoded the variable I renamed it as “pid” and used it in the analysis. In the end, I had 

three new categories named Republican, independent, and Democrat. 

 In hypothesis 17 the independent variable is race, or variable R02. The dependent 

variable for table 17A is variable A01, or respondents that voted in the 2012 election, while the 

dependent variable for table 17B is variable A10, or respondents that voted in the 2008 election. 

Respondents in table 18A were asked if (1) they voted; or (2) did not vote in the 2012 November 

general election. Respondents in table 18B were asked if they voted for (1) Obama; (2) McCain; 

(3) Other; or (4) Did not vote in the 2008 presidential election. However, I was able to recode 

variable A10 into two categories (1) voted in the 2008 presidential election (including 1, 2, and 3 

mentioned above), and (2) Did not vote in the 2008 election. The final variable was renamed as 

“08voterate”. 

 In hypothesis 18 the independent variable is race, or variable R02. The dependent 

variable for table 18A is variable A02, or 2012 presidential vote, while the dependent variable 

for table 18B is variable A10, or 2008 presidential vote. Respondents in table 19A were asked if 

they voted for (1) Obama; (2) Romney; or (3) Other in the 2012 presidential election. 

Respondents in table 19B were asked if they voted for (1) Obama; (2) McCain; (3) Other; or (4) 

did not vote in the 2008 presidential election. Variable A10 was recoded to eliminate the fourth 

category and was renamed as “08vote.” 

In hypothesis 19 the independent variable is attention paid to government and politics, or  

variable B01. Such variable was recoded and measured as “attentiongov.” Respondents were  

asked if they (1) always; (2) half of the time; or (3) never paid attention to what is going on with  
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the government and politics. The dependent variable for table 19A is respondents that voted in 

the 2012 election, or A01, while the dependent variable for table 19B is respondents that voted in  

the 2008 election, or recoded variable “08voterate.”  Respondents on both tables were asked if 

they either (1) voted; or (2) did not vote in the 2012 and 2008 elections. Not to mention, the 

control variable is R02, or race. 
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Results 

The last section is my interpretation of the results I obtained after testing my hypotheses 

by using SETUPS and the 2012 ANES dataset. My analyses of the following tables seek to 

determine the existence or nonexistence of a relationship between voting behavior, ideology, 

partisanship, and race during the 2012 election. 

Hypothesis 15. 

The dependent variable for Table 15A is ideology and the independent variable is race. 

The table shows 38% of Hispanic respondents, 31% of Black respondents, and 53% of White 

respondents identified as conservative. I then subtracted the percentage of Whites and Blacks 

from the percentage of Hispanics apart from each other and found out that Hispanics and Whites 

have a 15 percentage point difference, while Hispanics and Blacks have a 7 percentage point 

difference. As a result, the relationship between Hispanics and Black is small; however, the 

relationship between Hispanics and Whites is moderate. In the meantime, a statistically 

significant relationship between ideology and race was found, given that the probability of the 

chi square value p is less than .05. In the end, hypothesis 5 is supported by the data below, given 

that the expected direction was that Hispanics would be much less conservative than Whites, but 

more conservative than Blacks.  As the research suggests an increasing number of Hispanics is 

identifying as moderate or independent. Hispanics are more liberal and less conservative 

compared to Whites. Hispanics are less liberal and more conservative compared to African 

Americans. 
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Table 15A: The influence of race on ideology. 

 Race 

Ideology White Black Hispanic 

Liberal 30% 43% 38% 

Moderate 17% 26% 24% 

Conservative 53% 31% 38% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,087 679 635 

 Chi square = 146.9, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election] 

Hypothesis 16.   

The dependent variable for Table 16A is party identification and the independent variable 

is race. As you can see in the following table, 59% of Hispanic respondents, 87% of Black 

respondents, and 38% of White respondents identified as Democrats. Next, I subtracted the 

percentage of Whites and Hispanics from the percentage of Blacks separately. White Americans 

and African Americans were found out to have a 49 percentage point difference, while Hispanics 

and Blacks have a 28 percentage point difference. The previous numbers suggest the existence of 

two large relationships between Blacks and Hispanics and Blacks and Whites. To add up, the 

probability of the chi square value confirms there is a statistically significant relationship 

between party identification and race, due to the fact that the p value is less than .05. However, 

the expected direction was that Hispanics would outnumber Whites and Blacks in identifying as 

a Democrat, however, Blacks were the most Democratic group. For this reason, hypothesis 16 

was not fully supported by table 16A.  African Americans being the most Democratic compared 

to Whites and Hispanics is likely to be associated with the Democratic presidential candidate 

Obama running twice for office during the last decade. As Casellas and Wallace (2015) suggest, 

voters are likely to be influenced by candidates from the same race or shared ethnicity. 
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Table 16A: The influence of race on party identification. 

 Race 

Party ID White Black Hispanic 

Democrat 38% 87% 59% 

Independent 14% 8% 20% 

Republican 49% 5% 22% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,157 699 652 

 Chi square = 735.4, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 17. 

 Moreover, the independent variable for the tables below is race, the dependent variable 

for table 17A is respondents who voted in the 2012 election, and the dependent variable for table 

17B is respondents who voted in the 2008 election. As you can observe on both tables Hispanics 

fall way behind compared to White Americans and Black or African Americans in terms of 

voting in the last presidential elections. For instance, in table 17A in the 2008 presidential 

elections 81 percent of Blacks and 61 percent of Hispanics reported voting, leaving a huge 20 

percentage point difference gap between them, which suggests a large relationship.  In addition, 

based on the probability of the chi square value, there is a significant relationship between race 

and voting rates, given that the p value is less than .05. However, by comparing both tables we 

can notice an increase of 7 percentage points in the voting rate for Hispanics from having 61 

percent in 2008 to 68 percent in 2012. Even though the Hispanic community still falls behind in 

terms of voting, the gap between them and other races is starting to close. This may be attributed 

to the increase of the Hispanic community living in the U.S.  It would be interesting to compare 

these results with the presidential elections coming up this year to see if a strong pattern is 

emerging within the Hispanic group.  Basically, the high percentage of voting rates that African 
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Americans have is due to their enthusiasm and support to Barack Obama running for office for 

the first time in 2008 and for a consecutive term in 2012. The tables shown below support the 

hypothesis, which expected a higher participation rate for African Americans and an increasing 

rate for Hispanics. 

Table 17A: The influence of race on 2012 voting rates. 

 Race 

Voted in 2012 election White Black Hispanic 

Voted 80% 83% 68% 

Did not vote 20% 17% 32% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,896 654 591 

 Chi square = 76.5, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

 

Table 17B: The influence of race on 2008 voting rates. 

 Race 

2008 presidential vote White Black Hispanic 

Voted 77% 81% 61% 

Did not vote 23% 19% 39% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 4,107 694 646 

 Chi square = 110.5, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 18. 

Furthermore, the independent variable for the tables below is also race, the dependent 

variable for table 18A is the 2012 presidential vote, and the dependent variable for table 18B is 

the 2008 presidential vote. Before going on, it is important to mention that other candidates were 

included on a third category however, due to the small percentages I took them off. Moving on, it 

is clear that almost half of White Americans preferred Romney in 2012 and McCain in 2008, as 
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their presidential candidates. However, it was not enough to bring down the support displayed by 

Hispanics and African Americans towards Barack Obama on both instances. For example, in 

table 18A 41% of Whites, 71% of Hispanics, and 96% of Black voted for Obama in 2012. After 

subtracting the percentages of Whites and Hispanics from that of Blacks, percentage differences 

of 55 and 25 points were found. Such relationships are large which suggest a significant 

relationship between race and candidate preference. In addition, the probability of the chi square 

value p is less than .05. Evidently, Obama’s charismatic personality and appeal to minorities in 

the U.S. became unstoppable, so much that it allowed him to stay for a consecutive term in the 

White House. As can be seen Hispanic support for Republican presidential candidates has been 

low compared to their support to Democratic presidential candidate Obama. It could be that 

Hispanics are attracted to the Democratic party due to their likeability of Obama, or it could be 

both. It will be interesting to keep track on this finding to compare with Hispanics’ candidate 

preference in the upcoming 2016 election. 

Table 18A: The influence of race on 2012 candidate preference. 

 Race 

2012 presidential vote White Black Hispanic 

Obama 41% 96% 71% 

Romney 55% 3% 27% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,035 533 394 

 Chi square = 623.3, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 
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Table 18B: The influence of race on 2008 candidate preference. 

 Race 

2008 presidential vote White Black Hispanic 

Obama 44% 97% 72% 

McCain 53% 3% 26% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 3,180 559 393 

 Chi square = 617.2, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

Hypothesis 19. 

 Finally, the independent variable for the tables below is attention paid to what is going on 

with the government and politics. The dependent variable for table 19A is respondents who 

voted in the 2012 election and the dependent variable for table 19B is respondents who voted in 

the 2008 election. In addition, the control variable for both is race. My intention is to find out if 

the Hispanic community is voting because of their knowledge about candidates and the 

government, or because they just feel like voting without having any background information. In 

the table below 41% of Hispanics who reported never paying attention to politics voted in the 

2012 election, compared to 76% of Hispanics who always pay attention to politics and voted. 

After subtracting the percentage of knowledgeable Hispanics from that of Hispanics with lack of 

political information the percentage difference comes up to 35 points. This corroborates the 

existence of a large relationship between attention paid to politics and voting rates among 

Hispanics. Hispanics who are more aware of political and government news tend to vote more 

than Hispanics with little knowledge on political subjects. The pattern is also statistically 

significant as the chi square value p is less than .05. However, 28% of Hispanics who reported 

never paying attention to politics voted in the 2008 election, compared to 41% of Hispanics who 

also reported never paying attention to politics and voting in the 2012 election. From the 2008 to 
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the 2012 election the number of Hispanics who reported a lack of political information, but still 

voted increased by 13 percentage points. Apparently, the growing Hispanic electorate is not as 

well informed about political candidates and the government as they should be. 

Table 19A: The effect of attention paid to politics on voting rates in 2012 among Hispanics. 

 Attention to Government 

Voted in 2012 election Always Half the time Never 

Voted 76% 64% 41% 

Did not vote 24% 36% 59% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 230 335 26 

 Chi square = 25.8, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 

 

Table 19B: The effect of attention paid to politics on voting rates in 2008 among Hispanics. 

 Attention to Government 

Voted in 2008 election Always Half the time Never 

Voted 75% 54% 28% 

Did not vote 25% 46% 72% 

Total Column Percent 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 248 369 29 

 Chi square = 62.3, p = .00 
Source: SETUPS: Voting Behavior: The 2012 Election 
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Conclusion 

To put it briefly, by analyzing Latino public opinion and voting behavior in the 2012 

election I was able to illustrate certain policy preferences and political orientation patterns across 

race and Latino demographic trends. This approach opens a number of potential avenues for 

research. The hypotheses tested in the study revealed significant information that is both 

supported and refuted by the existing literature.  

In terms of salient issues including immigration, education, and health care Hispanic and 

White public opinion was found to go in opposite directions. Nevertheless, African Americans 

were found to have a similar affinity with Hispanics. When it comes to more general issues 

including abortion, death penalty, gay marriage, and their right to adopt Hispanics are generally 

more skeptical than Whites and African Americans. Their Catholic religiosity plays a huge role 

in determining their policy preferences on general issues. 

Second, variations within Latino demographic trends were also found to have a major 

impact in their policy preferences and ideological positions.  Younger Hispanics tend to identify 

as liberal, compared to older Hispanics who are more conservative. Hispanics who identified 

with the working class actually hold a more conservative view than those who identified with the 

middle class. In addition, educated Hispanics are coming closer to the liberal side on the 

ideological spectrum. Even though no correlation was found between Latino parent’s birthplace 

and ideology, their parents’ birthplace was found to have an effect on policy preferences. 

Latino’s with foreign born parents hold a more favorable view on immigration and demonstrate 

more skepticism towards death penalty and gay marriage. Family values, cultural practices, and 

religiosity were the main factors influencing their attitudes.  
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Third, relationships between race, voting behavior, ideological, and partisan inclinations 

were discovered. Hispanics are more liberal than Whites, but less liberal than African 

Americans. Also, they are the second largest group that identify with the Democratic party, right 

after African Americans. Despite the fact that Hispanics fall behind White and African American 

voting rates, the gap is beginning to close. In an attempt to determine Hispanic political 

awareness and voting rates, it was revealed that Hispanics that vote, but report a lack of political 

knowledge at the same time has increased. It was also found that the Hispanic community is 

more supportive of Democratic, than Republican candidates.  

Contrary to the current literature it seems that the Democratic Party is locking up the 

Hispanic vote. For future thought, given that the Hispanic community is expected to grow it, is 

important to keep track of Hispanic public opinion and voting behavior, especially during the 

2016 presidential election. More than any other time in the American history Hispanics political 

action or inaction could determine the fate of this year’s Democratic primaries and general 

election. The Hispanic community has demonstrated their support for Hillary Clinton, especially 

women. In the meantime, an increasing number of young Hispanics want Bernie Sanders to be 

the next presidential candidate for the Democratic Party. Not to mention, the emergence of 

Donald Trump’s popularity and Hispanics’ opposition might be the catalyst to encourage the 

Hispanic vote. However, even though Hispanic policy awareness has increased, they still remain 

uninformed about the political process and have many barriers to voting, especially 

undocumented immigrants.  

The previous study is an important addition to the existing literature on Hispanic public 

opinion and voting behavior. Nevertheless, timing factors and limitations regarding information 

on the sample could have altered the results. I strongly encourage discussion and future research 
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on the impact of media on Hispanic public opinion and political involvement, which is an area 

that is underexplored.  New technologies and social media facilitate the diffusion of information 

in a matter of seconds. Political candidates and their political campaigns are now reaching out to 

people through the Internet. A future exploration of these will be an enormous contribution to 

research on changing patterns in Hispanic public opinion and voting behavior. 
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