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The political context leading up to 2016 presidential election can be described as having 

anti-immigrant and anti-Latino elements. This dissertation leverages the 2016 Collaborative 

Multiracial Postelection Survey to explore the implications of perceiving anti-immigrant 

sentiment to really be anti-Latino sentiment on Latino political behavior. After outlining a 

framework to understand perceptions of racialization as cuing both a sense of identity and threat, 

I explore the implications of perceived racialization for Latino identity formation, partisanship 

acquisition, attitude formation, and political participation. Regression analyses show that Latinos 

who perceive racialization are more likely to develop racialized identities, attachment to the 

Democratic party, support pro-group policies, express vulnerabilities, and support 

unconventional forms of participation. These findings offer insight into Latinos’ sense of place in 

American political society and indicates how Latino political behavior may manifest in a future 

mirroring the racializing conditions of 2016. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Latinos in the 2016 Election 

The 2016 presidential campaign season was distinctive in its explicit use of group-based 

appeals. While the Republican primary held a fair distribution of negative group-based appeals, 

Republican candidate Donald Trump spearheaded the most incendiary anti-immigrant and anti-

Latino comments that gained media and public attention. Ranging from restrictive immigration 

policy goals, deportations, and ending DACA, to questioning a Mexican American judge’s 

impartiality and characterizing Latino youth and immigrants as dangerous deviants,1 candidate 

Trump’s advancement of stereotypes and focused energy on limiting Latinos’ opportunities were 

perceived as a threat. Making immigration, and Latinos in general, a target of his discourse and 

platform, Trump’s hostile rhetoric and restrictive policy proposals were expected to awaken the 

Latino “sleeping giant” and play a significant role in Latinos’ vote choice and overall turnout. A 

survey by SSRS for Pew Research Center fielded before the first presidential debate, for 

example, found a growing share of Latino registered voters who reported dissatisfaction with the 

direction of the nation (57%) compared to 2012 (50%).2 Additional polling also found majorities 

of Latinos opposed to Trump’s immigration proposals.3 With about 27.3 million eligible Latino 

 
1 Demick, B., and Lee, K. (2017). “Trump urges officers and immigration officials to be ‘rough’ 
on ‘animals’ terrorizing U.S. neighborhoods.” Los Angeles Times. Retreived from 
https://www.latimes.com/nation/la-na-pol-trump-ms13-story.html 
2 Lopez, Gonzalez-Barrera, Krogstad, and Lopez (Oct. 11, 2016). “Democrats Maintain Edge as 
Party ‘More Concerned’ for Latinos, but Views Similar to 2012.” Pew Research. Retreived from 
http://www.pewhispanic.org/2016/10/11/democrats-maintain-edge-as-party-more-concerned-for-
latinos-but-views-similar-to-2012/ 
3 Krogstad and Lopez. (Nov. 29, 2016) “Hillary Clinton won Latino vote but fell below 2012 
support for Obama.” Pew Research Center. Retrieved from https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-
tank/2016/11/29/hillary-clinton-wins-latino-vote-but-falls-below-2012-support-for-obama/ 
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voters in 2016, up four million from 2012, the growing potential in the Latino vote was expected 

to manifest on election night, particularly in opposition to Donald Trump.  

A cyclical narrative of a “Latino sleeping giant” awakening to play a pivotal role in a 

presidential election has played a role in discussions over Latinos’ political power; the 2016 

election was no different in this regard. Despite record Latino turnout in each presidential 

election leading up to 2016, Latino voter turnout rates have been declining – from 49.9% in 

2008, to 48% in 2012, to 47.6% in 20164 - as the pool of Latino eligible voters has increased. 

Additionally, accounting for a similar share of votes cast as in 2012 (11%), there did not appear 

to be an increase in the Latino share of votes in 2016 as a result of Trump5. Rather than seeing a 

Trump effect, increases in Latino turnout appear to be within the increases expected from 

demographic changes. In fact, a USA Today survey found no Trump effect motivating new 

registrations in the counties with the largest Latino populations.6 National exit polls additionally 

estimated unexpectedly high levels of Latino vote share for Trump.7 Taking a Latino centered 

methodological approach, Barreto, Reny, and Wilcox-Archuleta (2017) estimate a Latino vote 

share closer to 15%, effectively marking Trump as the candidate with the lowest Latino vote 

share in recent elections (Sanchez and Gomez-Aguinaga 2017). Still, while a majority of Latinos 

 
4 Thom, F. (May 10, 2017). “Voting in America: A look at the 2016 presidential election.” US 
Census Bureau. Retrieved from https://www.census.gov/newsroom/blogs/random-
samplings/2017/05/voting_in_america.html 
5 Suro, R. (Nov. 8, 2016). “Here’s what happened with the Latino vote.” The New York Times. 
Retrieved from https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/projects/cp/opinion/election-night-
2016/heres-what-happened-with-the-latino-vote 
6 Gomez, A. (Oct. 16, 2016). “Analysis: Trump isn’t sparking Hispanic registration surge as 
Dems expected.” USA Today. Retrieved from 
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2016/2016/10/16/no-trump-effect-
hispanic-voter-registration-2016-presidential-election/91944508/ 
7 Huang, J., Jacoby, S., Strickland, M., Lai, R. (Nov. 8, 2016). “Election 2016: Exit polls.” The 
New York Times. Retrieved from 
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/11/08/us/politics/election-exit-polls.html 
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were more enthusiastic about voting, felt the 2016 election was more important relative to the 

2012 election, and overwhelmingly supported the Democratic candidate,8 the Latino vote did not 

meet expectations of scholars and pundits who expected dramatic growth. In the face of these 

unmet levels of Latino turnout, many observers of American politics considered this a puzzling 

phenomenon. 

The inability to awaken the Latino “sleeping giant” in the 2016 election however is not an 

extraordinary occurrence. Latinos failing to meet media-induced expectations of revolutionary 

influence fits a larger and longer pattern of political (dis)engagement (DeSipio 2006) in which 

the 2016 election is merely the latest example. In the last few decades, the narrative of 

unprecedented, large-scale Latino turnout with huge expectation and implications for the future 

of American politics has been present in every presidential election leading up to 2016. For no 

presidential election, however, has the Latino “sleeping giant” awoken. What have awoken 

instead are critiques of this homogenized characterization of the Latino community (Beltran 

2010), as well as explanations for Latinos’ low levels of electoral engagement. Beltran (2010) 

challenges the appeal to cohesion in the image of a “sleeping giant” as a prerequisite for political 

success and cautions the potential to suppress dissenting voices in the quest for unity. 

Explanations for Latinos’ low levels of electoral engagement range from compositional 

characteristics (e.g., national origin, citizenship status, length of residence, English proficiency) 

to institutional factors (e.g. voting laws, political parties) that facilitate participation or serve as 

barriers (De la Garza 2004). Given the large share of foreign-born in the Latino community, the 

second-generation is unable to learn partisanship and other forms of political socialization from 

their parents until a later age and thus their role in Latino political influence is delayed and 

 
8 http://www.latinodecisions.com/files/7614/7794/1262/Wk7FullTracker.pdf 
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weakened (Carlos 2018). A rare instance of a large-scale awakening of the “sleeping giant” can 

be seen in the 2006 immigration marches against H.R. 4437, which intended to criminalize 

undocumented immigrants and their supporters (Zepeda-Millan 2017). Yet, even in this example 

the “sleeping giant” was only momentarily awake; mass mobilization quickly subsided after 

countering H.R. 4437 and did not translate into participation in national elections. 

Latino heterogeneity currently renders the trope of the “sleeping giant” far from a realistic 

description of the Latino community and its political potential. Institutional and compositional 

factors combine to counter the narrative of a Latino sleeping giant by placing barriers for any 

electoral influence commensurate with their numbers. The ability to maintain high levels of voter 

registration and turnout is dampened by the share of non-naturalized Latinos who cannot register 

to vote. In terms of nativity, the shares of foreign-born and native-born that comprise the Latino 

community have been found to engage with the political system and respond to political stimuli 

in differing ways. The foreign-born, when naturalized, have been found to participate at lower 

rates than their native-born counterparts (DeSipio 1996) but they have also been found to 

participate at higher rates when targeted by outreach efforts (Barreto 2005). Differences in 

national origin, each group’s migration and incorporation history, and continuous national origin 

identification additionally hinder automatic panethnic cohesion. Together, these showcase the 

overstatement of a unified and cohesive Latino political community on the verge of determining 

any given election outcome.  

Despite the unmet expectations, the 2016 election nonetheless brought to the fore the 

connection between threat, identity, and Latino political behavior, as well as what threshold may 

exist for Latino identity to become electorally consequential in light of threatening contexts. 

Analysis of the 2006 protests by Zepeda-Millan (2017) implies a threshold that threat must meet 
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for Latino mass mobilization to occur. However, different dimensions of threat may affect Latino 

attitudes and behavior in meaningful ways that do not require political response to be as costly an 

activity as participation in a social movement. While the reality of minorities confronting 

political threat is not new, the panethnic nature of contemporary anti-immigrant sentiment and 

legislation provides the current contexts of threat with a new character.  

2016 Collaborative Multiracial Post-Election Survey and Racialization Item 

While some research finds variation in response to threat based on strength of identification, 

this dissertation seeks to insert into the conversation the perception of being racialized.  

Racialization can be conceived and applied in different ways. Traditional conceptualizations 

posit racialization as the extension and application of race into a domain previously not 

understood in racial terms or treated in reference to racial categories (Omi and Winant 1994). For 

example, the racialization of an individual will see that they are treated as members of a racial 

group and defined by a pre-determined set of characteristics that wholly encapsulate the 

individual. Similarly, racialized political discourse and policy issues will be ones that are 

understood to invoke specific racial groups in terms of being targets of the discourse and policy. 

In the development of the US’ racialization of minority groups, Latinos have been racialized 

relative to African Americans and Native Americans (Brown, Jones, and Becker 2018; Molina 

2010). To the degree that racial groups provide structure and stability to individuals’ opinion 

formation (Converse 1964), pushing an electorate to think of certain groups when evaluating 

policy can have political consequences. The power of racialization in this sense is observable by 

how candidates and policies become evaluated by mere connection to a racialized figure, such as 

President Obama, rather than by their own merits (Tesler 2016).  
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The main data source used in this dissertation is the 2016 Collaborative Multiracial Post-

Election Survey (CMPS, Barreto et al. 2017). This a survey that is a product of scholars from 

different disciplines collaborating with survey questions addressing the election, discrimination, 

immigration, and other relevant aspects of political life. Between December of 2016 and 

February of 2017, the CMPS collected large samples of each of the major U.S. racial and ethnic 

groups: Latinos (n=3,003), African Americans (n=3,102), Asian Americans (n=3,006), and 

whites (n=1,035). Large samples were collected in order to compare across groups as well as 

within groups. The survey was administered in five languages and includes samples of registered 

voters and non-registered voters. The response rate of the 2016 CMPS was 9.9%. Given that 

‘low-incidence’ populations have lower rates of participating in in-person and phone surveys, the 

CMPS employed a stratified listed/density quota-sampling method (Barreto, Frasure-Yokley, 

Vargas, and Wong 2018). Survey methodology is described in Barreto et al. (2018).  

I leverage the 2016 CMPS’ “perceptions of racialization” item to assess a particular form of 

racialization that makes use of the current anti-immigrant nature of the political environment. 

This is the main independent variable of this dissertation. The “perceived racialization” item asks 

the degree to which the respondent agrees or disagrees with the statement that “anti-immigrant 

sentiments are really anti-Latino sentiments,” coded from “strongly disagree” to “strongly 

agree.” A response of “strongly agree” indicates the respondent views an overlap of social 

groups where one social group (i.e., immigrants) is understood to invoke another social group 

(i.e., Latinos).  

An assumption in the literature on threat and Latino political behavior is the existence of a 

racializing stimulus that characterizes the context of threat and to which Latinos are sensitive. 

The degree to which Latinos perceive the racializing character of the threatening context may 
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depend on how the group is implicated and how the individual, as a member of the group, will be 

affected. Latinos often do identify anti-immigrant sentiment as anti-Latino and can respond in 

pro-group ways affirming solidarity (Fraga et al., 2010, p.410). Vargas, Sanchez, and Juarez 

(2017) found that a vast majority of Latino respondents characterized their political and policy 

environment as anti-immigrant, anti-Latino, or both. Importantly, Latinos’ perception of their 

environment as either anti-immigrant, or anti-Latino, or both was linked to reporting poor health: 

Latinos perceiving both had higher odds of reporting poor health relative to Latinos who did not 

view their environment as anti-immigrant or anti-Latino (Vargas, Sanchez, and Juarez 2017).  

Most research on threat and Latino political behavior has focused on the nature of the 

threatening context with the assumption that Latinos will judge the context as threatening to their 

interests and respond accordingly. In many instances, as with reporting health, racialized 

political environments are consequential for Latinos and yield political reactions. Despite the 

literature uncovering how immigration has been racialized and how immigration is related to 

Latino identity, much of the literature exploring the links between nativism, identity, and 

political activity assumes a degree of perceived racialization that plays a role in Latinos’ opinion 

formation and decision-making calculus. This assumption is observed in the assertion of an 

environment as threatening by activists or scholars, rather than having individuals themselves 

judge their political context as threatening. Some studies, for example, have operationalized 

threat as residence in a given state, or as undermining a group’s interests (Reny, Wilcox-

Archuleta, and Cruz Nichols 2018; Vargas, Sanchez, and Valdez 2017). However, there is a 

potential disconnect in the perceptions of elites and the public that is crucial in understanding 

how Latinos process and respond to their environment.  



 

 8 

Other scholarship explores how a sense of group membership can be transformed into a 

politicized identity conducive toward political engagement (Zepeda-Millan 2016) but does not 

explore whether Latinos judge the environment as racializing them. In his study of Latino 

participation in the 2006 protests, Zepeda-Millan (2017) suggested activists were able to use a 

sense of legislative threat to mobilize Latinos against H.R 4437 in a way where Latinos’ sense of 

group membership could be transformed into a racial group consciousness (p.17). The racialized 

nature of H.R. 4437 was characterized as responsible for transforming group membership into 

racial group consciousness on the basis that it threatened Latinos as individuals and as members 

of a group. Latinos were, at best, adopting activists’ and elites’ interpretations of H.R. 4437. In 

other words, the mechanism of perceptions of racialization guiding individuals’ decision-making 

calculus is asserted but remains untested. Considering how the Latino racialization of 

immigration policy has already influenced whites’ restrictionist attitudes on immigration 

(Branton, Cassese, Jones and Westerland 2011), Latinos recognizing how they are being 

racialized may play a role in the way they express political influence. 

There are a few of exceptions to this, however. In addition to Sanchez, Vargas, and Juarez 

(2017), exceptions include Wallace and Zepeda-Millan (2018), who include the 2016 CMPS 

“perceived racialization” item in their analysis of Latino support for immigrant rights activism, 

and Zepeda-Millan and Wallace (2018) extending this to non-Latino activism such as Black 

Lives Matter and LGB rights. In the respective studies, perceptions of racialization are positively 

related to increased support for activism regardless of whether or not Latinos were centered as 

beneficiaries in the activism.  

 

 



 

 9 

Argument and Roadmap 

This dissertation accounts for the role perceived racialization plays in the link between 

threatening context, identity, and political behavior. I suggest that variation in Latinos’ identity 

dynamics, attitudes, and engagement in political activities may reflect the individual’s degree of 

perceived racialization. I draw insight from the literatures on threat, identity, and the racialization 

of immigration to argue that contexts of threat, where Latinos perceive they are negatively 

racialized, will elicit reactions from Latinos in the following ways: (1) an increased likelihood of 

ethnic group identification, what Portes and Rumbaut (2001) call reactive ethnicity, (2) attitudes 

and behavior that reflect a sense of place in U.S. society, (3) an attachment to the Democratic 

Party, and (4) discernment between different modes of political participation.  

 The following chapter outlines a framework to understand perceptions of racialization. 

Drawing on the frameworks of threat and identity, I conceive of perceptions of racialization as 

simultaneously cuing Latinos to a sense of identity and a sense of threat. I then substantiate the 

expectation that Latinos are sensitive to racialization and discuss ways Latinos have responded in 

the past. 

The first empirical chapter of the dissertation will explore the link between perceived 

racialization and collective group identification. As political discourse surrounding immigration 

increasingly takes a negative and racialized panethnic character the link between individual-level 

perceptions of being unfairly racialized may be associated with the current measures of 

collective group identification such as group identification, consciousness, and linked fate. I 

explore choices for group identification including national origin, Latino, American, and 

minority in general. After having distinguished between the concepts of racialization, 
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discrimination, and identity constructs like linked fate in chapter two, I discuss empirical 

distinctions between the concepts in this chapter noting differences and overlaps.  

The second empirical chapter of the dissertation will move beyond the connection between 

perceived racialization and identity to explore how perceptions of racialization shape Latino 

partisanship. This chapter notes how the process of acquiring partisan affiliations is different for 

immigrant-based communities and explores perceptions of racialization as providing Latinos 

with information about their political context that helps them discern between the political 

parties. I explore whether Latinos who perceive racialization are more likely to identify with one 

political party over another and if this identification translates into increased likelihood of 

electoral support. 

The third empirical chapter addresses two areas of attitudes. I first address policy attitudes in 

the form of support for federal program spending to gauge how perceptions of racialization fit 

within Latinos’ preference for expanded presence of government. This first section additionally 

explores how perceptions of racialization relate to policies and political statements on a range of 

political issues that do and do not focus on Latinos or marginalized groups. The second section 

focuses more on attitudes that aid in our understanding of how Latinos view their group position 

in society. I explore these views through vulnerabilities Latinos express regarding deportation 

and the criminal justice system as well as how they evaluate an out-group similarly occupying a 

marginalized social position. 

The last empirical chapter examines the relationship between racialization and political 

participation. Dividing the chapter into a section devoted to attitudes about participation 

followed by a section on actual participation, I explore if patterns found in attitudes about 
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participation extend to actual participation and if perceptions of racialization have a positive 

relationship to the different modes of political engagement. 

Contribution and Significance 

 This dissertation adds to our understanding of the dynamics of Latino political behavior by 

inserting perceptions of racialization within the conversation of threat, identity, and political 

behavior. The importance of examining the role perceptions of racialization play in the 

connection between threatening contexts, Latino identity, and Latino political behavior increases 

when considering the response to ongoing demographic changes of our nation. Growing 

demographic diversity because of the previous decades of increased immigration implicates, in 

particular, both Latinos and white Americans, albeit in differing ways. Given the Latin American 

makeup of the immigration waves in the post-1965 Immigration Act era, Latinos in the U.S. are 

the largest minority group and are projected to continue to grow at least throughout the next 

decades.9 If political empowerment can be facilitated through larger numbers, Latinos stand to 

benefit the most from an increased share of the population. Latino growth brings the potential to 

leverage their numbers in support of the development and strengthening of organizational 

infrastructures conducive toward mobilization.  

Latinos are additionally implicated as the source and target of the white political backlash to 

changing demographics (Abrajano and Hajnal 2015). Research has shown that the potential to 

lose status as the numerical majority has provoked the salience of a white racial identity and 

shaped white political behavior as a response. A common query during and after the 2016 

election wondered whether candidate Trump exhibited racist proclivities given the racialized and 

 
9 Flores, A. (Sept. 18, 2017). “How the U.S. Hispanic population is changing.” Pew Research 
Center. Retrieved from https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-
hispanic-population-is-changing/ 
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hostile nature of his campaign’s rhetoric, or if his campaign’s resonance with voters and his 

eventual election were merely symptomatic of a public mood that was not yet post-racial.10 The 

ability to run a successful presidential campaign that racialized immigration policy with Latinos 

in mind indicates the existence of a society attentive to race and ethnicity.  

With forecasts predicting the displacement of whites as the numerically dominant racial 

group by early 2040s (U.S. Census Bureau 2018), scholars have examined transformations in the 

political behavior of white Americans. Abrajano and Hajnal (2015) examined how immigration 

has affected the politics of white Americans and identified connections between anti-immigrant 

sentiment and defection towards the Republican Party. They advance a theory of immigration 

backlash politics wherein media-induced anxiety and fear over immigration among whites leads 

to conservative partisanship and support for conservative immigration and redistributive policies. 

The rightward ideological shift among whites, which they refer to as a “white backlash,” is 

related to size and growth of the Latino population (Abrajano and Hajnal 2015). The dynamics of 

the 2016 election, as a symptom and reflection of a changing American society, showcase 

immigration as a crucial antecedent to whites’ backlash politics. Rather than ameliorating, the 

growing cognitive associations between “Latino,” “illegal,” and “criminal” (Chavez 2008; Perez 

2010; Shin, Leal, and Ellison 2015) only fuel and intensify the political backlash as we move 

into an America where whites are no longer the numerical majority nor possess the same degree 

of political dominance. 

This dissertation’s interest in how perceptions of racialization animate collective 

identification and political behavior arises considering the salience of entangling immigration 

 
10 Coates, T. (Oct. 2016). “The first white president.” The Atlantic. Retrieved from 
https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2017/10/the-first-white-president-ta-nehisi-
coates/537909/ 
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with Latinos in the public imagination. More than exploring how perceptions of racialization are 

associated with various areas of Latino political behavior, perceptions of racialization indicate 

Latinos’ sensitivity to the threatening and identity elements of their political context. As such, 

identifying anti-immigrant sentiment as anti-Latino serves as a piece of information about the 

political environment that helps Latinos make sense of their position and experience in society 

and which can then help identify patterns in their political behavior.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 

 14 

Theoretical Framework and Literature Review 
 
Introduction 

This dissertation incorporates a novel cognitive judgment into the growing research on 

Latino political behavior focusing on group identity and contexts of threat: perceptions of 

racialization. The trajectory of group identity research has provided insights into Latinos’ and 

other minorities’ political behavior as arising from a consciousness regarding the group’s social 

and political standing (Dawson 1994; Miller, Gurin, Gurin, and Malanchuk 1981; Sanchez 2006; 

Wong, Lien, and Conway 2005). Research in Latino political behavior has identified important 

antecedents to a sense of group consciousness. Yet, given the variation in findings across studies 

regarding the political significance and effects of group identity measures, novel ways of 

thinking about the role of identity in the formation of Latino’ opinions on political and policy 

issues, and ultimately their decision-making, are warranted. This dissertation responds to this 

need and contributes by incorporating perceptions of racialization into the scholarly 

conversation. 

The growing cognitive association between Latinos and immigration found in the public and 

in political discourse provides an opportunity to examine the extent to which Latinos are aware 

of this association. While scholars have traced the association of Latinos with immigration policy 

to the growing discourse on national security since the 1970s, it is not until recent presidential 

elections that we see explicit statements from presidential candidates and the public favoring the 

policy stance of reducing immigration, building a border wall, rescinding DACA, ending 

birthright citizenship, among others, all with a clearly identifiable ethnic group against which 

these policy stances are taken. Given the centrality of immigration in Trump’s 2016 campaign 
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proposals and the partisan debates that have ensued, immigration policy remained a staple 

component throughout Trump’s tenure and beyond.  

In the following sections I present the framework to understand perceptions of racialization 

that will guide the analyses in the subsequent chapters. First, I differentiate perceptions of 

racialization from traditional measures of group identity before positing how perceptions of 

racialization can be understood through a lens that combines identity with threat. To establish 

why judging anti-immigrant sentiment to be anti-Latino sentiment is critical for understanding 

how Latinos navigate the political world, I discuss how immigration policy has become 

associated with Latinos in general, and Mexicans in particular. After outlining this development, 

I focus on how this racialization (i.e. cognitively associating immigration with Latinos) has 

influenced negative attitudes on immigration-related issues among the public. Presenting how the 

public perceives and reacts to this cognitive association further justifies the need to directly ask 

Latinos the extent to which they also have this perception and if it guides their behavior. Lastly, I 

present instances where the literature has found Latinos reacting to anti-immigrant, racializing 

contexts to highlight Latinos’ perceptiveness and responsiveness to their political environment.  

Distinctions from Traditional Measures of Identity 

“Perceptions of racialization” are unlike traditional measures of group identification. To my 

knowledge, the item of perceptions of racialization has only been asked in the 2016 

Collaborative Multiracial Post-Election Survey (CMPS) and a similar version in Vargas et al. 

(2017). The item in the 2016 CMPS asks for the degree of agreement with the statement “anti-

immigrant sentiments are really anti-Latino sentiments.” Affirming the anti-Latino nature of the 

anti-immigrant sentiment suggests the respondent perceives their social group to be implicated 

indirectly through anti-immigrant sentiment. That is, perceiving racialization moves the 
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respondent from thinking about a singular social group to thinking about an overlap of groups: 

immigrants and Latinos. While the item invokes a racial/ethnic identity, it is not an alternative 

measure and need not compete with existing measures of group identity for political significance. 

Rather, as I posit, the cognitive judgment of perceptions of racialization is complementary to 

existing measures of group identity and can provide further insight into the dynamic nature of 

Latino identification and political behavior.  

Group identity has traditionally been measured in various ways attempting to understand the 

centrality of one’s racial/ethnic identity in their political outlooks. Early studies of participation 

or opinion that included group identity counted the number of times respondents factored their 

identity into their responses to questions, or how close they felt to said group, or how important 

the group was in their political calculations (McClain et al., 2009, p. 476-477). Theorizing that 

an identity’s relevance to politics depended on more than membership in a group, scholars used 

Miller, Gurin, Gurin, and Malanchuk’s (1981) multi-dimensional measure of group 

consciousness that added awareness of the group’s relative position in society along with a 

commitment to collective action to advance group interests (p.495) (see Chong and Kim 2006).  

Dawson (1994) later provided a parsimonious alternative to this multidimensional measure of 

identity by leveraging a rational choice framework to advance the concept of “linked fate.” In his 

framework, using your group’s status in society as a proxy for your individual interest was a 

rational response in a context where race continues to inhibit individual efforts for social and 

economic advancement. Those expressing higher levels of linked fate are understood to view a 

stronger connection between their individual success and the success of their group. The concept 

of linked fate was theorized to exist in African Americans’ political decision-making on the 

grounds of their unique and shared history of treatment as members of a stigmatized racial group 
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rather than as individuals. Accordingly, linked fate would reflect African American group 

identity as an enduring feature informing individual’s political worldview across variation in 

individual context (Dawson 1994). Unique and ever-present group-centric social norms further 

elevate this rational framework (see White and Laird 2020). Herein lies the caution raised by 

scholars in applying concepts developed to explain African American political coherence to non-

Black minorities who do not share this history vis-à-vis whites (Chong and Rogers 2005; Junn 

and Masuoka 2008; McClain et al. 2009; Sears and Savalei 2006).  

Thus, efforts to explain mass political engagement among Latinos, such as participation in 

the 2006 immigration marches, have included theoretically looser identity-based arguments that 

relax the requirements of identity measures like linked fate. Barreto, Manzano, Ramirez, and 

Rim (2009) advance the concept of solidaridad to explain broad Latino participation in the 2006 

immigration marches. They distinguish solidaridad from linked fate stating, “solidarity is not 

predictive of lifelong political behavior, which is distinctive from linked fate or group 

consciousness concepts that assume that racial identity has a fixed, highly salient, and enduring 

effect on individual political attitudes and behavior” (p.738). Instead, they rely on previous work 

on ethnic solidarity and transnational framing to posit that H.R. 4437, which extended beyond 

criminalizing undocumented immigrants to criminalizing citizens who aided them, provided the 

social condition necessary to make Latino ethnic identity salient and mobilize Latinos across 

other identities (e.g., gender, age, legal status). While Barreto et al. measure solidaridad 

similarly to linked fate, theoretically they only expect and require a group to have a specific goal, 

framed to expand the scope of conflict and tied to mobilizing structures, around which different 

members of the larger ethnic group can organize. The 2006 marches and its short-lived 
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mobilizing durability provide such a case. Marsh and Ramirez (2019) follow in this path and 

center on the role of discrimination in the formation of solidaridad.  

Perceptions of racialization as a concept is thus distinct from traditional measures of identity 

and does not require that ethnic identity have a sustained effect on political calculus. Enduring 

psychological or emotional attachments to the Latino social group may play a role in 

understanding anti-immigrant sentiment to be anti-Latino but is not required. Inherent to the 

perceptions of racialization item is an association between a policy issue and a social group, as 

well as an indication of how favorable a given social group is being treated. The item does 

implicate a specific identity (Latina/o) by asking the respondent to evaluate the presence of that 

identity, but the respondent is not directed to make a connection between themself and that 

identity. In this regard, the perceptions of racialization item can be asked to any respondent 

regardless of race/ethnicity; a match between the identity raised and the respondent’s identity is 

not required in order to recognize the ethnic character of the group-centric immigration 

discourse. Nonetheless, the survey item of perceptions of racialization is only asked in the Latino 

sample of the 2016 CMPS, perhaps with the assumption that Latinos may be positioned best to 

detect anti-Latino sentiment.  

Perceptions of racialization are also conceptually distinct from perceptions of discrimination. 

Often, when experiences of discrimination are measured, they allow for the option to identify a 

source (e.g. language, race/ethnicity, religion, skin color, immigration status). Moreover, 

perceptions of discrimination refer to a sense that your racial/ethnic in-group is treated in a 

discriminatory manner by larger society. On the other hand, neither context nor rhetoric 

surrounding immigration need to be negative for it to constitute racialization. Positive rhetoric 

about immigration and immigrants can be perceived as racialized. In this dissertation perceptions 
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of racialization refers to an identification of anti-immigrant contexts with a more direct 

recognition that Latinos are implicated in those contexts. Before proceeding to the domains in 

politics where I will test hypotheses derived from perceptions of racialization, it is important to 

note how a social group has become intertwined with a policy issue in a way that renders 

exploring perceptions of racialization a worthwhile endeavor.  

Cuing Identity and Sense of Threat 

I posit that perceptions of racialization can be understood as a framework that cues 

respondents about their Latino identity in conjunction with a sense of threat. Accordingly, 

perceptions of racialization are conceptually distinct from both perceptions of discrimination and 

measures of group identification. Yet because both a sense of discrimination and Latino identity 

figure into perceptions of racialization, the appropriate foundation for the framework of 

perceptions of racialization rests on the work examining politicized group identity, threat, and 

racialization of immigration. Thus, present within perceptions of racialization are the 

mechanisms of identity and threat that serve as motivators in shaping political outcomes. The 

identity and the threat components of perceptions of racialization provide psychological and 

affective resources that overlap in facilitating group-based behavior. This includes both 

identification and group-centric attitudes and participation. 

Important antecedents to a politicized Latino identity revolve around contexts of political 

threat. Some studies, for example, have operationalized threat as residence in a given locality 

such as a county or state, or as undermining a group’s interests (Reny, Wilcox-Archuleta, and 

Cruz Nichols 2018; Vargas, Sanchez, and Valdez 2017; White 2016). Anti-immigrant 

legislation, as a form of threat, is associated with increases in Latino perceptions of 

discrimination (Almeida et al. 2016). Experiences with discrimination have been found to raise 
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the salience of Latino identity (Masuoka 2008; Padilla 1985) as well as group consciousness 

(Sanchez 2006a), but not necessarily a sense of linked fate (Sanchez and Masuoka 2010). While 

experiences with discrimination in the context of the marches against H.R. 4437 in 2006 was not 

related to Latino linked fate (Sanchez and Masuoka 2010), these experiences were related to 

linked fate in the context of 2016 (Sanchez, Masuoka, and Adams 2019). Literature on sources of 

Latino identification find that levels of group-based considerations such as identification, group 

consciousness, and linked fate tend to be greater when Latinos perceive discrimination against 

the group, particularly over issues of immigration (Garcia Bedolla 2005; Martinez 2008; Sanchez 

2006; Street, Zepeda-Millan, and Jones-Correa 2015; Valdez 2011; Vargas, Sanchez, and Valdez 

2017; Zepeda-Millan and Wallace 2013). Thus, to the degree that immigration-related issues and 

primes are a site of threat to Latinos, immigration can lead to the strengthening of Latino in-

group identification. 

In addition to encouraging panethnic identification, contexts of political threat can also have 

mobilizing effects on Latinos. Threatening contexts can provide the impetus that can channel a 

latent sense of identity into political outcomes (Zepeda-Millan 2017). In the post-Chicano 

Movement era of the 1960s and 1970s, there have been several major instances of mass Latino 

mobilization. California’s Propositions 187, 209, and 227 seeking to deny social services to 

undocumented immigrants and end affirmative action and bilingual education, precipitated 

Latino mobilization in the mid-1990s (Pantoja and Segura 2003). The response to these 

propositions included increased identification, protest activity, increases in naturalization, more 

attention to politics, higher voter turnout, and election of Latino candidates to many offices not 

previously held by Latinos (Barreto, Manzano, Ramirez, and Rim 2009; Barreto and Pedraza 

2009; Martinez 2008; Pantoja, Ramirez, and Segura 2001; Ramirez 2013; Zepeda-Millan 2017). 
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While thousands were mobilized in the 1990s, millions more were mobilized nationwide in 2006 

in response to H.R. 4437. In both contexts, Latino political activity was in opposition to specific 

anti-immigrant legislation.  

Political threat can mobilize those indirectly affected by legislation primarily targeting 

undocumented immigrants. A key component of Latino unity in response to H.R. 4437 was a 

growing sense of group identification and solidarity in response to perceptions of discrimination 

increasing among those not directly affected. Understanding H.R. 4437 as a political threat 

shifted individuals’ mindset from viewing participation as costly, to viewing inaction as more 

costly and dangerous (Barreto et al., 2009, p. 747) and garnered support from Latinos beyond 

those of Mexican heritage and undocumented status. In fact, White (2016) finds higher Latino 

voter turnout in counties implementing the Secure Communities immigration enforcement 

program, a policy where local law enforcement coordinated with Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement (ICE) to reduce crime by apprehending and deporting undocumented immigrants 

with criminal histories, despite the threat of deportation not legally pertaining to Latino citizens. 

The inability of the threats inherent in Donald Trump’s rhetoric to mobilize Latinos in 2016 

(Corral and Leal 2020; Stokes-Brown 2018), beyond turnout increases predicted by demographic 

changes, suggests there are limitations to the mobilizing effects of threat. Research suggests a 

more complicated link between threat and mobilization. In suggesting the significance of threat’s 

mobilizing capacity, scholars have credited Latinos’ reactions to California’s propositions in the 

1990s with helping transition California into a Democratic stronghold. However, recent work 

suggesting partisan realignments rarely result from critical moments finds Latino partisan shifts 

in the 1990s to be no different. Hui and Sears (2017) argue that Latino partisan shifts were 

occurring as early as the 1980s and did not dramatically change during the high point of 
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California’s racially divisive propositions. DeSipio (2006) also suggests that the reactive 

mobilization of the mid-1990s was restricted to California and was unable to sustain the 

mobilization of new participants over time.  

Threatening conditions may be thus necessary for increased participation but are not 

sufficient to sustain mobilization.  Ramirez (2013) conceives of Latino political behavior in 

terms of “proactive” and “reactive” mobilization, where the strength of the former relies on a 

community and ethnic civic infrastructure. In his framework, Latino civic infrastructure can 

serve as the foundation for the reactive mobilization in response to threat. Recent work on the 

2006 protests has provided a framework for understanding why protests did not occur before or 

after 2006 despite the presence of threatening conditions. Zepeda-Millan (2017) posits that while 

threatening conditions were in place throughout the 2000s, such as deportations under President 

Bush and under President Obama, mass mobilization only occurred in 2006 due to a particular 

combination of dimensions of threat making mass protest possible. The configuration of the 2006 

threat that allowed for a mass protest response was an interaction of a broad, single-source of 

legislative threat that was highly visible and allowed time for an organized response (p.14). This 

account suggests a high threshold for threat to yield mass mobilization, and still requires both a 

proactive component and a group-based appeal.  

Recent work has demonstrated that threatening contexts also have the potential to demobilize 

individuals even while mobilizing many. Cruz-Nichols (2018) builds on the notion that threat 

mobilizes Latinos and posits that threatening cues alone are not as effective mobilizers as the 

combination of threatening and opportunity cues. In her framework, individuals may disengage if 

they do not feel they have the adequate tools to respond to a challenge and thus require an 

opportunity cue to bring them into action. In the 2018 midterm elections, threat alone was unable 
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to mobilize Latinos as effectively as the combination of threat and positive campaign contact 

(Reny, Wilcox-Archuleta, and Cruz Nichols 2018). 

Strength of identification can further clarify who has mobilizing potential. Research drawing 

on Social Identity Theory (SIT) stresses the importance of identity to an individual’s self-concept 

and desire to maintain a positive self-image (Tajfel and Turner 1979). This line of research posits 

that threat and devaluation of identity elicit different reactions contingent on individuals’ degree 

of group identification (Doosje, Spears, and Ellemers 2002), such that high identifiers will 

proactively restore their group’s positive image while low identifiers will abstain from engaging 

in these proactive efforts. Stigma, as a form of threat internalized by the individual, can lower 

positive feelings about group worth, strength of Latino identification, and political engagement 

(Garcia-Bedolla 2005). Perez (2015) also finds Latino identity unrelated to electoral politics until 

Latino identity interacts with devaluing rhetoric. Uneven behaviors that this elicits are a result of 

strength of identification (Perez 2015).  

Together, the literature suggests a dynamic relationship between identity, threat, and political 

behavior with uneven and demobilizing effects on Latinos. Thus, I posit that perceiving ethnic 

in-group identities and how they intersect with anti-immigrant contexts offers us insight into 

Latino political behavior. Perceptions of racialization encapsulate and merge the theoretical 

mechanisms of identification and threat. I argue that perceptions of racialization yield observable 

differences in the political calculus of Latinos with higher levels of perceptions of racialization 

relative to Latinos with lower levels. Latinos may perceive contexts as anti-immigrant, but to 

further view them as anti-Latino is to attribute a level of racialization to that context that is not 

necessarily obvious. Those who make this attribution should have observable differences in the 
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formation of group identification, in political attitudes, in their partisanship, as well as in 

participation in political activities.  

The Racialization of Immigration 

Further developing this argument, the literature reviewed in the following sections 

demonstrates that immigration does not have a natural or logical association with Latinos, but 

overtime has grown to implicate Latinos. Lacking an automatic association, exclusionary or 

discriminatory experiences in the U.S. have been necessary to encourage Latinos to see their 

ethnic identity group implicated in anti-immigrant contexts.  

Literature in Latino politics has shown Latinos to be central figures in the national and state 

immigration discourse of the last few decades. Referrals to undocumented immigration, or 

“illegal” immigration, now feature prominently in political discourse and voters’ opinions on 

immigration. Immigration as a policy issue has been increasingly connected to Latinos as a 

group. This has thus raised the salience of ethnic identity to everyone, but Latinos especially. 

Anti-Latino sentiment has played a role in anti-immigrant sentiment at various moments in U.S. 

history. Early depictions of Latinos by the U.S. government have been racializing and framed 

through the U.S.’ black-white racial binary (Rumbaut 2015). Latino presence in the U.S. in the 

early 20th century was minimal, and in the southwest Latinos of Mexican heritage often filled 

U.S. demands for labor through guest-worker programs. Public views of Mexican laborers and 

political arguments favoring or opposing immigration were often shaped by ascribing to the 

social group “Mexican” stereotypes attached existing racialized groups like African Americans, 

Asians, and Native Americans (Molina 2010). 
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included racialized stereotypes of indolence, an inability to assimilate, and a people whose 

culture held them back from progressing, found in both public and official documents (Molina 

2010).  

A growing area of research has linked different expressions of bias in order to understand 

how the racialization process of different groups overlap. Governmental acceptance and rejection 

of Mexican labor migration to the southwest in the early 20th at different times was in part 

justified in relation to an already racialized group: African Americans. Molina (2010) argued that 

Mexican labor was welcomed in the U.S. with an assumption that Mexicans would not pose a 

threat to U.S. society as they would return home to where they belonged (p.163). She argued, 

however, that justifications for the restrictions on Mexican migration the following decade were 

accomplished by linking Mexican migrants to African Americans, thereby priming the public to 

think of immigration issues with an existing socially stigmatized group in mind (p.164). The 

power of anti-Black bias extends beyond issues dealing with only African Americans and Whites 

such that anti-Black attitudes have been associated with immigration attitudes in the early 1990s 

(Burns and Gimpel 2000) as well as in recent years (Mora and Paschel 2020). Evaluations of 

Mexican migration and labor have used the U.S. binary racial structure and allowed for the 

framing and assessment of immigration by applying the negative racial characterizations and 

stigma of African Americans to Latinos of Mexican heritage. 

In recent times, the negative confluence of Latinos with immigration policy has gone hand in 

hand with the decades long restrictive legislative activity and militarization of the southern 

border. The emergence of the Border Patrol in 1924 gave rise to the category and 

characterization of undocumented immigrants as “illegal immigrants.” The political discourse on 

the growth of undocumented immigration framed Mexican immigrants as undocumented and a 



 

 26 

threat, despite the reality that migrants from Latin America were not barred from migrating 

(Ngai 2004). Response to increasing immigration came in the form of a series of legislative 

actions throughout the 1980s, 1990s, and 2000s adding to the difficulty in migrating, through 

both legal and illegal channels, as well as to being able to access to social services. From the 

1990s to the mid-2000s, the presence of border patrol agents increased five-fold as well as 

enforcement spending resulting in more detentions and deportations (Massey and Pren 2012).  

Scholars have demonstrated the role of the news media in transmitting the association 

between Latinos and “illegal immigration.” Given the tendency of the public to hold non-

attitudes on many policy issues (Converse 1964; Zaller 1992), the media holds significant power 

to influence when framing immigration and assigning primes (Haynes et al. 2016). In recent 

decades, news coverage of immigration has focused on Latino, rather than non-Latino, 

immigrant groups (Valentino, Brader, and Jardina 2013). When reporting on Latino immigration, 

the media has overwhelmingly focused on illegal immigration rather than legal immigration 

(Perez 2013). As immigration rates increased, news media coverage of immigration also grew, 

particularly with negative portrayals. Analyzing how U.S. magazines framed immigration, 

Chavez (2001) found a prevalence of negative, alarmist frames emphasizing fears, dangers, and 

problems associated with immigration. Economic circumstance (Massey and Pren 2012), 

proximity to the US border, and language of coverage (Branton and Dunaway 2009) additionally 

influence how media frame immigration, frames which influence support for immigration-related 

policies (Merolla et al., 2013). 

The terrorist attacks of the 1990s and September 11, 2001, only reinforced an immigration 

discourse centered on national security and whose geographic focal point was the U.S.-Mexico 

border (Demo 2005). Prior to 9/11, the confluence of Latinos, illegality, and immigration policy 
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had already been used for political leverage at the national and state levels. President Reagan’s 

discourse on immigration included the theme of national security and Governor Pete Wilson’s 

campaign ad in California compared Mexican migration to an invasion (Massey 2014). The 

national security-focused immigration discourse increased border enforcement activities but 

additionally, and more importantly, spilled over into the domestic domain where citizens and 

legal residents would be affected by new enforcement measures. By the turn of the century, the 

“Latino threat narrative” (Chavez 2008) that gave a Mexican face to immigration discourse 

(Newton 2008, p.169) had already been unfolding primarily through the dramatic increase in 

apprehensions of Mexican migrants since the 1970s (De Genova 2004). After 9/11 however, 

apprehensions no longer focused exclusively on criminal convictions or terrorism (Mendelson, 

Strom, and Wishni 2009).  

Massey and Pren (2012) describe a “self-feeding cycle” where migrant apprehensions fueled 

anti-immigrant sentiment, which fueled restrictive immigration legislation, which further 

increased apprehensions. As this circular dynamic has developed, states and localities have 

adopted their own immigration measures, perceiving the national government as failing to 

resolve immigration issues (Varsanyi 2010). Some localities have become sanctuary cities for 

undocumented immigrants and refused to allow their law enforcement to collaborate with federal 

authorities in detaining and deporting undocumented immigrants; other localities have taken 

more restrictive and punitive stances and comply with federal authorities (White 2016). The 

number of punitive immigration policies at the state level have increased in response to both the 

Great Recession of 2007 and Latino growth (Monogan 2013; Ybarra, Sanchez, and Sanchez 

2016). Alabama’s 2011 House Bill 56 and Arizona’s SB 1070 are prime examples of states 

implementing a restrictive approach as a solution to immigration. Under charges of sanctioning 
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racial profiling, those state laws sought to empower schools and force law enforcement to 

determine individuals’ legal status, track them, and prohibit them from receiving public benefits, 

and prohibiting others from aiding them, among other measures geared to address undocumented 

immigration. In the transition from the Obama presidency to the Trump presidency, the volume 

of state legislation relating to sanctuary cities has dramatically increased (Collingwood and 

O’Brien 2019). 

Immigration becomes related to Latino identity as part of the role immigration has 

historically played in the broader experiences of marginalization Latinos face as a group. Despite 

attempts to create social distance between the foreign-born and the native-born in order to avert 

discrimination (Garcia Bedolla 2005), “sharing a phenotype (Latino) with a stigmatized other 

(illegal Mexican immigrants) renders one more susceptible to prejudice and discrimination” 

(Short and Magana 2002, p.703). Native-born Latinos are unable to completely distance 

themselves from the stigmatized characteristics ascribed to immigrant Latinos when another 

shared characteristic enables the anti-immigrant sentiment to expand beyond its intended subset 

of the population and envelop Latinos across generation and legal status. Rapid social and 

economic mobility observed from the immigrant to the second generation that appears to reach a 

ceiling by the third and fourth generations for Mexican Americans is an indication of the 

hindering experiences of racialization not limited by generation (Massey 2009; Telles and Ortiz 

2009).  

The post-9/11 war on terror affected Latinos in such way through the subsequent laws 

enacted and domestic enforcement mechanisms that blurred the lines between citizens and 

noncitizens (Sampaio 2015). Most of the state immigration bills enacted between 2001 and 2008 

were restrictive in nature (Sampaio 2014, p.211). The infamous Sensenbrenner bill H.R. 4437 of 
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2005 intended to not only criminalize the undocumented but also any other who helped them 

(Zepeda-Milla 2017). The immigration raids and roundups that became prominent methods of 

homeland security carefully avoided language targeting specific racial/ethnic groups and cited 

the war on terror as justification, yet the execution of these policies overwhelmingly 

apprehended Latinos (Sampaio 2014). Immigration policy continues to play a role in the 

marginalization Latinos face as a community, particularly as immigration is repeatedly framed as 

a Latino issue carrying negative consequences for the host community. 

The issue of immigration thus is a site through which Latinos as a group are increasingly 

racialized despite distinctions between the social/ethnic group “Latino” and the policy issue of 

“immigration” (Abrajano and Hajnal 2015; De Genova 2004). Under Trump’s presidency, 

Latinos expressed concerns over what Trump’s policies would mean for their daily lives and 

others they know (Lopez, Gonzalez-Barrera, and Krogstad 2018). Latino criticism of Trump’s 

policies is driven mostly by immigrant Latinos (Lopez et al. 2018). Immigration becomes a 

salient policy issue for Latinos that transcends citizenship, generational status, and national 

origin when these laws and policies negatively affect them directly or affect people that they 

know. Sanchez, Vargas, Walker, and Ybarra (2015) find that knowing someone who was 

undocumented or had been detained and deported influences how important of an issue 

immigration is for Latinos. 

Racialization Shaping Public Opinion on Immigration 

Much of the literature on immigration attitudes has focused on factors that influence Whites’ 

attitudes, as they are the majority population of the host country. Dominant frameworks 

explaining immigration attitudes have focused on economic self-interest and cultural identity 

considerations (Branton et al. 2011; Hainmuller and Hopkins 2014; Huntington 2004; Scheve 
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and Slaughter 2001; Sides and Citrin 2007; Valentino et al. 2019). The racialization of 

immigration has shaped public opinion on immigration via the enactment of legislation and by 

raising the salience of ethnic cues. One such example is described above with the reinforcing, 

circular dynamic of apprehensions, anti-immigrant sentiment, and restrictive policies (Massey 

and Pren 2012). Flores (2017) explored if the implementation of SB 1070 in Arizona affected the 

nature of immigration related tweets finding that immigration attitudes expressed on Twitter 

were more negative after SB 1070 took effect and driven by a mobilization of anti-immigrant 

Twitter users. That the mobilization of a subset of the population drove the increase in negative 

immigration tweets falls in line with another major framework used to explain attitudes on 

immigration and political behavior which tends to trump explanations of economic interests. 

This framework focuses on pre-existing attitudes about immigrant groups as central factors 

driving opposition to immigration (Ayers, Hofstetter, Schnakenberg, and Kolody 2009; Brader, 

Valentino, and Suhay 2008; Brader et al. 2011; Citrin et al., 1997; Kinder and Kam 2010). With 

group cues playing a central role in immigration attitudes, the growing cognitive association 

between Latinos and immigration only exacerbates opposition from non-Latinos. 

Because politicians’ and the media’s reliance on alarmist, nativist immigration frames 

resonate with the public, numerous studies have explored the impact of Latino sentiment on 

attitudes on immigration policy. Branton et al. (2011) argued that anti-Latino sentiment was not 

related to support for restrictive immigration until frames of national security were cemented in 

the discourse on immigration in response to 9/11. Shin, Leal, and Ellison (2015) build on work 

that finds a connection between immigration attitudes and Latino sentiment and find that 

negative attitudes towards Latinos shape restrictive immigration policy opinions. That anti-

Latino sentiment affects public opinion on immigration policy suggests a negative racializing 



 

 31 

component in the way Latinos are viewed. Lacayo’s (2017) qualitative study found that Latinos 

are racialized as “perpetually inferior.” Her respondents not only described Latino culture as 

deficient and fixed, but they linked it to third-world countries, thereby homogenizing U.S. born 

Latinos and the foreign born. Such findings further bolster the explanatory insight provided by 

the literature applying theories of group cues, prejudice, and racial resentment. Emphasizing 

group cues, this literature has found heightened anti-immigrant sentiment when immigration is 

associated with Latinos (Brader et al., 2008; Hartman et al. 2014; Short and Magana 2002; Perez 

2010), suggesting that group cues supersede objective threat.  

Research on the underpinnings of anti-immigrant and anti-Latino sentiment finds stronger 

explanatory power from racial, as opposed to economic, considerations. As Latinos drive 

demographic changes, the more Latinos play a central role in the discourse on immigration. We 

can understand the cognitive association between immigration and Latinos among the public, 

particularly Whites, as part of a larger backlash politics. Research finds that the prospect of 

Whites losing their status as numerical majority inspires a political backlash among Whites 

ranging from restrictive immigration policies to individual-level shifts towards conservative 

attitudes (Abrajano and Hajnal 2015; Bai and Federico 2019; Branscombe, Schmitt, and 

Shiffhauer 2007; Craig and Richeson 2014a, 2014b; Kaufmann and Goodwin 2018). Abrajano 

and Hajnal (2015) examined how views on immigration and immigrants have affected the policy 

preferences and partisan ties of white Americans. They find that anxiety produced by changing 

demographics and acceptance of a Latino threat narrative yield a defection towards the 

Republican Party that suggests anti-immigrant sentiment can destabilize partisanship as a fixed 

political predictor. In fact, support for Trump in the 2016 primary campaign season grew the 

most in places experiencing Latino growth (Newman, Shah, and Collingwood 2018). Annual 
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border apprehensions increase conservative identification and the latter predicts support for 

restrictive immigration policies (Massey and Pren 2012). Thus, the close and reinforcing 

connection between a Latino threat narrative and restrictive immigration policies and attitudes 

suggest an element of anti-Latino sentiment. These political dynamics are reflective of the 

cognitive association between Latinos and immigration present in the public. 

The impact of racialization on attitudes and policy preferences is not limited to Whites, 

however. Research has explored immigration attitudes across, as well as within, racial/ethnic 

minority groups. Masuoka and Junn (2013) argue that group position on the American racial 

hierarchy influences group members’ attitudes on immigration levels and immigrant abode 

policies such that higher position on the hierarchy yields more restrictive attitudes. Their 

inclusion of racial group identity as a moderating factor allowed them to explore variation in 

immigration attitudes within each racial group. They found strength of Latino linked fate to 

predict inclusive attitudes towards immigrants and the extension of social services to immigrants 

(Masuoka and Junn 2013). Although native-born Latinos are less likely to have these favorable 

attitudes (Branton 2007; Lavariega Monforti and Sanchez 2010; Suro and Escobar 2006), 

Latinos are generally more supportive of positive immigration policies than the general public 

(Lopez, Morin, and Taylor 2010). Nonetheless, economic circumstances as well as anti-Black 

bias impact attitudes towards immigrants and immigration across all groups (Lopez and 

Gonzales-Barrera 2013; Mora and Paschel 2020).  

Prior Latino Responses to Anti-Immigrant Sentiment  

In recent decades awareness, albeit unconscious, of the cognitive association between 

immigration and Latinos has only strengthened in the public. While not directly exploring 

whether Latinos interpret anti-immigrant sentiment as anti-Latino in nature, previous scholarship 
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has illuminated ways in which the Latino community has responded politically to racialization 

and the accompanying discrimination, exclusion from social/political life, and stigma. This 

section discusses the variation in the Latino community’s response to racialization.  

As with other minority groups, Latinos have long struggled for a sense of belonging and 

political inclusion. The domain of intra-Latino conflict provides an illustration of variation in 

Latino response to racialization based on nativity. In his study of the relations between Mexican 

immigrants and Mexican Americans, Gutierrez (1995) traced the tensions and political 

organization around immigration. He wrote how immigration growth in the 1920s coupled with 

anti-Mexican sentiment yielded a Mexican American community divided over how to view 

Mexican immigrants and immigration. While some viewed Mexican immigrants as members of 

their Mexican American in-group on the basis of shared experiences with discrimination and 

culture, others dissociated from recent immigrants emphasizing immigrants’ lack of American 

identity (Gutierrez 1995).  

Strategies for advancement among political organizations additionally reflected the divisions 

within the Mexican American community. Political organizations played an important role in 

upholding and dismantling the boundaries between immigrants and Mexican Americans in their 

responses to anti-immigrant sentiment. Aware of the anti-immigrant sentiment affecting 

Mexicans in Texas, the League of United Latin Americans Citizens (LULAC) advocated for 

immigration restrictions, whereas the Confederacion de Uniones Obreras Mexicanas (CUOM) 

urged both governments to reduce immigration and called for an autonomous Mexican 

community in the US southwest (Gutierrez 1995, p.104). The Congress of Spanish Speaking 

Peoples noticed how discriminatory treatment affected Mexican immigrants and Mexican 

American citizens alike and called for their unity and collective political action (p.112). 
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Continued anti-immigrant sentiment and threat narratives during the Bracero Program and 

deportation campaign of Operation Wetback was met with the adoption of pro-immigrant stances 

by Mexican American organizations who initially advocated for restrictive immigration policies 

(Gutierrez 1995).  

The understanding of the negative implications of immigration policies on the civil rights of 

Mexican Americans gave way to more sympathetic stances towards immigrants. The cultural 

emphasis of the Chicano movement generated debate on the proper basis from which to organize 

politically, whether to emphasize cultural identity or to assimilate in order to achieve social 

change. This also encouraged a reassessment of the relations between Mexican Americans and 

Mexican immigrants. One of the achievements in the evaluation of immigrants’ relationship to 

Mexican Americans, Gutierrez writes, was a growing consensus among a variety of Mexican 

American and Chicano organizations on the centrality of immigration issues to Mexican 

American politics (p.202). Thus, evident in the Mexican American community’s struggle for 

inclusion is the diversity of strategies pursued in response to racializing conditions, of which 

immigration continues to be an inescapable element.  

The internal conflict over the appropriate political strategy to pursue, and inclusion of 

immigrants, highlights how recognition of undesirable characteristics shapes Latino political 

behavior. One of the enduring strategies to overcome discriminatory and exclusionary treatment 

has been to pursue assimilation into the dominant society (Basler 2008; Portes, Parker, and 

Cobas 1980). Under this view, the dominant in-group’s characteristics are slowly, but 

unequivocally, adopted by the out-group to the detriment of the out-group’s pre-existing 

characteristics, particularly if they are seen negatively by the dominant society (Alba and Nee 

1997). Latino immigrants often experience discriminatory treatment on the basis of having 
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characteristics, such as language or ethnicity, that differ from the dominant group (Pedraza 

2014), and particularly if not seen as assimilating quick enough (Huntington 2004). Native-born 

Latinos, now a generation removed from their immigrant counterparts, may experience 

integration differently and thus may have a divergent worldview (Abrego 2011). On one hand, 

beliefs about burdens immigrants inflict on society have been found to be more likely among the 

native-born (Lavariega Monforti and Sanchez 2010). On the other hand, the socialization of 

native-born Latinos in a context privy to the racial hierarchy can make them more aware of the 

stigmatized characteristics ascribed to Latinos and drive them to pursue individual or collective 

mobility strategies to counteract the stigma (Garcia Bedolla 2005).  

Tajfel and Turner (1979) describe both individual and collective social mobility strategies to 

overcome stigma as centered on the desire to maintain a positive sense of group worth and self-

esteem. The individual strategy involves creating social distance between themselves and those 

charged with stigmatized characteristics. In the context of Latinos, the individual strategy for 

maintaining a positive sense of worth would require dissociating from the group when the 

group’s worth is denigrated so as to not carry the stigma into ones’ self-esteem. In her study of 

Latino political behavior, Garcia Bedolla (2005) finds that the mobilizing potential of Latino 

collective identity is limited by the extent to which Latinos internalized stigma. Latinos who 

have the desire to fit into the American mainstream without having their identity devalued and 

stigmatized may choose to distance themselves from foreign-born Latinos whom they judge to 

hold these undesirable characteristics (Garcia Bedolla 2005). Basler (2008) finds that some 

Mexican Americans voted in favor of California’s restrictionist policies out of a desire to align 

themselves with the dominant group and avoid discrimination. Mexican Americans have also 

evaded association with African Americans as a strategy to avoid stigma and discrimination 
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(Arredondo 2008). Most recently, denial of racism has also become a method of aligning oneself 

with the dominant group so as to avoid discrimination and preserve positive self-image (Alamillo 

2019). Such an individual strategy is counterproductive to group cohesion, and rather maintains 

tension within the Latino community (Garcia Bedolla 2003).   

A collective mobility strategy to counter stigma, however, is create or restore a positive 

image of the group (Tajfel and Turner 1979). Simply being treated as a member of a group can 

foster group identification (Dawson 1994; Olsen 1972; Tajfel and Turner 1979), but conditions 

in the political and social environment as well as experiences with discrimination further 

encourage collective identification (Dawson 1994). In the face of social inequality in Chicago, 

Mexican Americans and Puerto Ricans came together and mobilized under a politicized Latino 

identity (Padilla 1985). Anti-immigrant contexts, additionally, have been found to heighten a 

sense of group identity (Jimenez 2010). Experiences of discrimination have been found to yield 

higher levels of Latino group identification (Lu and Jones 2910; Marsh and Ramirez 2019; 

Sanchez 2006; Sanchez, Masuoka, and Abrams 2019; Valdez 2011; Vargas, Sanchez, and 

Valdez 2017). When political rhetoric devalues Latino identity, Latinos who feel strongly 

connected to their group respond with attitudinal and participatory support for pro-group 

activities to restore the value of the group (Perez 2015).  

Aside from the Chicano Movement of the 1960s and 1970s, the most recent instances of 

mass political engagement among Latinos occurred in California in the mid-1990s and 

nationwide in 2006. Mass political engagement in the mid-1990s in California occurred in 

response to the series of ballot propositions aimed at limiting immigrant’s access to resources, 

ending affirmative action, and ending bilingual education. Legislative threat in the mid-1990s in 

California raised the salience of Latino identity and increased naturalizations and voter 
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registrations (Pantoja, Ramirez, and Segura 2001; Pantoja and Segura 2003). These propositions 

politicized Latinos, mobilizing them into formal participation in the electoral process, and 

thereby leaving an imprint in California’s political landscape. In 2005, H.R. 4437 was passed in 

the House of Representatives and would have criminalized undocumented immigrants and 

anyone else who aided them. This bill was the catalyst for the 2006 mass protests across the 

country. Studies on the 2006 protests have shown the diversity of participants in terms of 

national origin and generation (Barreto, Manzano, Ramirez, and Rim 2009; Martinez 2008), 

suggesting broad solidarity with the immigrant generation, undocumented, Mexican community 

in the U.S. Together these two instances of legislation mobilized electoral and nonelectoral 

responses from the Latino community and increased their sense of group identification. Mass 

engagement however was not uniform but rather contingent on positive attachment with those 

with a stronger sense of group worth much more likely to engage (Garcia Bedolla 2005).  

Divergent behavior among low- and high-identifying Latinos in the face of threat continues 

to be observed in recent political contexts. While experiencing discrimination can depress the 

political participation of Latinos with weaker sense of group identification (Schildkraut 2005), 

those with stronger attachment to the group turn stigmatizing and discriminatory instances into 

opportunities to engage in behavior that restores the worth of their group (Perez 2015). Working 

within the framework of social identity theory Perez (2015) found high identifying Latinos 

exhibit ethnocentric behavior and in-group pride relative to low-identifying Latinos when 

exposed to immigration rhetoric that specifically devalues Latino identity. Garcia-Rios, Pedraza, 

and Wilcox-Archuleta (2018) tested the theoretical claims found in Perez (2015) in the context of 

the 2016 election and found divergent favorability ratings of Donald Trump among high- and 

low-identifying Mexican heritage Latinos consistent with Perez’ findings.  
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In sum, scholarship that has explored Latino political life indicates variation in Latino 

responses to instances of anti-immigrant policies, which can be observed along the cleavages of 

nativity, generational status, and level of identification with each other. The site of intra-Latino 

conflict illustrates the Latino community’s sensitivity towards racialization and how this 

understanding has influenced how individuals conceive of their group identification and 

subsequent political behavior. Application of social identity theory in the identity-to-politics link 

for Latinos (Perez 2015) yields a psychological underpinning of the political attitudes and 

behavior of low- and high-identifying Latinos under anti-immigrant contexts. While the literature 

has identified instances of Latinos reacting to anti-immigrant contexts, it is unclear whether 

Latinos conceive of such instances as anti-Latino as well. It is unclear whether Latinos that have 

participated in politics (i.e., mass protest, naturalization, registration, voting) during these times 

are doing so with the cognitive judgment that the anti-immigrant context they are reacting to is 

also anti-Latino. Therefore, the framework I posit to understand perceptions of racialization 

simultaneously activates identity and threat, providing unique information about the context that 

can be brought to bear in expressions of political influence and political decision-making.  

Conclusion 

This chapter theorizes perceptions of racialization as a blending of mechanisms found in the 

literature on threat and group identity which affect political behavior. Perceptions of racialization 

cue Latinos to consider the policy issue of immigration as injurious to immigrants, along with 

Latinos as the target group of such immigration sentiment. Threat has the capacity to affect 

attitudinal and participatory reactions from Latinos and can also serve as the stimulus that pushes 

Latinos to rely on their group identity to inform their political behavior. Merging identity and 

threat mechanisms with the intertwined reality of Latino identity and immigration politics allows 
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us to consider the extent to which racialization features in Latino identity, partisan, attitudinal, 

and participatory orientations. Previous research has shown that a large component in intra-

Latino conflict has implicitly affirmed recognition of stigma and identified the varied ways in 

which Latinos have responded. Perceptions of racialization, as a framework, is thus poised to 

leverage the salience of immigration and capture if and how finding one’s in-group implicated in 

anti-immigrant sentiment has any political consequences.  

 In the chapters that follow, I test empirically the theoretical framework of perceptions of 

racialization and demonstrate the areas and ways in which these perceptions inform Latino 

political behavior. These efforts build on previous work using perceptions of racialization when 

examining Latinos’ reported health outcomes and support for immigrant rights activism (Vargas, 

Sanchez, and Juarez 2017; Wallace and Zepeda-Millan 2018). 
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How Perceptions of Racialization Relate to Discrimination and Identity 
 
 
Introduction 

 The incorporation of a novel variable, perceptions of racialization, into the discussion of 

Latino political behavior involves addressing various components of the identity-to-politics link 

(Lee 2008). The following chapters will examine the role these perceptions play in Latino 

attitudes, partisanship, evaluations, and participation. This chapter, however, will explore the 

relationship between perceptions of racialization and discrimination. After doing so, the chapter 

will turn to explore the impact perceptions of racialization have on two approaches to 

identification: linked fate and importance of a social group to the individual’s self-concept. 

Because the judgment of racialization has an identity component, there is reason to expect an 

underlying social psychological mechanism that connects perceptions of racialization to a sense 

of group identification and solidarity. I thus leverage social identity theory in combination with 

the literature on racial/ethnic identity politics to bear upon the formation of identification and 

solidarity through perceptions of racialization. 

In this chapter, I analyze which Latinos have a higher propensity in understanding anti-

immigrant contexts as anti-Latino, as well as the impact of anti-Latino context on self-

identification. Alongside perceptions and experiences of discrimination, I explore acculturation, 

generation, ideological variables, and demographic variables as antecedents to perceptions of 

racialization. Further, with the expectation that the most relevant forms of linked fate for Latinos 

given the recent political context would be panethnic, immigrant, and minority linked fates, I 

will examine how perceptions of racialization impact these manifestations of group solidarity. As 

will be evident, not only does discrimination facilitate Latinos’ recognition of anti-immigrant 

sentiment as anti-Latino sentiment, but higher levels of perceptions of racialization are 
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associated with higher levels of linked fate with regards to Latinos, immigrants, African 

Americans, and minorities in general. Perceptions of racialization additionally demonstrate an 

orientation toward ethnically defined identities. 

Discrimination Activating Latino Identification 

 Latinos have a variety of ethnic based identity options from which to choose ranging 

from national origin (e.g., Mexican; Salvadoran), to panethnic (e.g., Latino/Hispanic), to political 

(e.g., Chicana/o), to identification with the host country (e.g., American). For communities 

composed with sizable portions of immigrants such as Latinos and Asian Americans the 

preference to identify with their country of origin is prevalent among the immigrant generation 

and reflects their socialization with identity categories from their home countries. Socialization 

and acculturation in the U.S. presents members of these ethnic groups with new identity options 

that are products of social and political struggle. Within the dynamics of identity negotiation 

there are both positive, internal forces and negative, external forces that account for the 

development of group identification and consciousness (Junn 2006). The decision to choose one 

over another often depends on exogenous factors, whether through broader society or its political 

institutions, that increase the salience of an identity category to an individual’s life. While 

research in political behavior has explored politics arising out of an established social/racial 

identity, identities can and have been found to arise from political struggle (Espiritu 1992; 

Lipsitz 2001; Padilla 1985).  

Given the prevalence of national origin identification in the immigrant generation, the 

adoption of panethnic identification may not simply reflect a shared understanding of cultural 

commonality as much as social and political processes (Espiritu 1992; Mora 2014). While 

identification with the individual’s home country consistently ranks among the top and initial 
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identity preferences among Latinos (De la Garza et al. 1992; Fraga et al. 2010), identification 

beyond national origin has been growing and at times is forged for the purposes of political 

organizing. As the use of panethnic identifiers was beginning to gain traction, there is evidence 

of the use of panethnic identification at the local level organizing Mexican Americans and Puerto 

Ricans in resistance of their economic conditions and inequality (Padilla 1985). Organizers in the 

2006 immigration marches additionally framed their protests with panethnic identifiers, 

resonating with Latinos and increasing their sense of group consciousness with political 

consequences (Sanchez 2006a; Valdez 2011; Street, Zepeda-Millan, and Jones-Correa 2015).  

While panethnic group identification has been used for political organizing arising from 

within the various Latino communities, political and social processes external to individual 

Latinos have also forced group identification via a variety of mechanisms of out-group negativity 

and nativism. One of the most powerful variables found to lead to a development of group 

identification and consciousness is discrimination. Discriminatory, exclusionary treatment has 

led to the embrace of a new identity in the past (Gutierrez 1995) and continues to play a role in 

Latino individuals’ embrace of an ethnically differentiated group as a reflection of the racially 

defined structural context (Masuoka and Junn 2013; Omi and Winant 2014). Direct and indirect 

discriminatory experiences can push individuals to connect with others whom they believe share 

in the same discriminatory experiences or disadvantaged status and form a basis for collective 

action. In the face of such threatening experiences and intergroup conflict, social identity theory 

(Tajfel and Turner 1979) outlines differing pathways individuals can take to protect their social 

status and self-esteem where they could choose to gravitate towards their in-group or they could 

drift away and identify with another, higher status, social group.  
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Discrimination, as a force that is negative and external to the individual, refers to a 

spectrum of exclusionary treatment ranging from interpersonal social interactions to group-

centered negative rhetoric, and to stigma. It is understood from a social structural framework to 

target lower-status, stigmatized groups in both explicit and implicit ways (Masuoka and Junn 

2013). Given the covert ways in which racism manifests in the post-civil rights era (Bonilla-Silva 

2001) as influenced by norms of equality (Mendelberg 2001), instances of discrimination can be 

less explicit and more ambiguous, but nonetheless perpetuate conditions of marginalization.  

In light of this ambiguity, it is useful to consider discrimination in the forms of actual 

experiences an individual may face and perceptions about the general treatment of Latinos in the 

U.S. (Schildkraut 2005). Although the immigrant generation tends to report fewer experiences 

with discrimination (de la Garza et al. 1992; Roth 2008), Latinos overwhelmingly report 

discrimination as a problem affecting Latinos (Fraga et al. 2010, p. 146). In instances where the 

immigrant generation has reported experiences with discriminatory treatment, they identify 

accent and immigration status while later generations cite skin color as causes (Fraga et al. 

2010).  

In the face of discrimination, Dawson (1994) proposed a “black utility heuristic” in the 

formation and cohesiveness of Black politics. This heuristic is a mechanism of “linked fate” 

where gravitation towards the group when assessing individual self-interest is framed as a 

rational process. The pervasive discrimination that characterizes the legacy of racism is what 

yields group norms regarding individual political behavior and renders efforts for group uplift an 

efficient means of maximizing self-interest (Dawson 1994; White and Laird 2020). Extensions of 

the linked fate framework and measure to non-Black minorities have yielded mixed results 

however (McClain et al. 2008). Actual experiences of discrimination have been found to increase 
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a sense of linked fate among Asian Americans (Lu and Jones 2019; Masuoka 2006), particularly 

among U.S. born Asian Americans (Lien, Conway, and Wong 2004). Masuoka (2006) does not 

find this to be the case among Latinos, but to the extent that Latinos demonstrate a sense of 

linked fate in the face of discrimination it is among the immigrant generation and more a product 

of social integration (Masuoka and Sanchez 2010). Latinos have higher levels of linked fate 

when discrimination is measured as a perception about the group’s treatment in society 

(Masuoka 2006).  

More recently, research exploring the context of the 2016 presidential election has 

yielded insight into the role of discrimination in Latino group identity. Lu and Jones (2019) 

explore the effects of actual and perceptions of discrimination on group attitudes finding that 

both forms of discrimination increase a sense of linked fate among Asian Americans and 

Latinos. This corroborates Sanchez, Masuoka, and Adams’ (2019) findings that while actual 

discrimination was not a significant predictor of Latino linked fate in 2006, both actual and 

perceptions of discrimination are significant and positively associated with Latino linked fate in 

2016. Trump’s nativist campaign rhetoric targeted all Latinos but still had an identifiable focus 

on Mexican immigrants. This was reflected in high-identifying Latinos’, particularly Mexican-

heritage Latinos’, stronger aversion to Trump relative to other Latinos (Garcia-Rios, Pedraza, 

and Wilcox-Archuleta (2018). As with African Americans, a sense of linked fate among Latinos 

also varies over time and across generation (Smith, Lopez Bunyasi, and Smith 2019). These 

findings suggest that discrimination plays a dynamic role in the formation of linked fate among 

non-Black minorities, Latinos in particular, and whose strength is dependent on factors of the 

current context in which they are embedded. I posit that that anti-immigrant, anti-Latino 
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elements of the context allow us to examine how perceptions of racialization are related to 

discrimination and linked fate. 

Perceptions of Racialization and Discrimination 

In chapter two, I briefly distinguished perceptions of racialization from discrimination 

and identity. Here I continue to posit that perceptions of racialization are not a substitute for 

discrimination but rather a separate construct alerting the respondent to anti-immigrant sentiment 

that implicates their panethnic in-group. However, given the role of discrimination as an external 

force in activating a sense of Latino identification and solidarity, I examine its role in Latinos’ 

judgment that anti-immigrant contexts implicate Latinos.  

Table 3.1 The Distribution of Perceptions of Racialization 
  2016 CMPS   
Strongly Disagree 8% 
Somewhat Disagree 8% 
Neither 40% 
Somewhat Agree 25% 
Strongly Agree 19%   
N 3,003 
Source: 2016 CMPS. Entries are percentages of respondents. 
Data are weighted. 

 

Table 3.1 shows the distribution of responses to the racialization item in the 2016 CMPS 

asking Latino respondents the degree to which they agree or disagree with the statement: “anti-

immigrant sentiments are really anti-Latino sentiments.” The distribution shows a left skew. 

Almost half (44%) of Latinos indicate they at least somewhat believe anti-immigrant sentiment 

is really anti-Latino sentiment. About one in five strongly agree with this statement. These 

results indicate that when a national sample of Latinos is asked about the degree to which they 

believe the anti-immigrant dynamics of their political context implicates Latinos, almost half 

believe their political environment can be characterized in such a way.  
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In distinguishing racialization from discrimination and identity measures, I scale together 

three discrimination items from the 2016 CMPS. The first item asks how much discrimination 

exists against Latinos. Eighty-two percent of Latinos indicate at least some discrimination exists 

against Latinos. The second item asks how much of a problem a respondent thinks 

discrimination is in preventing Latinos from succeeding in America (Not a problem at all, a 

minor problem, a moderate problem, a major problem, the primary problem). Thirteen percent of 

Latinos here indicate discrimination is the primary problem preventing Latinos from succeeding 

while the next 35% believe it is a major problem. A third item asks the respondents how much 

discrimination there is in the U.S. against the respondent’s national origin group (None, Little, 

Some, A lot). Seventy-six percent of Latinos indicate at least “some” discrimination exists 

against their Latino national origin group. A fourth item asks whether the respondent has 

experienced discriminatory treatment (no, yes), with 54% of respondents indicating they have 

experienced discrimination.  

Table 3.2 Three Discrimination Items 
Item 1: “How much discrimination is there against [Latinos]?” 

None Little Some A lot  
3 16 40 42       

Item 2: “How much of a problem do you think discrimination against Latinos is in 
preventing Latinos in general from succeeding in America?” 

Not a 
Problem Minor Problem Moderate Problem Major Problem 

Primary 
Problem 

10 11 31 35 13 
     

Item 3: “How much discrimination is there against [national origin group]?" 
None Little Some A lot  

6 17 36 40       
Note: Entries are percentages. Data are weighted. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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At the level of perceptions, the three discrimination items scaled together reliably 

(alpha=.74).11 Actual experiences with discrimination are not included in the scale as they 

function as experiences at the individual level, rather than perceptions. Thus, for the ensuing 

models tested here and in the following chapters, I utilize the scale of discrimination in place of 

any singular measure of perception of discrimination against Latinos.  

Table 3.3 Relationship between Perceptions of 
Racialization and other Variables 
 Racialization 
Perception of Discrimination 0.38* 
 (3,003) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.16* 
 (3,003) 
Linked Fate 0.21* 
 (3,003) 
Linked Fate w/Latinos & African 
Americans 0.36* 
 (2,592) 
Immigrant Linked Fate 0.26* 
 (2,742) 
Minority Linked Fate 0.28* 
 (2,735) 
Ideology 0.2* 
 (3,003) 
Interest 0.1* 
 (3,003) 
Trust 0.06* 
 (3,003) 
Generation -0.11* 
 (2,617) 
Spanish Language 0.14* 
 (2,884) 
Note: Table entries are Pearson correlation coefficients 
with observations below. Entries are weighted. *p<0.05. 
Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 

 
11 Scaling these items is consistent with Gutierrez et al. (2019) who combine two of these items. 
Creating a three-item scale yields a slightly higher alpha, up from .64. 
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 Table 3.3 shows the correlation between perceptions of racialization and discrimination 

as well as with other independent measures of linked fate. As Table 3.3 reveals, the strongest 

magnitude of association between perceptions of racialization and any other variable is a 

moderate association with the full scale of discrimination. Latinos who perceive racialization 

tend to perceive discrimination against their in-group, albeit moderately. Are perceptions of 

racialization more strongly associated with political predispositions such as ideological 

identification, interest in politics, and trust in the government? Latinos who perceive their in-

group as overlapping in anti-immigrant sentiment tend to be more ideologically liberal, more 

interested in politics, and more trusting of the government although the magnitude of these 

correlations is weak. In similar magnitude, Latinos who perceive racialization tend to be closer to 

the immigrant generation and rely more on Spanish language media for the news. By these weak 

to moderate associations, perceptions of racialization are not one and the same with 

discrimination, linked fate, political predispositions, nor acculturation.  

 Who among Latinos is more likely to perceive an overlap between anti-immigrant 

sentiment and Latinos? In testing predictors of perceptions of racialization (hypotheses 3.1 and 

3.2 below), I give greater attention to perceptions of and experiences with discrimination as 

pushing Latinos to judge anti-immigrant sentiment as also being anti-Latino. If we understand 

perceptions of racialization to cue a sense of threat, it is reasonable to expect that perceptions of 

discrimination would have a positive association with racialization, as a particular manifestation 

of the threat of discrimination. As Latinos perceive that society imposes barriers to Latinos’ 

social acceptance and agency, the more likely they are to perceive anti-immigrant sentiment and 

contexts as examples of those barriers. Lu and Jones (2019) find that Latinos who experience 

discrimination are more likely to have a sense of linked fate. Given that perceptions of 
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racialization cue identity, I test in hypothesis 3.2 the potential relationship between experiencing 

discrimination and perceptions of racialization. 

 
H3.1 | Greater levels of perceptions of discrimination will increase Latinos’ perceptions 

of racialization. 

H3.2 | Experiencing discrimination will increase Latinos’ perceptions of racialization. 

 
The model in Table 3.4 controls for standard demographics such as age, income, gender, 

and education and political variables such as interest in politics and ideology. Ideology ranges 

from very conservative to very liberal ideology. The model also controls for acculturation 

correlates as measured through generational status and language. Generational status is presented 

as dummy variables with the immigrant generation as the reference category. Language is 

measured as the respondent’s preferred language to consume news, ranging from mostly English 

to mostly Spanish. These controls will also be applied in subsequent regression models in this 

and other chapters. 
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Table 3.4 The Relationship between Discrimination and Perceptions of Racialization 
 Model 1 Model 2 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.457*** 0.454***  

(0.045) (0.052) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.013 -0.043  

(0.063) (0.294) 
Perceptions*Experience 0.009  

 (0.092) 
Spanish Language 0.086* 0.086*  

(0.035) (0.035) 
2nd Generation -0.157t -0.157t  

(0.083) (0.083) 
3rd+ Generation -0.178* -0.177*  

(0.084) (0.084) 
Interest 0.074t 0.074t  

(0.039) (0.039) 
Ideology 0.084*** 0.084***  

(0.018) (0.018) 
College Degree 0.139t 0.139t  

(0.081) (0.081) 
Income -0.019 -0.019  

(0.015) (0.015) 
Age 0.001 0.001  

(0.002) (0.002) 
Female -0.115t -0.116t  

(0.064) (0.064) 
Constant 1.447*** 1.457***  

(0.213) (0.224) 
R-squared 0.19 0.19 
N 2496 2496 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are OLS coefficients with 
standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 

The results of the regression model presented in Table 3.4 provide evidence that 

perceiving racialization is in part a function of general perceptions of discrimination against 

Latinos. Contrary to the expectation in Hypothesis 3.2 however, personal experiences with 

discrimination are not significantly related to perceptions of racialization. In Model 2, I specify a 

model testing an interaction term between perceptions and experiences of discrimination to 

examine if the effect of perceiving discrimination differs for those who have experienced 
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discrimination. Results indicate that those who have experienced discrimination and perceive 

racialization do not have a higher probability of perceiving racialization. Latinos may have 

stronger levels of linked fate if they have experienced discrimination first-hand (Sanchez, 

Masuoka, and Adams 2019), but the findings presented here do not suggest experiencing 

discrimination can help Latinos associate anti-immigrant sentiment with their panethnic in-

group. Perhaps this is because individuals differ in their assessment of the discriminatory 

incidents they experience (Roth 2008). Additionally, that panethnic linked fate and perceptions 

of racialization are not similarly influenced by experiences of discrimination suggests linked fate 

and racialization are judgments following differing paths of formation and thus conceptually 

distinct.  

The results also indicate that perceptions of racialization are stronger with lower levels of 

acculturation, as measured by the reliance on Spanish media for news and by closeness to the 

immigrant generation. After discrimination, the next variable with the strongest effect is 

ideology, with movement from conservative to liberal self-placement yielding higher levels of 

perceptions of racialization. In terms of demographic control variables, no variable significantly 

predicts change in perceptions of racialization. College degree or higher is positively predictive 

but just outside level of significance.  

Implications for Interdependence and Identity 

Important antecedents to a politicized Latino identity revolve around contexts of threat. 

Threatening contexts characterized by discriminatory or exclusionary treatment such as anti-

immigrant sentiment, portrayals of Latino immigrants as criminals, as well as punitive 

immigration policies and nativist discourse encourage panethnic Latino identification (Massey 

and Sanchez 2010; Masuoka 2008; Padilla 1985; Perez 2015; Sanchez 2006a; White 2007). In 
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the 2006 immigration marches for example, Zepeda-Millan and Wallace (2013) found stronger 

panethnic orientations among Latinos during and after the marches. The political relevance of 

activating a panethnic, Latino identity appears to be dependent on context and a mobilizing 

engine to sustain its political impact. Given this, I posit that perceptions of racialization, 

conceived as cuing both a sense of identity and threat, can serve as an indicator of a threatening 

context that affects Latinos’ identification primarily with their in-group but also with other 

groups in similar social standing.   

To better understand the identity implications of perceptions of racialization, it is 

important to examine how racialization is related to measures of interdependence that emphasize 

slightly different social group connections as well as in-groups. How do Latinos who make this 

cognitive judgment about their political environment recognize an interdependence with in-

groups that center immigrants, Latinos only, Latinos with African Americans, or minorities in 

general? Scholarship on group identification and linked fate finds that discrimination heightens 

individuals’ sense of group connectedness (Dawson 1994; Garcia Bedolla 2005; Sanchez, 

Masuoka, and Adams 2019). With perception of racialization’s activation of a sense of threat I 

posit the following hypothesis. 

 
H3.3 | Greater levels of perceptions of racialization will increase Latinos’ sense of linked 

fate with other Latinos, African Americans, immigrants, and minorities in general. 
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Table 3.5 The Relationship between Perceptions of Racialization and Linked Fate 

 

Panethnic 
Linked Fate 

Latinos & African 
Americans 

Immigrant 
Linked Fate 

Minority 
Linked Fate 

Perceptions of 
Racialization 

0.089* 0.195*** 0.062* 0.082** 
(0.037) (0.030) (0.029) (0.028) 

Perceptions of 
Discrimination 

0.290*** 0.231*** 0.388*** 0.393*** 
(0.049) (0.043) (0.044) (0.043) 

Experienced 
Discrimination 

0.435*** -0.04 0.253*** 0.198** 
(0.079) (0.060) (0.071) (0.061) 

News in Spanish -0.051 0.023 0.043 -0.042 
 (0.038) (0.027) (0.032) (0.031) 
2nd Generation 0.172* 0.13 -0.091 0.007 
 (0.081) (0.067) (0.070) (0.065) 
3rd+ Generation -0.038 0.052 -0.150* -0.098 
 (0.087) (0.070) (0.076) (0.071) 
Interest 0.172*** 0.116** 0.071 0.100* 
 (0.043) (0.040) (0.042) (0.040) 
Ideology 0.062** 0.014 0.011 0.057** 
 (0.023) (0.018) (0.022) (0.022) 
College Degree 0.068 0.095 0.159* 0.128 
 (0.076) (0.058) (0.068) (0.068) 
Income -0.025* -0.020* -0.004 -0.009 
 (0.012) (0.009) (0.010) (0.010) 
Age -0.009*** -0.002 -0.015*** -0.008*** 
 (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female 0.003 0.055 -0.107 -0.062 
 (0.076) (0.061) (0.063) (0.063) 
Constant 0.610** 0.611** 1.251*** 0.942*** 
 (0.229) (0.192) (0.221) (0.229) 
R-squared 0.19 0.16 0.23 0.21 
N 2496 2184 2311 2306 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are beta coefficients derived from 
OLS regressions with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
 

Table 3.5 presents the results of OLS models predicting levels of linked fate with (1) Latinos, 

(2) Latinos and African Americans, (3) immigrants, and (4) minorities in general. The results 

provide evidence that having a sense of interdependence with in-groups that implicate Latinos as 
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well as marginalized social groups in general is in part a function of perceptions Latinos hold 

regarding how Latinos are directly and indirectly subjected to differential treatment in the U.S. 

Across these models of interdependence, increasing levels of perceptions of racialization are 

associated with greater levels of linked fate regardless of the specified social group. As a 

recognition of exclusionary treatment, racialization may be related to Latinos’ understanding of 

social groups with whom they share commonalities in treatment and barriers to social mobility 

and incorporation.  

The findings additionally demonstrate the interdependence Latinos feel is also a function of 

perceptions and experiences with discrimination. With the exception of actual discrimination in 

the Latinos and African American linked fate model, both experiences and perceptions of 

discrimination are positively and significantly associated with higher levels of linked fate across 

models. Notwithstanding the stronger effects for perceptions and experiences with discrimination 

relative to perceptions of racialization, racialization retains significance and further yields higher 

levels of interdependence.  

The results also show some consistency with the literature on Latino linked fate. Sanchez and 

Masuoka (2010) find that a sense of interconnectedness with other Latinos, in the 2006 context, 

seems to be a factor of marginalization deriving from economic conditions and proximity to the 

immigrant generation. Lower income Latinos are found to experience the highest levels of 

panethnic linked fate and the results in table 3.5 confirm this finding, although only significant in 

the first two models. When they update their analysis of predictors of panethnic linked fate a 

decade later Sanchez, Masuoka, and Adams (2019) find some differences in the predictors for 

the 2016 context, namely the role of discrimination. Perceptions of discrimination is a significant 

predictor and is joined by experiences of discrimination as other studies have found (Sanchez 
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and Rodriguez Espinoza 2016; Sanchez and Vargas 2016). The analysis in Table 3.5 seconds the 

findings on discrimination and adds perceptions of racialization as an important predictor in the 

2016 context as well as in additional models of linked fate. 

Both studies also find strength of panethnic linked fate to decrease across generation, 

although not significant in the 2016 context. However, generational status does not uniformly 

predict higher or lower levels of perceptions of connectedness across the models presented here. 

For the panethnic linked fate model, second generation Latinos actually have higher levels of 

linked fate. Consistent however, and perhaps most expected, the generations most removed from 

the immigrant experience only predict lower levels of linked fate in reference to immigrants. 

Nonetheless, the results presented here provide support for hypothesis 3.3, that greater levels of 

perceptions of racialization predict stronger levels of interdependence. 

Linked fate measures of interdependence are not the only means through which scholars have 

measured group-centric tendencies. The centrality of a social group to an individual’s self-

concept can also be gleaned through a more affective component of identity that asks how 

important an identity is to the individual. Having found that perceptions of racialization are 

associated with higher levels of linked fate across the social groups being cued, do perceptions of 

racialization function similarly for measures that approach identification differently?  

To answer this question, I make use of the 2016 CMPS’ items that ask Latino respondents 

how important being American, Latino, and being of their selected Latino ethnicity is to how 

they see themselves. These are three separate questions asking respondents how important each 

identity is to who they are and are thus not mutually exclusive; it is possible that all three 

identities form an important part of how Latinos views themselves. Common social 

categorizations Latinos are faced with as they navigate life in the U.S. include the national origin 
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group they may treat as their default identity, the panethnic identity developed in the U.S. into 

which others may categorize them, and identification as a member of the U.S. national 

community. Such items push the individual to self-categorize but also to reveal the centrality of 

these identities to the individual’s self-concept.  

I expect perceptions of racialization to influence these identity choices in divergent ways. By 

virtue of cuing the individual to a sense of threat along with a sense of ethnic identification, 

perceptions of racialization can be expected to have a closer relationship to social categorizations 

that speak to ethnic groupings over a political community. On this basis, we could simply expect 

an absence of a relationship between racialization and American identification. On the other 

hand, a negative relationship is also possible if the discriminatory form of threat inherent to 

racialization is understood by the individual as a rejection from the national ‘American’ in-

group. I hypothesize the following. 

H3.4 | Greater levels of perceptions of racialization will increase the importance of national 

origin and panethnic identities to the individual’s self-concept. 

H3.5 | Greater levels of perceptions of racialization will decrease the importance of 

American identity. 

H3.6 | Greater levels of perceptions of racialization will push Latinos toward a preference 

for national origin or panethnic identities over American identification. 
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Table 3.6 The Relationship between Perceptions of Racialization and 
Affective Identification 
 National Origin Panethnic American 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.039t 0.055* 0.009 
 (0.021) (0.023) (0.024) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.232*** 0.233*** 0.019 
 (0.040) (0.040) (0.036) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.106* 0.105* 0.034 
 (0.051) (0.050) (0.049) 
Spanish Language 0.057* 0.041t -0.100*** 
 (0.025) (0.024) (0.030) 
2nd Generation -0.099t -0.018 0.128* 
 (0.059) (0.059) (0.053) 
3rd+ Generation -0.225*** -0.134* 0.093 
 (0.066) (0.063) (0.057) 
Interest 0.007 0.014 0.082* 
 (0.032) (0.031) (0.033) 
Ideology 0.028t 0.027t 0.022 
 (0.016) (0.015) (0.017) 
Age 0.002 0.001 0.008*** 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female 0.170** 0.170*** 0.024 
 (0.053) (0.051) (0.051) 
College Degree 0.095t 0.047 0.023 
 (0.055) (0.055) (0.047) 
Income -0.007 -0.007 -0.012 
 (0.009) (0.010) (0.009) 
Constant 2.116*** 2.110*** 2.880*** 
 (0.189) (0.185) (0.183) 
R-squared 0.15 0.14 0.08 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are unstandardized 
OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
Table 3.6 presents the results of OLS models predicting affective identification with 

national origin, panethnic, and American identity. These findings reveal a relationship between 

perceptions of racialization and the national origin and panethnic forms of identification that are 

consistent with the findings for the measures of linked fate. The centrality of a national origin, 



 

 58 

although slightly beyond the .05 level of significance, as well as a panethnic identity to Latinos is 

a function of stronger perceptions of racialization, supporting hypothesis 3.4. Perceptions of, and 

experiences with, discrimination are also positively related to the salience of ethnic and 

panethnic identification. The positive directionality of the top three predictors suggests that an 

ethnic based identity will continue to be a crucial component of Latino individuals’ self-

understanding if they feel targeted and otherized. 

Contrary to the expectations in hypothesis 3.5, perceptions of racialization are not 

significantly associated with changes in American identification. That the salience of American 

identity to Latinos is highest for the second generation may indicate that the second generation is 

the site where Latinos navigate through the various identity categorizations as they experience 

their influences through parental socialization, social networks, and navigation through U.S. 

institutions. By the third generation, the salience of national origin and panethnic identities 

declines. Interestingly, Latinas in the linked fate models do not differ from Latinos, but Latinas 

tend to have stronger ethnic and panethnic identities in this analysis. To the degree that receiving 

news in Spanish is related to identity categories, greater consumption in Spanish is positively 

associated with the centrality of the individual’s national origin in-group but lowers the degree to 

which Latinos see ‘American’ as an important feature of who they are.   
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Table 3.7 Identity Choice among Latinos 

 
National Origin 
vs. American 

Panethnic vs. 
American 

National Origin 
vs. Panethnic 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.144* 0.036 0.108 
 (0.074) (0.096) (0.103) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.287* 0.18 0.106 
 (0.114) (0.130) (0.154) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.092 -0.131 0.223 
 (0.173) (0.193) (0.212) 
Spanish Language 0.493*** 0.636*** -0.144t 

 (0.088) (0.094) (0.086) 
2nd Generation -1.171*** -0.284 -0.887*** 
 (0.193) (0.227) (0.210) 
3rd+ Generation -1.798*** -0.433t -1.365*** 
 (0.198) (0.232) (0.242) 
Interest -0.256* -0.247* -0.01 
 (0.120) (0.115) (0.115) 
Ideology -0.021 0.002 -0.024 
 (0.053) (0.056) (0.063) 
Age -0.019** -0.017** -0.002 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.007) 
Female 0.555** 0.862*** -0.307 
 (0.171) (0.192) (0.216) 
College Degree -0.086 -0.238 0.151 
 (0.169) (0.197) (0.214) 
Income -0.02 -0.03 0.011 
 (0.026) (0.034) (0.039) 
Constant -0.384 -1.135t 0.751 
 (0.539) (0.605) (0.638) 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Pseudo-R^2 0.16 0.16 0.16 
Log likelihood -2185.87 -2185.87 -2185.87 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are multinomial logit 
coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS.  

 
When weighing the various social identities and identifying which ones are more central 

to the individual’s sense of self, Latinos often negotiate and navigate identities that showcase 

their heritage as well as their national membership. At times these identities have played out in 

conflict with one another, particularly evident in Latinos’ intracommunal divisions in strategies 

for political empowerment and social inclusion (see Garcia-Bedolla 2005; Gutierrez 1995). 
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Broader society plays a role in forcing Latinos to treat these identities in zero-sum terms. The 

2006 marches in support for undocumented immigrants, for example, included displays of the 

U.S. flag but also flags of other countries. This prompted some backlash from wider society with 

the argument that waving flags from other countries displayed disloyalty and undermined 

undocumented immigrants’ case for citizenship and acceptance as full Americans (Chander 

2006). It is not surprising then that many organizers used frames and symbols of American 

values and membership, ultimately yielding higher levels of American identification among 

Latinos during and after the marches (Mohamed 2013). Thus, while an individual can hold all of 

these identities as part of their sense of self, in practice individuals may be forced to approach an 

identity as necessarily detracting from the others. 

Table 3.7 presents the results of a multinomial logistic regression on the choice of 

identification between ethnic, panethnic, and American identities. While each of these identities 

do not prevent the adoption of another identity and can be simultaneously held, some variables 

may be strong enough in a given context so as to unequivocally push Latinos towards a particular 

identity. Findings from table 3.6 demonstrated that racialization and discrimination are positively 

and significantly associated with ethnic and panethnic identifiers but not with the American 

identifier. This may suggest Latinos’ self-understanding as Americans is not affected by 

indicators of marginalization in the way that ethnic and panethnic identities are. Table 3.7 

demonstrates that both perceptions of racialization and discrimination are significantly associated 

with a preference for Latinos’ national origin identity over their American identity. A preference 

for a panethnic identity over American identity however is not supported. 

It is important to note, additionally, the directions into which indicators of acculturation 

and marginalization push Latinos. As discussed above, the indicators of marginalization and 
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closest proximity to the immigrant experience push Latinos towards identifiers that center an 

ethnic background. Generations most fully socialized in the U.S. demonstrate an attachment to 

“American” identity over the national origin identifier. The negative direction that the dummies 

for second and later generations point toward suggests U.S. socialization makes U.S. based 

identities more salient to those further removed from the immigrant generation. We observe this 

pattern in their preference for “American” and “Latino” over “national origin,” both of which are 

U.S.-based social identities. Similarly, the degree to which a capacity for engagement with U.S. 

social and political life that comes with greater acculturation can be measured with use of 

English and interest in politics, Latinos with greater English language use and interest in politics 

identify with the American identity more than their ethnic based one. This is somewhat 

supported in the panethnic vs. American model and more clearly supported in the national origin 

vs. American model. The negative relationship the indicator for political interest has with the 

ethnic and panethnic identifiers is consistent with the positive relationship it has with American 

identity in table 3.6.  

Nonetheless, this analysis finds partial support for hypothesis 3.6. General perceptions of 

discrimination against Latinos and instances where Latinos feel negatively targeted bring 

Latinos’ ethnic based identities to the fore over their American identity. However, the lack of a 

relationship between perceptions of racialization and discrimination and American identity found 

in table 3.6 and may be at the root of why we do not observe significant relationships between 

the predictors and the identity choices in the analysis in table 3.7. Alternatively, all three of these 

identity choices may figure equally into Latinos’ self-concept such that contextually specific 

variables do not force Latinos to engage in zero-sum calculations with regards to their multiple 

identities.  
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Conclusion  

 This chapter examined dynamics of identity formation among Latinos with particular 

attention to perceptions of racialization. I began examining perceptions of racialization in its 

close connections to discrimination on one hand and identity on the other. Thinking of 

perceptions of racialization as simultaneously driven by the mechanisms of threat and identity, 

there could be a temptation to use perceptions of racialization as interchangeable with 

perceptions of discrimination or as an alternative measure of Latino in-group identity. Given the 

pervasiveness of conflating immigration with Latinos in the public imagination and American 

politics, the positive association between perceptions of racialization and perceptions of 

discrimination against Latinos may not be surprising. However, as the initial analysis of this 

chapter demonstrated, there is not enough overlap between the items to warrant 

interchangeability. Perceptions of discrimination may play a large role in the development of 

perceptions of racialization in the 2016 context but does not eclipse a significant and independent 

effect of perceptions of racialization. When examining who among Latinos sees an overlap 

between anti-immigrant sentiment and Latinos, we see a pattern where the characteristics most 

associated with the immigrant experience drive this judgment. The general recognition of 

marginalization, generational proximity to the immigrant experience, and use of Spanish 

language yield greater perceptions of racialization among Latinos. 

 The analysis examining how perceptions of racialization relate to the various linked fate 

and identity measures provides valuable insight into who expresses group orientations. It seems 

clear that perceptions of racialization are among the variables tapping into a sense of group 

barriers and marginalization that are necessary and fundamental components for group-based 

identification. Consistent with literature that finds perceptions of discrimination preventing 
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Latinos from erasing their ethnic based identities, perceptions of racialization help maintain the 

centrality of the in-group to the individual’s self-understanding. Perceptions of racialization, as 

indicative of a particular instance of societal discrimination, yield identity dynamics that fall 

within expectations of a reactive ethnicity framework (Portes and Rumbaut 2001) where the 

embrace of one’s ethnicity forms as a reaction to societal discrimination. Moreover, when 

thinking of the courses of action Tajfel and Turner (1979) suggest individuals can take when 

confronted with group devaluation in setting of intergroup conflict, perceptions of racialization 

are associated with an increased likelihood of engaging in social competition – embracing their 

group to restore its value and status - as opposed to recategorization – choosing to identify with 

another, higher status social group - as a means of restoring a positive sense of worth. Thus, 

when Latinos judge that the anti-immigrant sentiment of their political context implicates and 

targets their panethnic in-group, they respond with an embrace of their ethnic and panethnic in-

groups and an understanding of a social position they share with others which binds their fate.  
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The Role of Perceived Racialization in  
Latino Partisanship and Candidate Support 

 
Introduction 

 Partisan identification is understood to hold significant explanatory power across areas of 

research in political science (Bartels 2000; Campbell, Converse, Miller, and Stokes 1960; Cohen 

2003). Partisanship should be a domain where differences manifest between Latinos who see 

their ethnic in-group implicated in anti-immigrant sentiment and Latinos who do not. The 

previous chapter explored perceptions of racialization as partly a function of perceptions of 

discrimination and how perceptions of racialization relate to strength of identification with the 

in-group. The purpose of this chapter is to examine the extent to which perceptions of 

racialization influence Latino partisanship, how they evaluate political candidates from differing 

political parties, and if the effect of racialization translates to electoral support. Results will show 

that perceptions of racialization do increase the probability that Latinos will identify with the 

Democratic party relative to the Republican Party and that this attachment to the Democratic 

party translates into positive favorability and electoral support. Findings from this chapter 

suggest perceiving racialization increases the likelihood that Latinos incorporate Democratic 

partisanship into their repertoire of cues 

Electoral Recruitment of Latinos 

While the function of political parties may once have included the recruitment of ethnic 

and immigrant communities into the party and political system via registration and turnout at 

elections (Cornwell 1964), their engagement with Latinos and other minorities has been dismal 

(Wong 2008). Political parties vying for the presidency have the incentive to mobilize voters in 

their support. However, limited resources to do so leads campaigns to recruit likely voters to the 

neglect and detriment of younger, poorer, and communities of color who are less likely to 
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participate in electoral politics (Rosenstone and Hansen 1993). Not only are minority 

communities not contacted by electoral institutions at similar rates as whites, but they are also 

not contacted as effectively when they are contacted (Stevens and Bishin 2011). That a sizeable 

share of the Latino community is composed of immigrants who are neither naturalized nor 

registered to vote only exacerbates the neglect of Latinos.  

Limited resources to contact low propensity voters is not the only disincentive in parties’ 

mobilizing calculus. The electoral capture of minority electorates allows political parties to take 

minority communities for granted while focusing their campaigns on white voters, particularly 

when reaching out to minority communities risks alienating white voters (Frymer 1999). Lower 

support for the Democratic Party has been found among white Democrats after learning about 

party outreach to Latinos, suggesting attitudes towards Latinos are having a realignment effect 

akin to the racial realignment in reaction to African American political empowerment decades 

ago (Hajnal and Rivera 2014; Ostfeld 2018). Racial group cues in this manner correlated with 

vote switching patterns among whites in the 2016 election where vote switching from 2012 to 

2016 aligned with racial and immigration attitudes (Reny et al. 2019).    

Despite the historic underwhelming partisan neglect of Latinos, instances of the two 

major political parties making efforts to nurture a relationship with the Latino electorate do 

appear. Excluding recent elections, the only major attempts to engage Latinos in a presidential 

election is found in the 1960s. Presidential candidate John F. Kennedy’s 1960 Viva Kennedy! 

campaign in the southwest sought to secure the Mexican American vote by highlighting their 

importance as a voting bloc and incorporating Spanish language messaging (Garcia 2000). On 

the Republican side and in smaller scope, Richard Nixon mounted an outreach effort in 1968 

which materialized by 1972 and reached out to Mexican, Puerto Ricans, and Cuban Americans 
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through Spanish language media (Mora 2014, p.42) as well as economic policies and bilingual 

education. While Latinos seemed to support the Democratic Party at similar rates to African 

Americans, Nixon did not see appeals to Latinos as disruptive to his coalition efforts and doubled 

his Latino support by 1972 (Frymer and Skrentny 1998). There is also evidence of party efforts 

to garner support from the Latino community at the local level during this time period. Amezcua 

(2019) details the support Mayor Daley cultivated from moderately liberal and socially 

conservative Latinos in Chicago. This relationship gave voice to the politics of Latinos not 

represented by the Democratic Party or the social movements of the era and proved “critical to 

the survival of Daley’s machine” (p.97).  

By, and after, the turn of the century, interest in courting the Latino electorate occurs as 

Latinos surpassed African Americans in size, as Latino electoral presence becomes a 

recognizable force, and evident in key states (Abrajano 2010). The salience of immigration 

reform as a national policy issue has additionally brought attention to Latinos. As immigration 

holds an increasingly central role in the Latino community and policy agenda, party platforms 

regarding immigration serve as a means to communicate with the Latino community via 

hospitable or hostile signaling. Political parties increasingly take divergent stances on 

immigration issues, and to the degree that their policy positions shape their recruitment efforts 

nativist immigration positions are not effective means of mobilizing mass Latino support.  

Theories of Partisanship Among Latinos  

Partisanship has traditionally been understood as an orientation developed from parental 

socialization during one’s upbringing (Berelson, Lazarsfeld and McPhee 1954; Campbell et al. 

1960; Lewis-Beck et al. 2008). Parental socialization provides the foundation for an individual’s 

political predispositions and is understood to be more likely to strengthen overtime rather than 
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change. As such, partisanship serves as a powerful cue that influences the interpretation of later 

political experiences along with policy preferences, public opinion, candidate evaluations, 

receptivity to political messaging, and voting behavior (Bartels 2000; Campbell et al. 1960; 

Cohen 2003; Kinder and Kalmoe 2017; Lodge and Taber 2013). The centrality of the 

psychological connection to a political party acquired in one’s upbringing leads politically 

sophisticated partisans to engage in motivated reasoning to protect the value of their party 

identification (Lodge and Taber 2013) while less sophisticated partisans make political choices 

from a calculus relying on partisanship as a cue to minimize information costs (Barber and Pope 

2019; Kam 2005). 

Another framework views partisanship as a dynamic process with instrumental purposes 

(Fiorina 1981; McKuen, Erikson, and Stimson 1989). While partisanship may strengthen over 

time and affect political variables, it is not immune to fluctuations in strength or from being 

shaped by those very variables. Rather than blindly support the political party they have a 

psychological attachment toward, individuals’ policy preferences, ideological beliefs about 

government, and performance assessments exert influence over one’s partisan choices (Downs 

1957; Page and Jones 1979). Fiorina (1981) argued that individuals engage in retrospective 

performance evaluations of parties and candidates. Short-term political or economic forces may 

push individuals to reassess how they may or may not benefit from a continuation of the current 

party in office. These retrospective evaluations of policy outcomes influence one’s decision to 

support a candidate or party (Lenz 2012) and may lead loyal partisans to alter their voting 

behavior in support of the opposing party, at least until the next cycle of performance 

evaluations. The amount of incongruent positions on salient issues between the party and the 

party candidate can also trigger co-party voters to punish those candidates who deviate from the 
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party (Arceneaux 2008; Tesler 2015). Recently, Mummolo, Peterson, and Westwood (2019) 

examined the limits of partisan loyalty on vote choice, specifically co-partisan support, finding 

that voters will not support their co-party candidate once that candidate crosses a threshold of 

dissonant stances on about four salient issues. 

 A third view identifies a social component to partisanship and anchors its stability in 

social group identity (Greene 1999; Huddy 2001). Given the power of group orientations in 

constraining attitudes (Converse 1964), changes in political parties’ positions on key issues with 

social group overtones can induce individuals to alter their partisanship to accord with their 

social group orientations (Carmines and Stimson 1989). Green, Palmquist, and Schickler (2004) 

argue party attachments remain even as performance evaluations change so long as the social 

groups associated with the political parties are unchanged. Once the social imagery of the 

political parties changes, individuals’ attitudes towards said social groups will influence whether 

one alters their partisanship. If one believes the new social demography of their party no longer 

describes them, they will update their partisanship to match how they see themselves and what 

groups they believe they belong to (Green et al. 2004, p.8). With convergence between social 

and partisan identities comes the strongest emotional reactions to political messaging as well 

(Mason 2016). Recent research exploring the impact Latinos and immigration are having on 

whites’ political behavior finds a positive role in racial attitudes and associations with Latinos in 

predicting white defections away from the Democratic Party and towards the Republican Party 

(Abrajano and Hajnal 2015; Ostfeld 2019). Changes in partisanship under this view are similar to 

the mechanism of retrospective assessments but supplant policy and economic evaluations with 

evaluations of group prototypes in the party landscape.  
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The degree to which existing theories of partisanship apply to Latinos depends on how 

well Latinos as a community mirror the initial populations studied that gave rise to those theories 

(Alvarez and Bedolla 2003; Carlos 2018; Hajnal and Lee 2011; Morin et al. 2019; Wong 2000). 

It may be tempting to situate Latino partisanship within the parental socialization framework and 

describe the formation of Latino partisanship as a product of parents passing on their partisanship 

to their children. Difficulty arises in this theoretical mechanism if the parents do not have strong 

or fully formed party identities with which to socialize their children. With the exception of the 

Mexican Americans who have lived for generations in the US southwest and Puerto Ricans who 

have US citizenship by birth, the growth of the Latino community is a product of migrants from 

Latin and South America whose political socialization is with reference to their home countries. 

The share of foreign born within the Latino community has declined to about a third in recent 

years.12 Meanwhile, the share of the Latino population that is US born has increased over time 

but nonetheless is faced with the challenge of finding non-parental avenues for their partisanship 

acquisition.   

The capacity for the Latino community to transmit partisan socialization as the model 

posits would mostly be relegated to those in and beyond the second generation. The second 

generation is better positioned to acquire and transmit partisan identification to their children as 

they would have had a longer socializing experience with the US political system and reinforcing 

networks than the first generation (Wong 2000). This is not to say that the immigrant generation 

will not develop partisanship, longer residence in the US can help immigrants develop stronger 

 
12 Flores, A. (Sept. 18, 2017). “2015, Hispanic population in the United States statistical 
portrait.” Pew Research Center. Retrieved from 
https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2017/09/18/2015-statistical-information-on-hispanics-in-
united-states/ 
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partisan affiliations (Cain, Kiewiet, and Uhlaner 1991; Wong 2000). However, immigrants likely 

will not have strong orientations toward any political party nor have developed an understanding 

of the social imagery of the political parties at their first encounter with the US party system. In 

light of this, Hajnal and Lee (2011) argue that Latinos and other communities with large shares 

of immigrants rationally withhold identification with any of the political parties due to a 

mismatch between oneself and what the parties are offering in terms of information, ideology, 

and social identity. The new political environment in which immigrants find themselves is 

unfamiliar and thus will require time and US experiences to form an affiliation. The second 

generation and beyond would better satisfy at least the information and ideology components of 

Hajnal and Lee’s (2011) criteria on the basis of having more political socialization in the US and 

a better grasp of the partisan arrangement of the social groups. Carlos (2018) builds on these 

insights arguing second generation Latinos and Asian Americans experience a “prolonged 

partisan socialization process” where they acquire partisanship through interactions with US 

institutions. The key insight identified when applying the dominant theories of partisanship to 

Latinos is that the share of immigrants that make up Latinos as a group places them on a 

different path toward party affiliation; a path that relies more on how Latinos are received and 

treated in the US and where immigration can play a significant role as a short-term factor. 

Partisanship among Latinos has leaned toward the Democratic party (DeSipio 1996; 

Segura 2012) and over time tends to strengthen (Uhlaner and Garcia 2005). However, it is not as 

strong as found among African Americans. One reason we may not observe Latino partisanship 

to mirror that of African Americans is that Latinos lack the “racialized social constraint” present 

in the African American community that exerts social norms reinforcing Democratic partisanship 

as an efficient means for group uplift (White and Laird 2020). The LNPS showed majorities of 
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each Latino national origin group surveyed leaned Democrat with Cuban respondents as the only 

national origin group to lean in the direction of the Republican Party (Hero, Garcia, Garcia, and 

Pachon 2000). Analysis of the 2006 Latino National Survey finds a similar pattern among the 

Latino national origin groups (Fraga et al. 2012). In the absence of party machines actively 

recruiting and incorporating Latino immigrants into the party system, Latinos are left to find 

their place in the U.S. party system using short-term factors. 

Latino partisanship is greatly influenced by changes in the political environment (Alvarez 

and Bedolla 2003). Uhlaner and Garcia (2005) write that factors likely to affect how Latinos 

form their partisanship include experiences that have explicit ethnic dimensions as well as issues 

that divide the political parties. With Latinos’ lack of strong partisan loyalties, candidates from 

either political party can gain electoral support from Latinos if Latinos believe the candidate or 

party cares for them and takes their interests seriously (Collingwood, Barreto, and Garcia-Rios 

2014; Evans et al. 2012). The hostility with which the Republican party has approached 

immigration policy relative to the Democratic party, however, is an example that has the effect 

of pushing Latinos away from the Republican party and towards the Democratic party (Bowler, 

Nicholson, and Segura 2006). Since the 1990s, the parties’ opposite signaling on immigration 

has only grown wider and to a degree where social groups can use immigration policy stances to 

match their partisanship with their social group identities. Immigration policy stances and 

rhetoric can serve as information that help Latinos discern whether and which political party 

would be beneficial to Latinos as a social group. This discernment can function as a product of 

both a short-term factor and recognizing which social identities and political parties go together.   

Huddy, Mason, and Horwitz (2016) find evidence of a convergence between Latino 

identity and a Democratic partisan identity, particularly among strongly identified Latinos and 
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those who perceive anti-Latino discrimination. Although, ethnic cues can have a dual effect of 

increasing Democratic partisanship on the one hand, but also competing with partisan identities 

in electoral behavior on the other hand when party support for Latinos is unclear (Morin et al. 

2020). At times political parties have been successful in gaining Latino support via signaling 

welcoming immigration attitudes such as Bush’s immigration reform promises in 2000 or 

Obama’s pathway to citizenship and DACA support. Parties’ tone on immigration matters and 

the divergent party platforms on immigration and the racialization of Latinos and immigration in 

Trump’s 2016 campaign are likely to affect how Latinos form their partisanship. 

Hypotheses 

I examine the effects of the growing association between Latinos and immigration and 

the prominence of immigration in Trump’s 2016 campaign on Latino partisanship. The 

predictions that stem from the insights raised in the previous section on the level of fit of existing 

theories of partisanship for Latinos suggest the racialization of Latinos and immigration will 

function as one element of broader society that Latinos can interpret as imbued with identity and 

discriminatory components. I posit that identifying a racializing component in the political 

context constitutes unique and meaningful information that Latinos can use as they from their 

relationship toward the political parties. The following first set of hypotheses examine the 

direction of party preference as well as the intensity of partisan identification. I expect Latinos 

holding perceptions of racialization to gravitate toward the political party they view as more 

welcoming of Latinos and immigrants, as evidenced by their party platform and rhetoric. Thus, 

there should be an observable preference for the Democratic Party with a push away from the 

Republican Party.  
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H4.1 | Higher levels of perceptions of racialization will push Latinos to identify with the 

Democratic party over the Republican party. 

H4.2 | Higher levels of perceptions of racialization will push Latinos to identify the 

Democratic party as better at handling immigration policy than the Republican party. 

 H4.3 | Higher levels of perceptions of racialization will promote strong, over weak, 

partisanship. 

 With expected changes in partisanship as a function of higher levels of perceptions of 

racialization, I expect that these effects will carry over to assessments and electoral support for 

Democratic and Republican candidates. Orientation toward the candidates of the political parties 

is first measured through favorability ratings ranging from 1=very unfavorable to 5=very 

favorable. I then measure via respondent selection of which candidate they voted for or 

supported the most in both the 2016 presidential and House elections. 

H4.4 | Latinos who hold higher levels of perceptions of racialization will evaluate 

Democratic candidates more favorably than Republican candidates. 

H4.5 | Latinos who hold higher levels of perceptions of racialization will lend 

Democratic candidates greater electoral support than Republican candidates. 

Partisanship 

In the first of these analyses, I examine how the context of the 2016 presidential election 

may have affected Latinos’ relationship to the major political parties through perceptions of 

racialization. The first dependent variable, partisanship, is a nominal variable where 1 is 

“Republican,” 2 is “Democrat,” and 3 is “Independent.” The latter merges “Independent” with 

“other party.” Table 4.1 presents the distribution of partisanship among Latinos. I report 

partisanship among all Latino adults in one column, Latino citizens in another column, and 
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partisanship among registered voters in a third column. The column for Latino citizens includes 

Latinos who are born in the U.S. and those who have naturalized. As Table 4.1 shows, a majority 

of the Latino adults and registered voters samples identify with the Democratic party, followed 

by Independent and other partisanship, and a minority identifying with the Republican party. 

Among Latino citizens, a plurality identifies with the Democratic party, followed by 

independent, and finally the Republican party. In each sample, a substantial share of Latinos 

choosing not to affiliate with a political party suggests both major parties have room to make in-

roads into the Latino community and gain electoral support. 

Table 4.1 Distribution of Partisanship among Latinos 
 All Adults Citizens Registered Voters 
Republican Party 14 15 17 
Democratic Party 51 48 59 
Independent/Other 35 37 24 
N 3,003 2,318 1,816 
Note: Entries are rounded percentages of Latino adults in the left column, only Latino 
citizens in the middle column, and Latino registered voters in the right column. Data are 
weighted. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
Do higher levels of perceptions of racialization orient Latinos towards the Democratic 

party and away from the Republican party? To assess this question, I make use of OLS 

regressions to model Democratic and Republican partisanship separately as well as multinomial 

regressions estimating Latinos’ preference for one party over the other. For the OLS regressions, 

the dependent variables are binary variables where 1 indicates Republican partisanship in one 

model and Democratic partisanship in the other model. Logit regressions are also calculated but 

do not differ from the OLS models. In both the OLS and multinomial regression models I control 

for the same demographic and psychological variables as in the previous chapter and add linked 

fate as an additional control. Linked fate is measured asking if, and to what extent, “do you think 

what happens generally to Latinos in this country will have something to do with what happens 
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in your life?” I include linked fate in these analyses over recent findings that linked fate is 

positively associated with Democratic partisanship and exhibits a unique influence on Latino 

vote choice (Morin et al. 2020). 

Table 4.3 presents the results of an OLS model testing hypothesis 4.1.13 Perceptions of 

racialization orient Latinos towards the Democratic party and away from the Republican party. 

Higher levels of perceptions of racialization are positively associated with Democratic 

partisanship and negatively associated with Republican partisanship. Perceptions of racialization 

follow in the same pattern as linked fate and perceptions of discrimination in their relationship to 

the two political parties. Experiencing discrimination is not significant in either model, 

suggesting that the information Latinos are deriving that influence their partisanship is found less 

in personal experiences with discrimination and rather in perceptions of group standing, 

connection, and targeting. Beyond the main findings, Latinos who use Spanish language media, 

those in the second generation, and women are less likely to identify as Republican. Movement 

from conservative to liberal ideology consistently predicts an embrace of the Democratic party 

and detachment from the Republican party.  

 
 
  

 
13 A logit estimation produces substantively identical results and is included in Appendix A. OLS is 
employed here for ease of interpretation. 
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Table 4.2 Relationship between Perceptions of Racialization and 
Latino Partisanship 
 Democratic Party Republican Party 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.029* -0.020* 
 (0.015) (0.009) 
Linked Fate 0.057*** -0.020** 
 (0.013) (0.008) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.095*** -0.058*** 
 (0.021) (0.016) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.004 -0.009 
 (0.031) (0.020) 
Spanish Language 0.007 -0.033*** 
 (0.014) (0.009) 
2nd Generation 0.023 -0.074** 
 (0.035) (0.024) 
3rd+ Generation -0.06 -0.029 
 (0.037) (0.030) 
Interest 0.037* 0.051*** 
 (0.017) (0.011) 
Ideology 0.057*** -0.032*** 
 (0.009) (0.007) 
Age 0.004*** 0 
 (0.001) (0.001) 
Female 0.137*** -0.041* 
 (0.029) (0.020) 
College -0.049 0.018 
 (0.033) (0.025) 
Income -0.003 0.005 
 (0.005) (0.004) 
Constant -0.571*** 0.523*** 
 (0.088) (0.066) 
R2 0.18 0.12 
N 2496 2496 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are unstandardized 
OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 
CMPS. 

 
Next, I conduct a multinomial regression model testing the relationship between 

perceptions of racialization and Democratic, Republican, and Independent/other partisanship. 

The multinomial regression model presents two columns comparing preference for Democratic 

and Republican partisanship over Independent and a third column comparing Democratic 

partisanship to Republican partisanship. Table 4.4 presents the results of these multinomial 
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regressions. Together with results from Table 4.3, results from Table 4.4 provide additional 

support for hypothesis 4.1. The only model in which higher levels of perceptions of racialization 

are positively associated with Democratic identification is when compared to Republicans; it is 

not significantly related to political affiliation over Independent. Linked fate and perceptions of 

discrimination are both consistently associated with a preference for the Democratic Party. 

Table 4.3 Party Identification among Latinos 

 
Republican vs 
Independent 

Democrat vs 
Independent 

Democrat vs 
Republican 

Perceptions of Racialization -0.095 0.103 0.198* 
 (0.093) (0.079) (0.091) 
Linked Fate -0.067 0.251*** 0.318*** 
 (0.084) (0.068) (0.080) 
Perceptions of Discrimination -0.23 0.387*** 0.617*** 
 (0.139) (0.114) (0.143) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.116 -0.004 0.112 
 (0.206) (0.168) (0.193) 
Spanish Language -0.378*** -0.062 0.316** 
 (0.111) (0.075) (0.107) 
2nd Generation -0.685** -0.084 0.601* 
 (0.242) (0.185) (0.239) 
3rd+ Generation -0.463 -0.437* 0.026 
 (0.243) (0.195) (0.243) 
Interest 0.596*** 0.336*** -0.259* 
 (0.112) (0.096) (0.107) 
Ideology -0.142* 0.239*** 0.381*** 
 (0.059) (0.049) (0.060) 
Age 0.012 0.026*** 0.014* 
 (0.007) (0.006) (0.007) 
Female -0.012 0.646*** 0.658*** 
 (0.199) (0.157) (0.194) 
College 0.024 -0.246 -0.269 
 (0.215) (0.175) (0.214) 
Income 0.031 0.001 -0.03 
 (0.033) (0.028) (0.034) 
Constant -0.439 -4.658*** -4.219*** 
 (0.582) (0.568) (0.631) 
Log-Likelihood -2069.649 -2069.649 -2069.649 
Pseudo-R2 0.14 0.14 0.14 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are logit coefficients with standard 
errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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In Table 4.2, higher levels of interest in politics are positively associated with greater 

levels of identifying with either of the major political parties. That is, the likelihood that one 

remains an Independent or unwilling to identify with either of the major political parties 

decreases with increasing interest in politics. Findings from Table 4.3 follow this pattern. Greater 

interest in politics is associated with a preference for either major party over Independent. 

However, when the choice is between Democratic and Republican identities, interest in politics 

pushes Latinos to identify with the Republican party. 

The literature on partisanship among immigrant-based communities suggests party 

dynamics are a primary mechanism of attracting or repulsing Latinos who do not hold a strong 

sense of party loyalty or any partisanship at all. Thus far, I find that Latinos who perceive 

racialization are more likely to make distinctions between the Democratic and Republican 

parties, demonstrating a preference for the former. To the degree that immigration issues are 

decisive in moving Latinos toward identification with political parties, the preference for the 

Democratic party observed in the analyses above should guide how Latinos assess the way each 

political party addresses immigration. On the policy issue of immigration, the two major political 

parties offered clear and distinct approaches through their policy platforms and rhetoric.  

Do perceptions of racialization help Latinos take those immigration cues from the major 

political parties to form assessments about them? The 2016 CMPS asks Latino respondents 

which political party, Republican, Democrat, or neither, they believe is better at handling 

immigration policy. I conduct a multinomial logistic regression to test whether perceptions of 

racialization will help Latinos draw opposing evaluations of the parties on immigration. Findings 

from Table 4.4 provide support for hypothesis 4.2.  Increased perceptions of racialization are 

associated the assessment that the Democratic party handles immigration policy better than the 
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Republican party. Finding the Democratic party better at handling immigration is greater among 

Latinos with a stronger sense of linked fate, those who see discrimination against Latinos, the 

second generation, and liberal Latinos. The only variable to increase the likelihood that Latinos 

find the Republican party better at handling immigration is interest in politics. Interest in politics 

pushes Latinos to identify and prefer any political party over neutrality, particularly the 

Republican party. 

  



 

 80 

Table 4.4 Perceptions of Racialization and Assessment of Party's Handling of 
Immigration 

 
Democrat vs 
Republican 

Democrat vs 
Neither 

Republican vs 
Neither 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.252** 0.114 -0.137 
 (0.088) (0.083) (0.090) 
Linked Fate 0.237** 0.180* -0.057 
 (0.088) (0.072) (0.091) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.845*** 0.445*** -0.400** 
 (0.143) (0.117) (0.133) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.005 -0.283t -0.278 
 (0.190) (0.165) (0.196) 
Spanish Language 0.114 0.151* 0.037 
 (0.101) (0.076) (0.103) 
2nd Generation 0.459* -0.038 -0.498* 
 (0.229) (0.184) (0.233) 
3rd+ Generation 0.042 -0.239 -0.28 
 (0.232) (0.198) (0.234) 
Interest -0.259* 0.395*** 0.654*** 
 (0.110) (0.097) (0.110) 
Ideology 0.338*** 0.302*** -0.036 
 (0.061) (0.053) (0.055) 
Age 0.01t 0.011* 0.001 
 (0.006) (0.005) (0.006) 
Female 0.294 0.283t -0.011 
 (0.184) (0.160) (0.188) 
College 0.166 0.076 -0.09 
 (0.212) (0.176) (0.212) 
Income -0.036 -0.017 0.019 
 (0.034) (0.028) (0.033) 
Constant -3.974*** -4.618*** -0.644 
 (0.675) (0.594) (0.583) 
Log-Likelihood -2061.073 -2061.073 -2061.073 
Pseudo- R2 0.13 0.13 0.13 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are logit coefficients with standard 
errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 

I further explore interest in politics alongside perceptions of racialization when modelling 

the strength of partisanship among Latinos and find partial support for hypothesis 4.3. With the 

expectation that Latinos may be drawn to the political parties through distinct mechanisms, the 

factors that strengthen their party affiliation may also differ. Table 4.4 presents the results of 
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OLS specifications for Latino democrats and Latino republicans separately. Interest in politics is 

the only variable that is positively related to stronger partisanship among both partisan groups, 

indicating that learning more about the U.S. party system helps Latinos adopt partisanship into 

their repertoire of cues and is consistent with Uhlaner and Garcia (2005).  

Beyond interest in politics, the factors that predict stronger partisanship among each 

group are different. Among Latino Democrats, Democratic partisanship is stronger among 

Latinas, older Latinos, and Latinos who perceive racialization. Among Latino Republicans, 

Republican partisanship is stronger among those in the second and beyond generations as well as 

those with lower levels of perceptions of discrimination against Latinos. While slightly outside 

the .05 level of significance, ideology maps onto strength of partisanship better among Latino 

Democrats than Latino Republicans. Liberal ideology is positively related to stronger 

Democratic partisanship among Latino Democrats, whereas ideology is not a significant 

contributor to the strengthening of Republican partisanship among Latino Republicans. Thus, 

there is evidence for hypothesis 4.3 among Latino Democrats but not Latino Republicans, 

suggesting that the information about the 2016 presidential campaigns provided through the 

racialization cue was received and understood differently among Latinos.  
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Table 4.5 Predictors of Strength of Partisanship among Latino 
Democrats and Republicans 
 Democrats Republicans 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.036* 0.023 
 (0.018) (0.035) 
Linked Fate -0.004 0.019 
 (0.018) (0.036) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.048 -0.140** 
 (0.031) (0.051) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.003 -0.009 
 (0.044) (0.074) 
Spanish Language -0.007 0.019 
 (0.022) (0.038) 
2nd Generation 0.058 0.155t 

 (0.045) (0.085) 
3rd+ Generation 0.008 0.145t 

 (0.050) (0.086) 
Interest 0.155*** 0.211*** 
 (0.031) (0.036) 
Ideology 0.027t -0.018 
 (0.015) (0.021) 
Age 0.005*** 0.001 
 (0.001) (0.003) 
Female 0.089* 0.048 
 (0.044) (0.069) 
College -0.035 -0.032 
 (0.040) (0.075) 
Income -0.008 0 
 (0.006) (0.013) 
Constant -0.466** -0.013 
 (0.169) (0.218) 
R2 0.13 0.17 
N 1220 414 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are unstandardized 
OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
Candidate Favorability and Electoral Support 

 The next step in the analysis is to examine whether perceptions of racialization translate 

into evaluations of the Democratic and Republican candidates and electoral support. Table 4.6 

includes logistic regression models of 2016 presidential candidate favorability ratings.  The 

dependent variables for these models are binary variables for three Democratic politicians and 
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two Republican candidates. On the Democratic side I included the out-going president, Barack 

Obama, and two of the 2016 primary candidates, Hillary Clinton and Bernie Sanders. On the 

Republican side I included the Republican party’s presidential nominees Donald Trump and 

Mike Pence. As presidential candidates, they are salient politicians and likely to be recognizable 

names and figures. The expectation in these analyses is that if perceptions of racialization are 

associated with Latinos’ decision to identify with a party and strengthen their choice, this impact 

should carry over to favorability with those parties’ candidates and politicians. Since the 

previous analysis showed perceptions of racialization to increase Latinos’ Democratic 

partisanship, Latinos with greater perceptions of racialization should view Democratic politicians 

more favorably and Republican politicians less favorably. This pattern may not hold for partisan 

candidates holding less salient offices and positions in, for example, state legislatures. I do not 

explore candidate favorability for candidates in races outside of the presidential race. However, I 

do explore electoral support in House races with less recognizable candidates who nonetheless 

carry a partisan attachment. As with the presidential candidates, I expect perceptions of 

racialization to be related to greater electoral support consistent with the pattern of Democratic 

identification in the previous analysis. 
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Table 4.6 Perceptions of Racialization and Candidate Favorability 

 
Barack 
Obama 

Hillary 
Clinton 

Bernie 
Sanders 

Donald 
Trump 

Mike 
Pence 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.060** 0.095*** 0.074** -0.069** -0.073* 
 (0.022) (0.025) (0.027) (0.025) (0.031) 
Linked Fate 0.085*** 0.070** 0.099*** -0.069** -0.117*** 
 (0.024) (0.024) (0.027) (0.024) (0.032) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.303*** 0.288*** 0.127** -0.383*** -0.356*** 
 (0.040) (0.045) (0.046) (0.045) (0.054) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.004 -0.038 0.042 -0.021 0.071 
 (0.057) (0.059) (0.060) (0.062) (0.072) 
Spanish Language -0.022 0.088** -0.007 -0.062** 0.064* 
 (0.029) (0.027) (0.029) (0.024) (0.032) 
2nd Generation 0.072 0.02 0.099 -0.204** -0.356*** 
 (0.068) (0.069) (0.066) (0.067) (0.079) 
3rd+ Generation -0.064 -0.015 0.111 -0.058 -0.132 
 (0.070) (0.076) (0.067) (0.070) (0.089) 
Interest -0.071 -0.067 0.044 0.202*** 0.215*** 
 (0.039) (0.037) (0.036) (0.034) (0.043) 
Ideology 0.116*** 0.110*** 0.114*** -0.079*** -0.103*** 
 (0.020) (0.019) (0.022) (0.017) (0.024) 
Age 0.002 0.009*** -0.005* -0.005** 0 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female 0.178** 0.084 0.117* -0.151** -0.192** 
 (0.061) (0.057) (0.059) (0.058) (0.069) 
College 0.11 0.03 -0.029 -0.097 -0.118 
 (0.058) (0.061) (0.056) (0.063) (0.069) 
Income -0.011 -0.015 -0.012 -0.013 -0.012 
 (0.009) (0.010) (0.009) (0.010) (0.011) 
Constant 1.582*** 0.597** 1.693*** 3.567*** 3.511*** 
 (0.180) (0.196) (0.221) (0.163) (0.225) 
R2 0.19 0.19 0.15 0.21 0.24 
N 2459 2448 2260 2446 1871 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in 
parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
 
 The findings from Table 4.6 show consistent patterns for the main variables that have 

components of identity and threat. Perceptions of discrimination, linked fate, and perceptions of 

racialization all consistently predict higher favorability for the Democratic politicians and lower 

favorability for the Republican politicians. Although perceptions of discrimination have the 



 

 85 

largest effects on the favorability of Democratic and Republican politicians, the belief that anti-

immigrant sentiments are anti-Latino is significantly and positively related to favorable views 

toward Democratic politicians and negatively related to favorable views of Republican 

candidates. Additionally, only in the model of favorability toward Hillary Clinton do perceptions 

of racialization show a stronger positive effect than linked fate. Ideology is the last of these 

variables to follow in this pattern. Liberal Latinos are more likely to view Democratic politicians 

favorably while conservative Latinos are more likely to view Republican politicians favorably.  

 Thus far, the relationship between perceptions of racialization and a Democratic 

orientation has been significant and positive. Next, I make use of items asking Latinos which 

presidential and House candidates they voted for or supported the most in the 2016 election. 

Tables 4.7 present the results for models of electoral support for each major presidential 

candidate and a third-party alternative; Table 4.8 presents the same for House races asking 

whether the respondent supported the Democratic, Republican, or another candidate for 

Congress. 
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Table 4.7 Relationship between Racialization and Partisan Electoral Support in 2016 
Presidential Election 
 Hillary Clinton Donald Trump Third Party 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.223*** -0.340*** -0.008 
 (0.060) (0.073) (0.068) 
Linked Fate 0.092 -0.343*** 0.174* 
 (0.064) (0.076) (0.077) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.598*** -0.673*** -0.163 
 (0.108) (0.117) (0.116) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.061 -0.172 0.07 
 (0.155) (0.184) (0.200) 
Spanish Language 0.256*** -0.341*** -0.076 
 (0.074) (0.092) (0.089) 
2nd Generation 0.055 -0.325 0.269 
 (0.170) (0.223) (0.214) 
3rd+ Generation -0.256 0.163 0.275 
 (0.176) (0.218) (0.212) 
Interest -0.031 0.530*** -0.497*** 
 (0.097) (0.109) (0.116) 
Ideology 0.290*** -0.238*** -0.164** 
 (0.048) (0.052) (0.054) 
Age 0.025*** -0.016** -0.029** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.009) 
Female 0.300* -0.436* -0.009 
 (0.151) (0.172) (0.188) 
College 0.206 -0.083 -0.368 
 (0.144) (0.168) (0.215) 
Income 0.007 0 -0.014 
 (0.023) (0.027) (0.029) 
Constant -4.635*** 3.161*** 1.293* 
  (0.545) (0.525) (0.585) 
Log-Likelihood -1240.904 -861.442 -846.555 
R2 0.16 0.22 0.10 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are logit coefficients with standard errors in 
parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
 

Findings presented in Tables 4.7 and 4.8 provide further support for hypotheses 4.4 and 

4.5. Stronger perceptions of racialization are related to greater electoral support for the 
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Democratic candidate for both the presidential and House elections. Inversely, greater levels of 

perceptions of racialization predict lower levels of electoral support for the Republican 

candidates in both presidential and House races. Perceptions of racialization are not significantly 

related to support for any third-party candidate either in the presidential race nor House races. 

Appendix A includes multinomial regressions in Table 4.8a finding substantively similar results. 

Both perceptions of discrimination and linked fate are associated with support for the 

Democratic candidates and opposition to the Republican candidates, most clearly observed in the 

House elections. The Democratic candidate for the presidency derived more support from those 

who accept group level assessments of inequality, those who use Spanish more frequently, and 

are liberal, older, and female. The Republican candidate for president received more support 

from those who reject such group-level assessments, who are more English dominant, 

conservative, younger, and male. Relative to the immigrant generation, subsequent generations 

do not significantly support or oppose candidates from the major political parties. The only 

exception is the second generation significantly opposing Republican candidates in House races. 

Consistent with the pattern identified in previous tables, interest in politics continues to orient 

Latinos away from Independent partisanship but particularly towards the Republican party. As 

interest in politics increases, Latinos’ support for third party candidates decreases in the 2016 

presidential and House races and increases for the Republican candidates.   

  



 

 88 

Table 4.8 Relationship between Racialization and Partisan Electoral Support in 2016 
House Elections 

 
Democratic 
Candidate 

Republican 
Candidate 

Other 
Candidate 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.227** -0.241*** -0.09 
 (0.077) (0.073) (0.128) 
Linked Fate 0.240*** -0.333*** -0.014 
 (0.069) (0.077) (0.102) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.423*** -0.500*** -0.026 
 (0.112) (0.107) (0.145) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.055 0.04 -0.162 
 (0.169) (0.178) (0.267) 
Spanish Language 0.09 -0.194* 0.144 
 (0.075) (0.084) (0.107) 
2nd Generation 0.231 -0.449* 0.193 
 (0.180) (0.197) (0.273) 
3rd+ Generation -0.009 -0.256 0.447 
 (0.186) (0.195) (0.275) 
Interest 0.183* 0.440*** -0.842*** 
 (0.088) (0.098) (0.119) 
Ideology 0.384*** -0.226*** -0.286*** 
 (0.049) (0.049) (0.065) 
Age 0.009 -0.003 -0.018* 
 (0.005) (0.006) (0.008) 
Female 0.400* -0.267 -0.304 
 (0.156) (0.167) (0.242) 
College -0.112 0.252 -0.554* 
 (0.164) (0.179) (0.243) 
Income 0.014 0.012 -0.066 
 (0.026) (0.027) (0.037) 
Constant -4.771*** 1.969*** 2.352*** 
  (0.546) (0.526) (0.670) 
Log-Likelihood -1303.742 -1070.59 -751.303 
Pseudo-R2 0.16 0.14 0.21 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. Entries are logit coefficients with standard errors in 
parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Discussion and Conclusion 

In this chapter, I set out to examine Latino partisanship particularly as impacted by 

perceptions of racialization. The path from nonpartisanship to identifying with and supporting a 

political party is different for communities with significant shares of immigrants. Existing 

theories of partisanship do not neatly map onto such communities. Thus, alternative paths must 

be forged that rely on experiences immigrant communities accumulate over time through 

interactions with U.S. society and institutions. Through these experiences, information is 

acquired that allows Latinos to make decisions to remain nonpartisan or adopt party 

identification. As outlined in chapter 2, I contend that the anti-immigrant, anti-Latino context of 

the 2016 presidential campaign provided Latinos with information that raised the salience of 

their ethnic identities in a way that was also threatening. As such, Latinos who make the 

cognitive judgment that anti-immigrant sentiments were not just attacks on immigrants as a 

social group but particularly about Latinos as a panethnic group would be identifying a piece of 

information about their political context that could be useful as they forge relationships with the 

political parties.  

Analyses in this chapter were divided into two sections. The first section assessed factors 

relevant to the decision to identify with each of the major political parties. Results here showed 

that factors relating to identity and threat play a role in the formation of Latino partisanship. 

Perceptions of racialization is one of them. While not the strongest factor, it plays a significant 

role in pushing Latinos away from the Republican party and towards the Democratic party. On 

the issue of immigration, Latinos with greater perceptions of racialization are more likely to find 

the Democratic party better at handling immigration policy. The intensity with which Latino 

Democrats identify with their political party is additionally strengthened with greater perceptions 
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of racialization. The implication of this set of results is that the context of the 2016 election did 

not immobilize and keep Latinos from affiliation with the major political parties. Rather, 

information obtained from the political environment helped Latinos discern between the two 

major political parties.  

The second section assessed whether a pattern of partisan electoral support emerged 

consistent with findings from the first section that could confirm an orientation toward a specific 

political party. The pattern of lowering Republican party identification and increasing 

Democratic party identification persists in favorability and electoral support for candidate form 

those parties. For all the most salient Democratic and Republican politicians, perceptions of 

racialization are significantly associated with favorable views for Democratic candidates. This 

pattern continues and translate into electoral support in the presidential and House elections. 

One way to interpret the importance of the anti-immigrant, anti-Latino rhetoric of the 

2016 campaign is through the framework of short-term, cognitive factors that provide pieces of 

information useful in evaluations of past and present performance and for projections of future 

performance. From this lens, we can see how Latinos learn about the political parties and the 

social imagery they have forged through their rhetoric and policy positions. To the degree that 

perceptions of racialization capture this learning, we see Latinos understanding and responding 

to the rhetoric and platforms of the political parties by rejecting the Republican party in favor of 

the Democratic party. Overall, perceptions of racialization constitute one mechanism driving 

Democratic partisanship. Despite perceptions that the Latino electorate has a natural home in the 

Republican party (see Barreto and Segura 2014), the absence of party machine recruitment 

leaves Latinos to look elsewhere for the development of their partisanship. How party dynamics 
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play into the larger societal discrimination Latinos perceive, such as during highly salient 

political campaigns, does not go unnoticed nor without consequence.  
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Appendix A 
Table 4.2a Logit Estimates of Latino Partisanship 
 Democratic Party Republican Party 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.135t -0.161t 

 (0.072) (0.082) 
Linked Fate 0.269*** -0.215** 
 (0.061) (0.074) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.460*** -0.427** 
 (0.106) (0.130) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.029 -0.102 
 (0.149) (0.182) 
Spanish Language 0.038 -0.338** 
 (0.069) (0.103) 
2nd Generation 0.109 -0.648** 
 (0.169) (0.223) 
3rd+ Generation -0.288 -0.237 
 (0.179) (0.224) 
Interest 0.176* 0.445*** 
 (0.085) (0.098) 
Ideology 0.283*** -0.253*** 
 (0.045) (0.054) 
Age 0.021*** -0.001 
 (0.005) (0.006) 
Female 0.662*** -0.355* 
 (0.142) (0.179) 
College -0.254 0.143 
 (0.159) (0.196) 
Income -0.011 0.03 
 (0.025) (0.031) 
Constant -5.216*** 1.118* 
  (0.525) (0.508) 
Log-Likelihood -1445.556 -866.667 
Chi2 175.66 160.17 
Pseudo-R2 0.14 0.14 
N 2496 2496 
Note: tp<0.1, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are 
unstandardized logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. 
Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Table 4.8a Electoral Support House Races 

 
Democratic vs 

Third Party 
Republican vs 

Third Party 
Democratic vs 

Republican 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.155 -0.096 0.251** 
 (0.133) (0.133) (0.077) 
Linked Fate 0.087 -0.255* 0.343*** 
 (0.103) (0.115) (0.079) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.221 -0.322* 0.543*** 
 (0.158) (0.155) (0.117) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.157 0.16 -0.004 
 (0.273) (0.288) (0.183) 
Spanish Language -0.091 -0.283* 0.192* 
 (0.110) (0.123) (0.087) 
2nd Generation -0.077 -0.488 0.411* 
 (0.280) (0.302) (0.202) 
3rd+ Generation -0.387 -0.558 0.172 
 (0.286) (0.298) (0.203) 
Interest 0.779*** 1.007*** -0.228* 
 (0.123) (0.138) (0.103) 
Ideology 0.393*** 0.051 0.342*** 
 (0.070) (0.073) (0.053) 
Age 0.020* 0.013 0.007 
 (0.008) (0.009) (0.006) 
Female 0.399 0.045 0.354* 
 (0.245) (0.266) (0.173) 
College 0.462 0.701* -0.239 
 (0.250) (0.273) (0.184) 
Income 0.066 0.067 -0.001 
 (0.038) (0.041) (0.028) 
Constant -4.198*** -0.534 -3.664*** 
 (0.744) (0.746) (0.604) 
Log-Likelihood -1715.184 -1715.184 -1715.184 
R2 0.19 0.19 0.19 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001. All entries are unstandardized logit 
coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Policy Attitudes and Sense of Place 
 
Introduction 

 Having shown the implications of having perceptions of racialization for Latinos’ ethnic 

and partisan identification, this chapter focuses on the opinion formation of Latinos on a range of 

policy issues with and without racial valence. The main question addressed in this chapter 

regards what perceptions of racialization mean for Latinos’ policy attitudes and sense of place in 

society. The main hypothesis in this chapter is that perceptions of racialization will be most 

relevant in issue areas that focus on Latinos or that cue Latinos to their marginalization whether 

in the form of disadvantage, bias, or threat. The first area where I will test this main hypothesis 

includes federal program spending and policy issues with and without racial valence. The second 

area includes Latino expectations of the criminal justice system and sense of commonality with 

African Americans that adds depth to the earlier discussion on linked fate with African 

Americans.  

This chapter explores issues beyond policy attitudes to capture Latinos’ attitudes about 

their social location. Chapter 3 explored how perceptions of racialization affect Latinos’ sense of 

identification, demonstrating how racialization serves as a barrier for Latinos’ ability to live as 

individuals free from the need to leverage ethnic attachments for defensive purposes or 

psychological resources in response to threatening environments. While chapter three established 

that racialization anchors Latino ethnic identities and heightens their sensitivity to 

marginalization, this chapter will explore more precisely Latinos’ self-evaluation about how they 

are treated by society and how they relate to others. Latinos who make the judgment that anti-

immigrant sentiment is also anti-Latino have additional psychological resources that informs 
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their understanding of their position in U.S. society and relations to other similarly situated 

groups. 

Latino Public Opinion 

 Extant literature on Latino public opinion has uncovered important factors for 

understanding variation in Latino political attitudes. As a literature on the public opinion of a 

panethnic group, group identity or ethnic group attachment plays an important role. Among 

Latinos, group-based heuristics such as the multidimensional construct of group consciousness 

are most relevant to policy issues that benefit Latinos as a group rather than general policy areas 

(Sanchez 2006). Relative to other groups, the impact of group identity on support for race-

conscious policies among Latinos is important but not as strong as found among African 

Americans (Lopez and Pantoja 2004). Believing descriptive representation and immigrant rights 

activism benefit Latinos as a group, Latinos with stronger feelings of linked fate support 

descriptive representation (Wallace 2014) and support immigrant rights activism (Zepeda-Millan 

and Wallace 2019). 

Beyond the relevance of identity and identity-based heuristics, this literature has centered 

on the immigrant-based nature of the Latino community, particularly the importance of 

generation, acculturation, nativity, and length of residence in the US in the development of 

Latinos’ policy attitudes. This literature finds generational differences in support for positive 

immigration policies such that the greatest support for pro-immigration policies is found among 

the least acculturated (Branton 2007). Moreover, greater levels of acculturation in the US are 

related to convergence in opinion with the host population’s (Binder, Polinard, and Wrinkle 

1997; de la Garza, Falcon, and Garcia 1996; Hood, Morris, and Shirkey 1997; Yang and de la 

Garza 2016). Yet an area where Latinos differ from the general, national public regards outlooks 
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on the role of the government, where Latinos across levels of acculturation hold progressive 

views and support greater government involvement in providing a social safety net (Abrajano 

and Alvarez 2010; Segura 2012; Yang and de la Garza 2016).  

In light of this literature, this chapter introduces perceptions of racialization as a 

mechanism helping us understand variation in Latino attitudes. Because the framework of this 

dissertation treats racialization as a combination of threat and group identity, I expect the 

relevance of perceptions of racialization in shaping attitudes will differ by policy domain in 

addition to yielding outcomes indicating positive intergroup relations. 

Attitudes on Policy Issues with and without Racial Valence 

To gain a sense of the most important policy issues among Latinos, I make use of the 

2016 CMPS item asking respondents “On the whole, what are the most important issues facing 

your community that you think the President and Congress should address?” Respondents were 

able to select up to two responses from a list of fourteen issues and an alternative of “something 

else.” Table 5.1 presents these results as percentages for Latinos and non-Latinos. Of the fifteen 

possible choices, the top three issues that Latinos identified as the most important issues facing 

the Latino community that the government should address include immigration reform (29.75%), 

healthcare (24.26%), and the economy (21.8%). This is consistent with prior studies and surveys 

that find Latinos hold similar domestic policy concerns as the general public as well as 

immigration policy. The top two issues non-Latinos identify, healthcare and economy, are also 

among Latinos’ top issues. In bold are the issues where Latinos differ in statistically significant 

ways from non-Latinos in identifying an issue as a pressing issue the government should address. 

Although there are several issues where Latinos differ from others, substantively only on the 

issue of immigration do we see a difference as large as triple the rate as that for non-Latinos.  
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Using the 2006 Pew Hispanic Center Hispanic Immigration Study and the 2008 

Statewide National Election Pool data, Abrajano and Alvarez (2011) found that Latinos ranked 

immigration, the economy, and education as top issues. Economic concerns and immigration 

continue to emerge as top issues Latinos identify as affecting their community in the 2006 Latino 

National Survey (Fraga et al. 2012). In fact, the economy and healthcare are issues Latinos 

believe the president and Congress should address accords with the almost unanimous support 

for government -supported economic safety net and intervention in healthcare found in Yang and 

de la Garza (2016). These findings show that while the group specific issue of immigration does 

feature prominently for Latinos, they are not guided by their group attachments to the exclusion 

of other general and domestic policy issues. Results from Table 5.1 are also consistent with prior 

findings in the sense that the common issues the Republican party raises as reasons for Latinos’ 

natural home in the Republican party, like abortion or taxes, only show a small share of Latinos 

treating these issues as pressing issues facing the Latino community (Fraga et al., 2012).   
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Immigration, healthcare, and the economy dominate the policy issue landscape of 

Latinos. Their outlook on the political system is one that seeks more governmental action in the 

domains of the economy, healthcare, and immigration. These top issues address a safety net 

whose beneficiaries include Latinos and non-Latinos alike as well as a policy issue that affects 

the Latino community in particular. With an interest on government intervention on behalf of the 

most vulnerable in terms of the economy, healthcare, and immigration, do Latinos demonstrate a 

preference for the kinds of government programs that should receive federal spending? To 

provide a snapshot of Latinos’ orientations towards federal government program spending, I 

make use of the 2016 CMPS’ items asking respondents whether they would like to see federal 

spending decrease, stay the same, or increase for several federal government programs. The 

government programs I explore include spending on education, police, border security, aid to the 

poor, health services like Medicare, veterans’ benefits, and infrastructure. I include programs that 

Table 5.1 Most Important Issues Facing the Latino Community 
 Latinos Non-Latinos 
Improve Economy/Jobs 21.80 25.23 
Wages/Income 17.01 18.18 
Immigration Reform 29.75 9.92 
Education  7.41 7.39 
Healthcare 24.26 30.07 
Terrorism/Foreign Policy 12.77 14.69 
Housing 10.86 10.62 
College Affordability 9.39 8.53 
Corruption in Government 9.18 8.59 
Racism 15.75 17.46 
Climate Change 7.02 8.40 
Abortion 3.39 3.31 
Taxes 9.23 13.00 
Criminal Justice Reform 4.35 7.77 
Something Else 2.63 3.76 
N 3,003 7,143 
Note: Entries are percentages. Data are weighted. Issues whose 
percentages are statistically different at the .05 level between Latinos 
and non-Latinos are marked in bold. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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may affect Latinos more directly as well as programs that do not have a direct relation to a 

Latino political agenda, such as veteran’s benefits and infrastructure, to examine the extent or 

limits to the scope of perceptions of racialization in influencing spending priorities. 

Table 5.2 presents the percentages of Latinos who support a decrease, increase, or no 

change in current federal spending on these programs. Each of these items are measured with 

decrease=1, stay the same=2, and increase=3. For most of these programs, Latinos would like to 

see a continuation of current spending levels or an increase. The programs for police and 

tightening border security to prevent immigration stand out as the only programs where a greater 

share of Latinos prefer a decrease in spending, about twelve percent and nineteen percent 

respectively. The programs that Yang and de la Garza (2016) would categorize as ethnic issues 

(immigration and education) and economic safety net issues (government income support and 

intervention in healthcare) large majorities of Latinos prefer federal funding levels consistent 

with outcomes that benefit the group. Latinos concerned for their group would not favor 

increased spending for border security intended to prevent immigration, rather they support 

decrease or no change in current spending levels consistent with an outcome that would benefit 

the group. While large majorities of Latinos do support increased funding for these programs, the 

only clear exceptions are for police and border enforcement.  
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Table 5.2 Latino Support for Federal Program Spending 
 %Decrease %Stay the Same %Increase 
Public Education 5.58 22.15 70.45 
Police 11.85 40.09 48.06 
Tightening Border Security 19.3 47.59 33.11 
Aid to the Poor 5.75 24.42 69.82 
Health Services 5.44 26.52 68.04 
Veterans’ Benefits 5.03 25.67 69.3 
Infrastructure 5.58 34.89 59.44 
N 3,003   
Source: 2016 CMPS. Entries are weighted percentages. 

 
 

Latino orientations toward the federal government in the form of policy issues the 

government should address as well as the federal funding of certain programs reveals a policy 

agenda where group interests play a significant role and whose benefits of more government 

intervention spillover to the public. I further explore this by focusing on whether perceptions of 

racialization have any bearing on Latino orientations toward the political system. Because Latino 

attitudes towards policy issues and federal programs demonstrate a preference for outcomes that 

benefit their ethnic group, I posit that perceptions of racialization may have some relevance in 

shaping Latino attitudes.  

H5.1a | The effects of perceptions of racialization will be more relevant on policy issues 

that have direct implications for Latinos whether by focusing on Latinos specifically or by cuing 

a sense of marginalization.  

H5.1b | Stronger perceptions of racialization will increase the likelihood that Latinos will 

support increased funding for federal government programs benefiting Latinos, or decreased 

funding for programs negatively affecting Latinos.  
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I hypothesize that perceptions of racialization will be more relevant for federal programs 

that more directly affect Latinos and that Latinos will favor the decrease or increase of spending 

where it benefits their group. To categorize the federal programs as having clear group 

implications, I follow the policy categorization of Sanchez (2006) and Yang and de la Garza 

(2016). Both studies specify policy areas that are Latino salient versus general issue areas. 

Sanchez (2006) includes abortion and the death penalty as general issue areas and includes 

bilingual education and immigration as Latino salient policy issues. Yang and de la Garza (2016) 

include the Iraq war and moral issues like same-sex marriage and abortion as mainstream policy 

issues no more relevant for Latinos than others and include education and immigration as ethnic 

policy issues most relevant to Latinos.  

As such, the federal programs where perceptions of racialization should be most relevant 

in this analysis are education and border security following the “ethnic policy” categorizations of 

Sanchez (2006) and Yang and de la Garza (2016). While aid to the poor and health services are 

not clearly more relevant to Latinos than non-Latinos, perceptions of racialization could play an 

influential role for supporting more funding for such programs would benefit Latinos already 

enduring relative economic disadvantages. A third categorization in Yang and de la Garza (2016) 

centers economic safety net issues and includes government income support and healthcare. 

Their analysis finds almost unanimous support among Latinos for their economic safety net 

policies. Thus, in Latinos’ desires to help their ethnic group, to the degree that perceptions of 

racialization activate social identity theory’s mechanisms for restoring group value, perceptions 

of racialization should push Latinos to a preference for increased funding for education, aid to 

the poor, and health services, while preferring decreased spending for border security.  
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I additionally include models for veterans’ benefits and infrastructure as federal programs 

that neither focus on Latinos specifically nor whose benefits would be received by Latinos in 

fulfillment of their policy agenda. I do not hypothesize perceptions of racialization to be relevant 

in these models, but they are included to explore the limits or extent of racialization’s impact on 

federal program spending beyond group relevant programs.  

For each model, I control for the same variables as models in previous chapter. Here I 

additionally control for two variables I expect to be covariates of federal program spending: trust 

in the federal government and external efficacy. Trust in the federal government is measured 

asking respondents how much of the time they trust the federal government in Washington D.C. 

to do what is right? The external efficacy variable used here is a scale of three items with an 

alpha=.79 asking respondents (a) how often would you say public officials work hard to help 

Latinos? (b) how often would you say Latinos have a say in how government handles important 

issues? and (c) how often would you say Latinos elected to office can make changes for people 

in your group? 

Table 5.3 presents the results from ordered logistic regressions modeling whether Latinos 

would prefer a decrease, no change, or an increase in current spending on federal programs. 

Beginning with the models for the Latino salient issues of education and border security, 

perceptions of racialization are not significantly related to program spending. These results do 

not seem to support hypothesis 5.1a that perceptions of racialization should increase support for 

increased funding for education programs and decrease funding for border enforcement. This 

interpretation is partially correct. Results for the border security model do not support the 

hypothesis. However, the education item is not accompanied by any phrase specifying a 

particular policy, as was the case with bilingual education in Sanchez (2006) and English-only 
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policies in Yang and de la Garza (2016). This being the case, respondents may not have 

interpreted the program of education with a group lens here. Perceptions of racialization initially 

has a significant negative relationship to funding for border security but loses significance when 

controlling for perceptions of discrimination and Spanish language proficiency. 

 Perceptions of racialization much more significantly predicts support for increased 

spending in the models for aid to the poor and health services such as Medicare and Medicaid. 

Perceptions of racialization among Latinos are related to increased spending preferences to help 

the poor and to provide health services. Perceptions of discrimination are stronger predictors in 

both models, but racialization is nonetheless a significant factor. Beyond this set of federal 

programs, perceptions of racialization do not appear to be a factor in Latino attitudes towards 

veterans’ benefits nor infrastructure like roads.  

Thus, there is evidence that perceptions of racialization are relevant factors for predicting 

federal spending priorities that would positively affect the Latino community, supporting 

hypothesis 5.1a. Federal programs need not cue respondents to their ethnic group for perceptions 

of racialization to activate; programs that speak to Latinos’ material needs can achieve this. It is 

interesting to see that perceptions of racialization yield these results, along with perceptions of 

discrimination which more generally support increased funding for programs benefitting the 

public good, in contrast to linked fate. Linked fate does initially yield results consistent with 

outcomes beneficial for the group but loses significance with the inclusion of other variables 

such as perceptions of discrimination or perceptions of racialization, and in the case of healthcare 

services linked fate’s directionality flips to predict decreased spending levels. 
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Table 5.3 Relationship between Perceptions of Racialization and Support for Federal Program Spending 

 
Education Police Border Security Aid to 

Poor 
Health 

Services 
Veterans 
Benefits Infrastructure 

Perceptions of 
Racialization 0.032 0.067 0.038 0.237*** 0.219*** 0.103 0.073 
 (0.064) (0.074) (0.067) (0.059) (0.065) (0.071) (0.071) 
Linked Fate -0.062 0.007 -0.044 0.003 -0.161* -0.095 -0.046 
 (0.070) (0.060) (0.055) (0.063) (0.068) (0.069) (0.065) 
Perceptions of 
Discrimination 0.406*** -0.118 -0.582*** 0.569*** 0.476*** 0.186 0.211* 
 (0.096) (0.096) (0.099) (0.093) (0.101) (0.102) (0.095) 
Experienced 
Discrimination 0.11 -0.166 -0.061 0.213 0.115 0.142 -0.129 
 (0.148) (0.137) (0.135) (0.139) (0.156) (0.154) (0.142) 
Spanish Language -0.11 -0.021 -0.183** -0.003 -0.208** -0.228*** -0.015 
 (0.072) (0.070) (0.058) (0.062) (0.073) (0.066) (0.067) 
2nd Generation -0.029 -0.511*** -0.539*** -0.319* 0.229 -0.219 -0.116 
 (0.173) (0.149) (0.154) (0.162) (0.168) (0.171) (0.162) 
3rd+ Generation 0.068 -0.515** -0.295 -0.135 -0.002 -0.162 -0.093 
 (0.188) (0.166) (0.160) (0.169) (0.170) (0.183) (0.176) 
Trust -0.033 0.267** 0.195* -0.019 0.065 -0.042 0.028 
 (0.101) (0.092) (0.092) (0.097) (0.108) (0.118) (0.096) 
External Efficacy -0.133 -0.072 -0.001 0.01 -0.023 0.138 -0.012 
 (0.104) (0.100) (0.093) (0.089) (0.103) (0.098) (0.092) 
Interest 0.155 0.162* 0.135 0.047 0.165 0.278** 0.230** 
 (0.083) (0.077) (0.078) (0.080) (0.091) (0.091) (0.087) 
Ideology 0.147** 0.003 -0.062 -0.009 0.055 0.027 -0.003 
 (0.045) (0.037) (0.037) (0.042) (0.046) (0.045) (0.039) 
Age 0.008 0.029*** 0.018*** 0.001 0.027*** 0.022*** 0.020*** 
 (0.006) (0.005) (0.004) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Female -0.237 0.124 0.062 -0.251 -0.049 0.084 -0.581*** 
 (0.142) (0.136) (0.130) (0.135) (0.151) (0.150) (0.142) 
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College 0.330* -0.228 -0.297* -0.207 -0.031 -0.27 0.262 
 (0.156) (0.139) (0.142) (0.147) (0.143) (0.157) (0.145) 
Income -0.043 0.028 0.034 -0.087*** -0.101*** -0.033 0.013 
 (0.024) (0.025) (0.025) (0.022) (0.026) (0.026) (0.028) 
Constant - cut1 -0.884 -0.522 -2.693*** -0.898 -0.002 -1.264** -1.161* 
 (0.517) (0.457) (0.464) (0.510) (0.517) (0.486) (0.477) 
Constant – cut2 0.861 1.769*** -0.348 1.224* 2.136*** 1.098* 1.480** 
 (0.548) (0.478) (0.459) (0.525) (0.509) (0.491) (0.478) 
Pseudo-R2 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.06 0.4 0.05 
N 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 
Note: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Entries are ordered logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. Data are weighted. 
Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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While some of the federal programs can have significant impacts on many Latinos given 

Latinos’ levels of relative economic marginalization, they do not necessarily have 

straightforward racial valence. The items for federal programs are presented in a general sense 

and affecting a general population, with the exception of aid to the poor and veterans’ benefits 

both of which specify a group. I thus explore Latinos’ attitudes on policies that could more 

readily fall into a category of issues of racial valence, specifically dealing with minority groups, 

by virtue of cuing a racial/ethnic group in the policy.  

In the following analyses I explore Latino attitudes on statements and policy issues that will 

further test the main hypothesis of this chapter. Both sets of statements and policies include 

examples that may cue the respondent to consider their panethnic in-group or marginalization as 

they assess their agreement with the proposition or policy. 

H5.2 | Perceptions of racialization will be most relevant in policy issues most directly tied to 

the Latino community. 

H5.3 | Stronger perceptions of racialization will increase the likelihood that Latinos will 

agree with propositions that positively affect the Latino community or disagree with propositions 

that negatively affect the Latino community.   

Because these issues cue respondents to their ethnic group or to marginalization, I 

hypothesize perceptions of racialization should be significantly related to Latinos’ agreement or 

disagreement with these propositions and policies. To measure the relationship of perceptions of 

racialization with issues of racial valence, I make use of eleven policies; policies which are 

directly tied to Latinos and policies which are not, mirroring the categorizations in the previous 

analysis. 
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Policies with racial valence I include in this analysis are ones where respondents were asked 

whether they strongly disagree, somewhat disagree, neither agree nor disagree, somewhat agree, 

or strongly agree with the following propositions: (a) undocumented immigrants should qualify 

for U.S. citizenship, if they meet certain requirements like paying back taxes and fines, learning 

English, and passing a background check, (b) immigrants who break the law should be forced to 

leave the US and return to their home country, (c) the government should help refugees more, (d) 

racial profiling is sometimes necessary as a law enforcement tool, (e) immigrants take jobs, 

housing, and healthcare away from people who were born in the US, and (f) immigration has an 

overall negative impact in their state’s economy. Most of these dependent variables involve 

immigrants and invite respondents to reveal their attitudes toward immigrants as a social group 

and how they should be treated by U.S. society. The items on refugees and the role of racial 

profiling cue respondents to marginalized groups. All dependent variables are coded such that 

higher values indicate stronger agreement with the policy or statement. 

Policies without racial valence in this analysis include ones where respondents were asked 

their level of agreement with the following policies: (a) we need an amendment to the U.S. 

Constitution that would ban gay marriages, (b) the Federal Government should pass laws to 

combat the effects of climate change, (c) middle-class families should get a tax cut by having the 

wealthiest families in America pay a little more in taxes, (d) everyone should be required to 

obtain and then show a state-issued photo identification in order to vote on election-day, and (e) 

the health care reform law, sometimes called Obamacare, should be amended and improved, not 

repealed. For all models I control for the same covariates as models from previous chapter and 

add partisanship. As issues that are commonly discussed in the public sphere where individuals 
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see the contrasting party platforms on those issues (Layman, Carsey, and Horwitz 2006), I 

control for the effect of partisanship on agreement with these policies and statements.  

Tables 5.4 and 5.5 present the results of these OLS regression models estimating the impact 

of perceptions of racialization on policies with racial valence and policies without racial valence. 

Perceptions of racialization are significantly related to the outcome variables in half of the 

models in Table 5.4. Perceptions of racialization are a statistically significant contributor to 

Latinos’ agreement that undocumented immigrants should be eligible for citizenship after 

meeting requirements, as well as disagreement that immigrants take resources from the native 

born and that immigration has an overall negative impact on their state’s economy. In their study 

of predictors of immigrant rights activism, Wallace and Zepeda-Millan (2019) found perceptions 

of racialization to be a significant and positive contributor to Latino support for immigrant rights 

and stated that “it seems like a logical extension that they would be in favor of extending rights 

for immigrants through activism” (p.9). While they merely speculate on that relationship, 

specification 1 in Table 5.4 shows that Latinos with stronger perceptions of racialization do favor 

the extension of rights, citizenship in particular, to undocumented immigrants. Beyond this, 

concerned with negative characterizations of immigrants affecting them as Latinos, Latinos with 

stronger perceptions of racialization disagree with portrayals of immigrants as takers or drains on 

the economy. In these three models, perceptions of racialization predict attitudes consistent with 

outcomes that benefit Latinos and that maintain the value of their group. These three models 

provide support for H5.3.  

However, neither the second specification (immigrants returning to their home country if 

they break the law), third specification (government helping refugees more), nor fourth 

specification (racial profiling as a necessary law enforcement tool) return a statistically 



 

109 
 

significant contribution from perceptions of racialization. Perceptions of racialization are not 

significantly related to attitudes on immigrants returning home if they broke the law or attitudes 

on the necessity of racial profiling as law enforcement tools, contrary to hypothesized 

expectations. One reason racialization may not demonstrate a significant relationship is that both 

of these items have law-and-order components that may act as a cross-pressure. Thus, rather than 

viewing these policies as attacking immigrants or minorities in general, the law-and-order theme 

may take precedence in the minds of the Latino respondents creating a conflict of values. As 

such, the underlying motivation to uphold the value of the group may not activate if the focal 

point instead becomes a group defined as law breakers or a mechanism intended only to procure 

order as a public good.  

Nonetheless, of the group-based resources expected to predict policy attitudes favorable to 

the Latino in-group, perceptions of racialization push Latinos to view undocumented immigrants 

as worthy of citizenship and positive contributors to society. Beyond the hypothesis tested here, 

the results reveal additional important insights on Latino attitudes on policy issues with racial 

valence. Perceptions of discrimination function similarly as racialization in terms of predicted 

direction, but with stronger effects and additionally predict greater government help for refugees 

and disagreement with the practice of racial profiling. Second and later generations significantly 

disagree with the immigrant generation on a few key issues. Latino attitudes towards the impact 

of immigrants and their deservingness of citizenship become more restrictive across later 

generations. Second and beyond generations of Latinos do not agree that undocumented 

immigrants should be eligible for citizenship and they do agree with negative characterizations 

of immigrants as having a negative economic impact and taking away resources from citizens. 

Almost in every specification liberal ideology and Republican partisanship behave in opposite 



 

110 
 

directions, with liberal ideology predicting outcomes favorable for Latinos and Republican 

partisanship predicting the opposite and outcomes consistent with Republican immigration 

policy platforms. 
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Table 5.4 OLS Regression Models Predicting Support for Policies with Racial Valence 

 
Citizenship 

Immigrants 
Return 
Home 

Help 
Refugees 

Racial 
Profiling 

Immigrants 
Take 

Negative 
Econ 

Impact 
Perceptions of 
Racialization 0.081** 0.006 0.049 -0.031 -0.074** -0.078* 
 (0.031) (0.025) (0.029) (0.031) (0.025) (0.036) 
Linked Fate -0.022 -0.044 0.034 0.038 0.002 -0.057 
 (0.023) (0.026) (0.028) (0.028) (0.022) (0.032) 
Perceptions of 
Discrimination 0.155*** -0.100* 0.146** -0.183*** -0.185*** -0.274*** 
 (0.044) (0.046) (0.047) (0.046) (0.043) (0.057) 
Experienced 
Discrimination 0.028 -0.064 -0.03 -0.029 -0.06 -0.058 
 (0.051) (0.058) (0.061) (0.065) (0.052) (0.075) 
Spanish 
Language -0.049 -0.018 0.022 0.026 -0.042 0.035 
 (0.027) (0.028) (0.029) (0.030) (0.024) (0.041) 
2nd Generation -0.263*** -0.034 -0.124 0.005 0.222*** 0.118 
 (0.062) (0.068) (0.073) (0.073) (0.062) (0.078) 
3rd+ Generation -0.453*** 0.106 -0.158* 0.093 0.490*** 0.234** 
 (0.081) (0.066) (0.073) (0.077) (0.069) (0.086) 
Democratic 0.032 0.014 -0.039 -0.033 -0.120* 0.01 
 (0.061) (0.062) (0.065) (0.069) (0.059) (0.080) 
Republican -0.084 0.237** -0.190* 0.479*** 0.381*** 0.433*** 
 (0.099) (0.083) (0.090) (0.092) (0.093) (0.119) 
Interest 0.034 0.057 0.046 -0.017 0.063* -0.057 
 (0.037) (0.034) (0.041) (0.040) (0.032) (0.041) 
Ideology 0.042* -0.041* 0.046* -0.028 -0.055** -0.081*** 
 (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.017) (0.024) 
Age -0.002 0.007*** -0.008*** 0.003 0.004 -0.001 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.003) 
Female 0.08 0.062 -0.028 0.062 0.051 0.126 
 (0.058) (0.059) (0.067) (0.062) (0.052) (0.076) 
College 0.009 -0.048 0.187** -0.089 -0.164** -0.114 
 (0.065) (0.057) (0.063) (0.065) (0.059) (0.076) 
Income -0.015 0.031*** -0.012 0.011 0.015 0.004 
 (0.011) (0.009) (0.010) (0.011) (0.009) (0.012) 
Constant 3.615*** 2.875*** 1.818*** 2.413*** 2.420*** 3.793*** 
 (0.194) (0.205) (0.204) (0.213) (0.201) (0.242) 
R2 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.09 0.22 0.14 
N 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 
Note: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in 
parentheses. Data are weighted. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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H5.2 stated that perceptions of racialization would be most relevant on issues of racial 

valence, particularly dealing with immigration or immigrants, and thus not relevant on general 

policy issues. Table 5.5 presents the results of five models addressing different general policy 

issues no more relevant to Latinos than others. While voter identification policies have racial 

valence given the struggle to protect minorities’ voting rights and the disproportionate impact of 

voting laws on turnout, voter identification laws are not a policy issue that focuses on Latinos in 

the way that immigration policy or bilingual education might. The results provide partial 

evidence in support for H5.2. Perceptions of racialization are a significant contributor to the view 

that the federal government should pass laws to combat the effects of climate change and that 

healthcare reform law should be amended and improved, although slightly outside the level of 

significance in the latter specification. Perceptions of racialization do not significantly influence 

Latino attitudes on same-sex marriage, taxing the wealthy, or voter-identification laws. While 

combatting climate change is not an issue that focuses on Latinos, the three group-based 

resources of perceptions of racialization, discrimination, and linked fate are positively associated. 

Perceptions of discrimination against Latinos are a significant contributor to attitudes on 

policy issues without racial valence as well, predicting support for same-sex marriage, support 

for combatting climate change, supporting the middle class by taxing the upper class at higher 

levels, and support not repealing Obamacare. These findings are in contrast to Sanchez (2006) 

who found that perceptions of discrimination are most relevant on issues of immigration and 

bilingual education rather than general political issues such as abortion or death penalty. As 

regards same-sex marriage, the most acculturated Latinos, as measured by low levels of Spanish 

language use and generation, have the highest likelihood of supporting same-sex marriage. 
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Republican partisanship and conservative ideology continue to predict support for or opposition 

to these policies consistent with Republican platforms.  
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Table 5.5 OLS Regression Models Predicting Support for Policies without Racial Valence 

 

Ban 
Same-Sex 
Marriage 

Combat 
Climate 
Change 

Tax the 
Wealthy 

Voter-ID 
Laws 

Amend 
Obamacare 

Perceptions of 
Racialization 0.017 0.129*** -0.002 -0.034 0.059t 

 (0.042) (0.038) (0.033) (0.031) (0.032) 
Linked Fate 0.002 0.055t 0.029 -0.025 0.021 
 (0.039) (0.029) (0.031) (0.031) (0.028) 
Perceptions of 
Discrimination -0.167** 0.139** 0.300*** -0.031 0.211*** 
 (0.056) (0.050) (0.047) (0.043) (0.047) 
Experienced 
Discrimination -0.139t -0.005 -0.015 -0.066 -0.063 
 (0.084) (0.058) (0.066) (0.071) (0.065) 
Spanish Language 0.168*** -0.019 -0.046 -0.034 -0.003 
 (0.041) (0.037) (0.029) (0.031) (0.030) 
2nd Generation -0.264** -0.077 0.06 -0.276*** -0.067 
 (0.097) (0.066) (0.076) (0.079) (0.073) 
3rd+ Generation -0.280** -0.160* -0.013 -0.141t -0.031 
 (0.105) (0.074) (0.088) (0.084) (0.087) 
Democratic 0.078 0.144* 0.175* 0.139t 0.226** 
 (0.101) (0.065) (0.080) (0.075) (0.071) 
Republican 0.427*** -0.196* -0.179 0.474*** -0.320** 
 (0.120) (0.093) (0.117) (0.096) (0.108) 
Interest -0.008 0.095* 0.018 -0.035 0.045 
 (0.056) (0.038) (0.042) (0.040) (0.039) 
Ideology -0.096*** 0.102*** 0.022 -0.039* 0.075*** 
 (0.027) (0.018) (0.020) (0.019) (0.020) 
Age 0.002 -0.002 0.001 -0.003 0.004 
 (0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female -0.107 -0.035 -0.048 0.015 -0.035 
 (0.087) (0.056) (0.068) (0.068) (0.064) 
College -0.185* 0.227*** 0.154* -0.168* 0.038 
 (0.082) (0.058) (0.067) (0.084) (0.071) 
Income -0.065*** 0.005 0.003 -0.013 0.012 
 (0.012) (0.009) (0.011) (0.013) (0.011) 
Constant 3.298*** 2.338*** 2.890*** 4.659*** 2.391*** 
 (0.262) (0.217) (0.223) (0.214) (0.211) 
R2 0.12 0.18 0.10 0.05 0.11 
N 2496 2496 2496 2496 2496 
Note: tp<0.10, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Entries are OLS coefficients with standard 
errors in parentheses. Data are weighted. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Sense of Place in Society – Self-Evaluation and Relationship with African Americans 

Thus far, the results of the analyses have provided evidence for a connection between 

perceptions of racialization and policy issues that are Latino salient and that cue a sense of 

marginalization, bias, or threat beyond Latinos. Further exploring how Latino perceptions of 

racialization affect their attitudes and orientations towards the political system and society, this 

section aims to understand how Latinos view their panethnic group’s position in society. I 

explore Latino sense of place in society through their sense of racism’s relevance in society, their 

perceived vulnerabilities to threat, and their cooperative political dispositions toward African 

Americans.  

To what degree do Latinos believe racism is a negative force with social and institutional 

components? In discussing the relationship between group identity and American society, 

Masuoka and Junn (2013) write, “perceptions of racial linked fate reflect an understanding of the 

non-egalitarian structure of the racial hierarchy and the implications of racial position for the life 

chances of individuals” (p.34). Analyses from chapter three indicated that Latinos do perceive a 

non-egalitarian social structure, through the societal discrimination they identify as a barrier, and 

that it is in part a function of perceptions of racialization. I thus expect that if perceptions of 

racialization are positively related to Latinos’ sense of general discrimination affecting them as a 

group, perceptions of racialization should also be associated with Latinos’ understanding of the 

role and presence of racism. 

H5.4 | Perceptions of racialization will be positively related to viewing racism as an 

enduring social force. 

H5.5 | Perceptions of racialization will increase the likelihood that Latinos attach 

responsibility to the federal government over slavery. 
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 The outcome variables of interest here regard how much of a problem racism currently is 

as well as whether the government should apologize to African Americans for slavery. The first 

question asks respondents, “Some people say that the nomination of Barack Obama for president 

of the United States suggests that racism no longer exists in American society and politics. 

Would you say that (1) racism remains a major problem in our society, (2) racism exists today 

but is not a major problem, or (3) racism once existed but no longer exists in our society?” I 

reverse code this item such that the responses run from “racism no longer exists” to “racism 

remains a major problem.” I conduct an ordered logistic regression for this specification. The 

second item asks respondents, “Do you think the federal government should or should not 

apologize to African Americans for the slavery that once existed in this country?” The response 

options are coded as 1 for “should not” and 2 for “should.” I conduct a binary logistic regression 

for this second specification. 

 Table 5.6 presents the results of these ordered and binary logistic regressions. The results 

provide evidence for both H5.8 and H5.9. Stronger perceptions of racialization increase the 

likelihood that Latinos will view racism as a major problem in society today, although only 

significant under the 0.1 level of significance, as well as place responsibility on the federal 

government over slavery. Latinas as well as those with a stronger sense of linked fate and 

stronger perceptions of discrimination, additionally, are more likely to believe racism is a major 

social problem today and that the government carries responsibility over slavery. There does not 

appear to be any statistically significant differences among the generations apart from the third 

generation and beyond that does not believe the government should apologize over slavery. 

Majorities of Latinos believe racism remains a major problem (~74%) and that the government 
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should apologize over slavery (~63%) and perceptions of racialization is a contributing factor to 

these assessments. 

 This analysis suggests Latinos do understand the social force of racism in the society in 

which they live. Latinos view a social and an institutional component to racism, although the 

latter to a lesser extent. While perceptions of discrimination continue to be the strongest 

predictor, both linked fate and perceptions of racialization are associated with Latinos’ sense of 

place as they navigate society and their relationship to the federal government. Thus, Latinos do 

not simply view racism as a force that exists among individuals, but one that extends culpability 

to governmental institutions. 
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Table 5.6 Presence of Race in Society 

 
Role of Race in Society 

(Ordered) 
Government Apologize 

for Slavery (Binary) 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.134t 0.273*** 
 (0.081) (0.073) 
Linked Fate 0.154* 0.200** 
 (0.069) (0.077) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 1.051*** 0.831*** 
 (0.117) (0.120) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.13 0.074 
 (0.171) (0.171) 
Spanish Language -0.174* 0.194* 
 (0.081) (0.081) 
2nd Generation 0.104 0.165 
 (0.191) (0.197) 
3rd+ Generation 0.028 -0.389t 

 (0.210) (0.203) 
Interest 0.075 -0.214* 
 (0.089) (0.097) 
Ideology 0.079t 0.001 
 (0.046) (0.048) 
Age 0.017** -0.004 
 (0.006) (0.007) 
Female 0.318t 0.525** 
 (0.165) (0.166) 
College 0.067 0.261 
 (0.173) (0.183) 
Income -0.009 -0.058* 
 (0.031) (0.027) 
Constant  -3.169*** 
  (0.619) 
Constant - Cut 1 1.328*  
 (0.528)  
Constant - Cut 2 3.976***  
 (0.537)  
Log-Likelihood -1404.40 -950.12 
Pseudo-R2 0.14 0.19 
N 2496 1871 
Note: Entries for the first model are ordered logit coefficients. Entries for the second model are 
logit coefficients. Standard errors are in parentheses. All data are weighted. tp<0.1, *p<0.05, 
**p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Latinos’ sense of place identifies racism as a component of the society in which they live. 

I now turn to assess Latinos’ sense of place through their perceived vulnerabilities to threat in the 

areas of immigration and criminal justice. An exploration of these areas reveals whether Latinos 

believe they occupy a position in society where they do not expect nor need to worry about being 

treated differently than others. If Latinos felt accepted, they would not fear potential deportation 

of themselves or others, would not expect differential treatment in their interactions with the 

criminal justice system, and would not be pushed to recognize bias directed at other minority 

groups. I expect the psychological resources gained when identifying one’s context as both anti-

Latino and anti-immigrant will be related to perceptions of societal mistreatment. I hypothesize 

that Latinos with stronger perceptions of racialization will express a heightened recognition of 

differential treatment from society and that this will be evident in their expectations of criminal 

justice encounters. 

H5.6 | Stronger perceptions of racialization will increase fear of deportation of family 

and friends. 

H5.7 | Stronger perceptions of racialization will increase the expectation of negative 

experiences in the criminal justice system. 

To test these hypotheses, I make use of survey items probing Latinos fears about 

deportation and about their interactions with the police. Respondents were asked how worried 

they were that someone they knew could be detained or deported. Response options ranged from 

1 “not at all worried” to 5 “extremely worried.” 

Results from Table 5.7 provide support for H5.6. Latinos most likely to be worried about 

the potential deportation of family or friends are younger Latinos, those closest to the immigrant 

generation, Spanish speakers, those who have experienced discrimination, and those with greater 
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levels of group-based resources. Of those group-based resources, perceptions of discrimination 

have the strongest effect followed by linked fate and perceptions of racialization. Beyond general 

feelings of group discrimination and linked fate, Latinos who view their environment as anti-

immigrant and anti-Latino are significantly more likely to fear the deportation of those around 

them. This is not surprising considering that Latinos of all legal statuses may fear prosecution; 

legislation like H.R. 4437 may only deport undocumented immigrants but it extends legal 

consequences to others helping undocumented immigrants (Zepeda-Millan 2017). The results 

also indicate that over the generations and English proficiency, Latinos’ fears that someone they 

know will be deported diminishes. This is consistent with Pew Hispanic data that finds foreign 

born immigrants express more concern about deportation than U.S. born Latinos as well as 

Spanish dominant Latinos over English dominant.14 

  

 
14 https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/wp-content/uploads/sites/5/2018/10/Pew-Research-
Center_Latinos-have-Serious-Concerns-About-Their-Place-in-America_2018-10-25.pdf 
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Table 5.7 Perceptions of Racialization and Latinos' Deportation Fears 

 Worried 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.121*** 
 (0.036) 
Linked Fate 0.171*** 
 (0.034) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.451*** 
 (0.054) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.228** 
 (0.080) 
Spanish Language 0.206*** 
 (0.037) 
2nd Generation -0.381*** 
 (0.085) 
3rd+ Generation -0.691*** 
 (0.094) 
Interest 0.082 
 (0.042) 
Ideology 0.024 
 (0.023) 
Age -0.014*** 
 (0.002) 
Female 0.157* 
 (0.073) 
College 0.117 
 (0.080) 
Income -0.047*** 
 (0.013) 
Constant 0.540* 
 (0.251) 
R2 0.38 
N 2496 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. 
All data are weighted. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS.  

 
 

I also make use of a series of questions Latinos were asked regarding their attitudes on 

their interactions with police. Latinos were asked for their level of agreement with the following 

statements: people like me are more likely to (1) be stopped by police, (2) be arrested, and (3) be 

sent to prison. In this analysis for this section, I also include models for Latinos’ concerns for 

police use of excessive force and how similar Latinos believe their treatment under police 
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mirrors that of African Americans. In these specifications, the dependent variables measure 

whether Latinos think they experience similar treatment by local police as African Americans 

(0=No, 1=Yes), how fairly local police generally treat Latinos (ranging from “often treated 

fairly”=1 to “often treated unfairly”=4), and how concerned Latinos are about local police using 

excessive force on Latinos (ranging from “not at all worried”=1 to “worried a lot”=4). 

Tables 5.8 and 5.9 present the results for these models. The results provide evidence for 

H5.7, that the expectations that Latinos will experience differential treatment by police and the 

criminal justice system is a function of stronger perceptions of racialization. Latinos with 

stronger perceptions of racialization, perceptions of discrimination, personal experiences with 

discrimination, and linked fate are more likely to agree that Latinos are more likely to be stopped 

by police, be arrested during a police encounter, and ultimately be imprisoned once reaching the 

courts. Acculturation factors, measured here through Spanish language and generation status, do 

not seem to push Latinos toward or away from agreement with these statements; the exception 

being Latinos in the third generation and beyond significantly likely to agree that Latinos are 

more likely to be stopped by police, arrested, and imprisoned. Overall, these results suggest that 

the group-based resources provided by perceptions of racialization, discrimination, and linked 

fate orient Latinos in the direction of recognizing injustice under the criminal justice system. 

Latinos most sensitive to racialization and discrimination do not expect this institution to treat 

them fairly in any of the levels of interaction between the individual and the criminal justice 

system from police stops to court hearings.  

The patterns found in Table 5.8 carry over to Table 5.9 for the most part. Stronger 

perceptions of racialization and discrimination are significantly related to concern that police will 

use excessive force against Latinos and that Latinos are generally treated unfairly by police. 
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Linked fate does not follow this pattern. While Latinos most removed from the immigrant 

generation, as well as those perceiving discrimination, are more likely judge the Latino 

experience with police and the criminal justice system as comparable to that of African 

Americans, stronger perceptions of racialization do not directly close the gap in Latino 

evaluation of their and African Americans’ treatment under police in this analysis. 
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Table 5.8 Perceptions of Racialization and Expectations from Criminal Justice 
Encounters 

 
Stopped by 

Police Arrested Sent to Prison 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.134*** 0.126*** 0.171*** 
 (0.033) (0.033) (0.036) 
Linked Fate 0.151*** 0.156*** 0.156*** 
 (0.033) (0.035) (0.035) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.409*** 0.444*** 0.398*** 
 (0.053) (0.052) (0.052) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.479*** 0.436*** 0.424*** 
 (0.077) (0.075) (0.076) 
Spanish Language 0.041 0.014 -0.032 
 (0.035) (0.037) (0.037) 
2nd Generation 0.106 0.074 0.092 
 (0.078) (0.076) (0.083) 
3rd+ Generation 0.189* 0.164* 0.200* 
 (0.082) (0.083) (0.085) 
Interest -0.072 -0.075 -0.078 
 (0.047) (0.045) (0.046) 
Ideology 0.032 0.028 0.009 
 (0.023) (0.022) (0.023) 
Age -0.006* -0.005* -0.009*** 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Female -0.147* -0.160* -0.161* 
 (0.075) (0.074) (0.074) 
College -0.153* -0.155* -0.062 
 (0.075) (0.074) (0.077) 
Income -0.027* -0.018 -0.002 
 (0.012) (0.011) (0.012) 
Constant 1.152*** 0.999*** 1.130*** 
 (0.235) (0.235) (0.253) 
R-squared 0.29 0.28 0.26 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. 
All data are weighted. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
 

  



 

125 
 

Table 5.9 Perceptions of Racialization and how Police Encounters Relate to African 
Americans 

 
Similar Treatment as 
African Americans 

Treated Unfairly by 
Police 

Worried about 
Excessive Force 

 (Logit) (OLS) (OLS) 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.061 0.054t 0.118*** 
 (0.076) (0.028) (0.026) 
Linked Fate 0.159t 0.014 0.021 
 (0.086) (0.024) (0.027) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 1.119*** 0.390*** 0.549*** 
 (0.138) (0.042) (0.038) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.328 0.049 0.154* 
 (0.201) (0.054) (0.062) 
Spanish Language -0.179t 0.008 0.062* 
 (0.095) (0.025) (0.027) 
2nd Generation 0.4t 0.108t -0.045 
 (0.207) (0.059) (0.063) 
3rd+ Generation 0.631** 0.062 -0.08 
 (0.225) (0.065) (0.073) 
Interest 0.011 -0.066* 0.053 
 (0.112) (0.031) (0.036) 
Ideology 0.092 -0.024 0.047** 
 (0.057) (0.016) (0.017) 
Age 0.021*** 0 -0.001 
 (0.006) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female 0.1 0.037 0.150* 
 (0.192) (0.056) (0.060) 
College 0.262 0.067 0.056 
 (0.190) (0.053) (0.059) 
Income -0.051t -0.004 -0.007 
 (0.029) (0.009) (0.010) 
Constant -4.150*** 1.358*** 0.016 
 (0.632) (0.175) (0.164) 
Log-Likelihood -911.05   
R2 0.16 0.16 0.37 
N 1983 2496 2496 
Note: Entries for the model in column 1 are logit coefficients while entries for the models in 
columns 2 and 3 are OLS coefficients. Standard errors are in parentheses. All data are weighted. 
tp<0.1, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
 
 This analysis identified factors that heighten Latinos’ attentiveness toward bias they 

suffer as a group, but the analysis did not sufficiently speak to how Latinos evaluate their 

experiences in comparison to that of similarly situated out-groups, particularly African 
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Americans. The first model in Table 5.9 began to address this question, finding that perceptions 

of racialization do not yield significant results in judging each group’s respective treatment by 

police as neither similar nor dissimilar.  

I explore this further by analyzing other indicators of unity and cooperation with African 

Americans. The first variable I explore asks Latinos whether they believe the police use more 

deadly force against African Americans than Whites. I leverage this item as a complement to 

model 1 from Table 5.9 which asked whether Latinos faced similar police treatment as African 

Americans. While about 74% of Latinos do agree that Latinos face similar police treatment as 

African Americans, perceptions of racialization do not sharpen this sensitivity toward bias in that 

model. I, thus, first explore whether perceptions of racialization are significantly related to the 

judgment that police use more deadly force with African Americans relative to Whites. A 

positive and significant relationship here would raise certainty as to how perceptions of 

racialization contribute to the evaluation of an out-group on an issue where Latinos do seem to 

recognize themselves as targeted. Moreover, analysis from Table 5.6 indicates that perceptions 

of racialization are related to Latinos’ views about the presence of racism in society, suggesting 

that Latinos recognize they are not the only ones targeted.   

H5.8 | Perceptions of racialization will be positively related to the recognition of bias 

African Americans face. 

In this analysis, I include models that center on Latinos’ cooperative attitudes toward 

African Americans and African American-centric political movements. I measure this through 

items that ask Latinos the extent to which they support the Black Lives Matter (BLM) movement 

and whether the rise of Donald Trump has caused them to consider working more closely with 

African Americans to resolve community issues. Thus, to the extent that perceptions of 
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racialization, linked fate, and discrimination sensitize Latinos to biases, I hypothesize greater 

levels of perceptions of racialization will lead Latinos to further see African Americans as 

disproportionately experiencing deadly force by police as well as have a higher likelihood of 

having coalition-building attitudes with African Americans.  

 H5.9 | Perceptions of racialization will be positively related to a sense of cooperation 

with African Americans. 

 Table 5.10 present the results of these OLS regression models. In the first model, Latinos 

are more likely to identify a disproportionate presence of deadly force used by police against 

African Americans relative to whites if Latinos perceive their group is racialized and 

discriminated generally, if they are more English dominant, second generation, and liberal. The 

second and third models more directly address Latinos’ evaluations of their relationship to 

African Americans. The results here show that the desire to cooperate with African Americans to 

resolve community issues is a function of greater perceptions of racialization, linked fate, interest 

in politics, liberal ideology, younger age, and female gender. In the third model, perceptions of 

discrimination join perceptions of racialization, linked fate, and liberal ideology in predicting 

increased support for the BLM movement.  

The results demonstrate that while perceptions of discrimination and linked fate are 

significantly related to the outcome variables in two of the three models, perceptions of 

racialization are significantly related to the outcome variable in all three models. The 

significance found in these models contrasts with the lack of significance in model 1 from Table 

5.9. This could indicate that for Latinos, perceptions of racialization are related to the recognition 

of their own group’s differential treatment, related to an appreciation for the struggles African 

Americans face, and find a benefit to coalition work, but falls short in connecting each group’s 
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experiences as similar. Nonetheless, the results provide evidence in support of hypotheses H5.8 

and H5.9. 

Findings from Tables 5.9 and 5.10 speak to a general question tackled by Hurwirtz, 

Peffley, and Mondak (2015) regarding out-group evaluations among disadvantaged groups, 

primarily between African Americans and Latinos. In their study, Hurwitz et al. (2015) assess 

Latinos’ and African Americans’ perceived out-group discrimination in the criminal justice 

domain. Most relevant to the analyses here is their finding that among Latinos, linked fate seems 

to make them more aware of discrimination faced by African Americans than themselves in the 

criminal justice system (p.516). Mixed findings for linked fate in the analyses of this chapter are 

consistent with the mixed findings for linked fate found in Hurwitz et al. (2015). Their finding 

that linked fate is unrelated to Latinos’ view that there exists police bias against African 

Americans is echoed in these analyses. Linked fate is a predictor of negative expectations in 

encounters with the police and justice system but does not drive concern for excessive force from 

police nor the judgment that Latinos are treated unfairly by police. Perceptions of racialization 

more consistently drive recognition of bias against their own group as well as awareness of the 

deadly force African Americans face at the hands of police than linked fate.  

Lastly, both a sense of linked fate with “minority” and “Latinos and African Americans” 

are directly related to the question of Latinos’ perceived relationship with African Americans. 

Both envision a shared in-group. I do not include these models as part of Table 5.10 given that 

these regressions were presented in Table 3.4. Recalling the results from those analyses adds 

further consistency to the findings here that perceptions of racialization are positively related to a 

sense of commonality, or shared experiences, with African Americans such that Latinos see their 

fates linked to the fates of African Americans. Latinos with stronger perceptions of racialization 
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view themselves as sharing enough commonalities with African Americans to warrant sharing a 

common in-group, support one of the most salient movements centering African Americans, and 

view cooperation with African Americans as necessary and useful under a context characterized 

by Donald Trump’s rise in popularity.  

Moreover, under the common in-group identity model (Gaertner and Dovidio 2000) from 

social identity theory, individuals from different in-groups are expected to have positive attitudes 

and behaviors that reflect positive intergroup dispositions when they identify with each other 

through an in-group they share. Chapter three identified such an intergroup category in the form 

of the two linked fate items, “minority” linked fate and linked fate with “African Americans and 

Latinos.” The common in-group model would thus predict cooperative attitudes from Latinos 

who have a sense of identification with African Americans. While I only present intra-racial 

linked fate in the models in Table 5.10, substituting for the inter-group linked fate items does not 

significantly alter the results. Interesting to note, however, that Latinos can arrive at such 

intergroup cooperation and support without necessarily seeing both groups as part of a common 

in-group. The cue of differential treatment, via perceptions of racialization, can yield such 

cooperative dispositions among Latinos.    
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Table 5.10 OLS Regressions Modelling Latinos’ Out-Group Evaluations 

 
Deadly Force vs 

African Americans 
Cooperate with 

African Americans Support BLM 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.137*** 0.133*** 0.156*** 
 (0.034) (0.031) (0.032) 
Linked Fate 0.057t 0.116*** 0.091** 
 (0.032) (0.032) (0.030) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.523*** 0.077 0.329*** 
 (0.046) (0.055) (0.045) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.089 0.08 0.039 
 (0.070) (0.071) (0.066) 
Spanish Language -0.118** 0.008 -0.026 
 (0.036) (0.038) (0.031) 
2nd Generation 0.161* -0.01 0.031 
 (0.074) (0.077) (0.080) 
3rd+ Generation 0.145t -0.042 0.009 
 (0.075) (0.085) (0.082) 
Interest 0.042 0.217*** 0.037 
 (0.037) (0.039) (0.041) 
Ideology 0.059* 0.059** 0.128*** 
 (0.025) (0.023) (0.019) 
Age 0.003 -0.008*** -0.004 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.003) 
Female -0.138* 0.152* 0.054 
 (0.070) (0.068) (0.063) 
College -0.017 0.091 0.072 
 (0.065) (0.074) (0.075) 
Income 0.004 0.01 -0.011 
 (0.011) (0.011) (0.013) 
Constant 1.279*** 0.716** 1.137*** 
 (0.216) (0.235) (0.217) 
R-squared 0.23 0.14 0.2 
N 2496 2496 2496 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All data 
are weighted. tp<0.1, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Conclusion 

 This chapter set out to examine the attitudinal domains of perceptions of racialization as 

well as Latinos’ sense of place in society. Continuing the argument from previous chapters that 

the rise and combination of anti-immigrant and anti-Latino sentiment leading up to the 2016 

presidential race constitutes a racialization that functionally cues Latinos to both a sense of 

identity and threat, this chapter explored whether perceptions of racialization influence Latino 

policy attitudes and what further insight they provide about how Latinos view their social 

position. The primary analysis of this chapter is that perceptions of racialization influence the 

attitude formation of Latinos, particularly regarding issues with racial valence and issues that 

center bias or disadvantage.  

 The first section of analysis regarded Latinos’ relationship to the various policy issues 

and role of government in procuring certain resources and advancing a policy agenda. Having 

components of identity and threat, I hypothesized that perceptions of racialization would 

influence Latinos in similar pro-group direction as research has found for group solidarity 

variables such as consciousness and linked fate. The results demonstrate that Latinos who 

perceive racialization have a proclivity for federal programs that ultimately benefit Latinos. This 

may indicate that an explicit group cue is not necessary to push Latinos to support a government 

spending program if they are aware of how the policy’s success will be favorable for their group. 

I further explored issues with and without racial valence with the expectation that perceptions of 

racialization would be most relevant on issues that center Latinos or a sense of bias, 

disadvantage, or discrimination. The results indicate that perceptions of racialization are more 

relevant on issues directly affecting Latinos such as citizenship and immigration but more so 

where immigrants, and Latinos by extension, are denigrated. Thus, Latinos who perceive their 
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context as racializing support policies that benefit their group and come to the aid of their group 

by rejecting denigrating portrayals. 

 The second section regarded Latinos’ sense of place in society via self-perceived 

vulnerabilities to threat as well as out-group evaluation of African Americans. The results in 

these analyses indicate that Latinos who perceive racialization do view their position in society 

as one characterized by vulnerabilities. Latinos privy to the anti-Latino nature of anti-immigrant 

sentiment view a greater and continuous presence of racism in society, which in turn affects 

Latinos’ experiences with the immigration and criminal justice systems. Because understanding 

your social location involves understanding the relative location of other social groups, I 

explored whether perceptions of racialization would carry its impact into evaluations of an out-

group. The results suggest that perceptions of racialization sensitize Latinos to the bias Latinos 

and African Americans suffer as well as increase cooperative inclinations toward African 

American struggles. 

 Overall, this chapter adds to our understanding of how Latinos organize and evaluate 

their policy priorities, how they evaluate their social position, and how they evaluate out-groups 

similarly positioned. Latinos who perceive racialization demonstrate a favorable orientation 

towards their in-group but are additionally sensitive to contexts of discrimination and bias 

suffered beyond their panethnic in-group.  
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Racialization and Political Participation: Attitudes and Activity 
 
 
Introduction 
 

The previous chapters explored the relationship between perceptions of racialization and 

outcomes such as identification, partisanship, policies, and sense of place in society. This chapter 

turns to explore how perceptions of racialization orient Latinos toward the process of effecting 

change in society through political involvement. As such, this chapter focuses on Latino attitudes 

toward the efficaciousness of certain methods of participation as well as actual participation in 

politics. As the results will indicate, there are limits to the influence of perceptions of 

racialization which can be observed in the difference between attitudes about political 

participation and actual participation in political activities. Nonetheless, perceptions of 

racialization may provide a window into Latino voter turnout in the 2016 general election. 

 
Deciding to Participate 

 

The literature on political participation has offered a variety of explanatory mechanisms 

useful for understanding variation in the decision to participate in politics. Classic models of 

participation focus on the roles of socioeconomic status and psychological resources in 

facilitating the decision to participate. Focusing on mechanisms at the individual level, models 

posited resources such as education and income were positively related to the decision to 

participate (Verba and Nie 1972; Wolfinger and Rosenstone 1980). Similarly, psychological 

resources in the form of political efficacy, having more interest in politics, and trusting the 

government were posited as another explanatory mechanism facilitating engagement (Aldrich 

1993; Campbell et al. 1960). Synthesizing SES, psychological resources, and recruitment 

(Rosenstone and Hansen 1993) into their civic voluntarism model, Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 
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(1995) approached variation in political participation focusing on an individual’s capacity to 

participate in politics, their desire to participate, and if they are asked to participate by another 

person or an institutional body. Furthermore, the mobilizing effects of these resources on 

individuals are enhanced under circumstances of threat (Tam Cho, Gimpel, and Wu 2006) and 

through certain emotions (Valentino, Brader, Groenendyk, Gregorowics, and Hutchings 2011). 

 Socioeconomic status, psychological, and recruitment models provide important insights, 

but other factors shape the participation environments of racialized minorities and immigrant-

based communities. Within the Latino community, immigrants tend to participate electorally and 

in their community at lower rate than their U.S. born counterparts due to additional barriers they 

must overcome as well as lower institutional mobilization (DeSipio 2011).  

Among these explanatory mechanisms are models of group-based resources. These 

models attempt to identify the centrality and influence of an individual’s group identity on the 

decision to participate in politics. Latinos who feel a sense of solidarity with their group tend to 

participate more in politics when the opportunity to do so is directly related to the group itself 

(Sanchez 2006; Perez 2015). How Latinos react internally to social stigmas associated with the 

group is also relevant (Garcia Bedolla 2005). In addition to demonstrating that racial group 

identification and solidarity does influence individuals’ decision to participate (Dawson 1994; 

Garcia Bedolla 2005; Sanchez 2006; Stokes 2003), the influence of that solidarity tends to 

manifest mostly in unconventional over conventional participation (Chong and Rogers 2005; 

Laniyonu 2019; Valdez 2011; Wong, Lien, and Conway 2005). 

Given the conflation of immigration policy with the politics of the Latino community 

leading up to and during the presidential election of 2016, does perceiving racialization yield any 

effects on Latinos’ outlooks on forms of participation and ultimately their decision to participate 
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in politics? This chapter situates perceptions of racialization within the scholarship on political 

participation with the goal of understanding what role, if any, perceptions of racialization play in 

motivating Latinos to engage in politics. In chapter two I presented perceptions of racialization 

as containing aspects of identity and threat and thus should incorporate the respective 

mechanisms that relate to political activity. In the following sections, I explore whether and how 

perceptions of racialization are relevant to means of voicing one’s political concerns and 

influencing government. 

Effectiveness of Methods for Acquiring Government Responsiveness 

To gain a sense of where Latinos lie on the importance and effectiveness of different 

political activities, I present in Table 6.1 the proportions of Latinos indicating how important and 

efficacious they believe certain political activities to be. I make use of a series of items asking 

respondents how important voting is and how effective voting, contacting your representative, 

non-violent protest, and rioting are for getting their voices heard. The response options for the 

first voting item asking respondents how important they believe voting is compared to other 

political activities ranges from “not at all important” to “the most important.” The response 

options for the subsequent items asking respondents how effective the tactics were for having 

their voices heard ranged from “not effective at all” to “very effective.” As Table 6.1 makes 

clear, majorities of Latinos find almost all forms of having your voice heard to be somewhat or 

very effective. The only exception is found for rioting, where only twenty-two percent of Latinos 

agree that rioting is at least somewhat effective.  
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Table 6.1 Importance and Effectiveness of Political Activities 

 
Important “Somewhat” & “Very” 

Effective 
Voting 69%  
Voting  72% 
Contacting Representative 62% 
Non-Violent Protest  65% 
Rioting  22% 
BLM  50% 
Note: Entries are percentages. All data are weighted.  
Source: 2016 CMPS. 

 
I begin exploring how Latino perceptions of racialization affect their perceptions of 

effective political activities to bring about government responsiveness. Given the connection 

between race and ethnic group identity and unconventional forms of participation, I expect 

perceptions of racialization to be related differently to conventional and unconventional forms of 

political participation. Here, voting and contacting your representative are categorized as 

conventional while protest, riots, and Black Lives Matter movement are categorized as 

unconventional participation. I categorize protest as unconventional following Chong and Rogers 

(2005) who distinguish protest from voting and contacting representatives as having elements of 

group coordination and cooperation (p.357). 

I hypothesize perceptions of racialization to be a significant predictor of the effectiveness 

of forms of participation that have aspects of group coordination and cooperation, which may 

tend to be unconventional forms of participation. Additionally, group-based resources have been 

found to have a greater impact on issues directly tied to the racial/ethnic group (see Sanchez 

2006). As a cue that provides information, perceptions of racialization should yield positive 

attitudes regarding the effectiveness of political activities intended to help disadvantaged groups.  
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H6.1 | Perceptions of racialization will be significantly related to unconventional forms 

of participation as effective means of acquiring government responsiveness relative to 

conventional forms. 

H6.2 | Stronger perceptions of racialization should increase how effective Latinos view 

activities whose benefit centers on disadvantaged groups.  

As with the models in previous chapters, I continue to control for SES, gender, interest, 

ideology, generation status, language, and group-based factors. Because the analysis of this 

chapter is in the domain of political participation, I include controls for factors known to play 

important roles in engagement with the political system. These include partisanship, whether the 

respondent was contacted by a campaign or political body to participate, and a proxy for civic 

skills measured through participation in activities of a political, social, civic, or cultural group. I 

additionally distinguish between all Latino adults and Latino registered voters and provide 

separate columns in the tables for each sample to see if registered voters differ in their outlooks 

on participation. 

Table 6.2 and 6.2a presents the results OLS regressions testing the relationship between 

perceptions of racialization and how effective Latinos believe conventional political activities in 

having their voices heard. Beginning with Table 6.2, I present the factors associated with 

increased feelings of the importance of voting. As the results show, perceptions of racialization 

are not significantly related to the importance of voting neither among all Latino adults nor 

among the smaller sample of Latino registered voters. Finding voting to be the most important 

political activity, or at least as important as other forms of participation, increases among Latinos 

who perceive discrimination against their group, are of the immigrant generation, have chosen a 

political party, are interested in politics, lean liberal, are older, and with at least a college 
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education. Latino registered voters differ in two areas. Whereas Latino Democrats and Latinos in 

the third generation or beyond are less likely to find voting as the most important or at least as 

important as other activities than the immigrant generation, there are no significant generational, 

Democratic, ideological, or educational differences among Latino registered voters.  

Table 6.2a presents the relationship between perceptions of racialization and beliefs about 

the effectiveness of voting and contacting representatives. Here, only among Latino registered 

voters do perceptions of racialization have a significant and negative relationship to viewing 

voting as an effective method of participation. Perceptions of discrimination follow a similar 

pattern but have a positive relationship. Elsewhere, perceptions of racialization are not 

significant contributors to increased beliefs about the effectiveness of these methods. For voting, 

greater interest in politics, liberal ideology, and older age significantly contribute to viewing 

voting as effective in both samples. Neither partisanship nor a college education are significant 

predictors among registered voters. 

Increased views on the effectiveness of contacting a representative are a function of 

interest in politics, liberal ideology, and increased education. Among registered voters, however, 

ideology and education are not significant contributors. Younger and Democratic registered 

voters are less likely to find contacting a representative as effective. Thus, Tables 6.2 and 6.2a 

provide initial support for H6.1 while raising voting as an activity where perceptions of 

racialization are associated with lower confidence in the ability of voting to bring about change. 
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Table 6.2 OLS Regression Predicting Importance of Voting, by All Latino Adults 
and Registered Voters 

 Latino Adults Registered Voters 
Perceptions of Racialization 0.029 0.009 
 (0.036) (0.024) 
Linked Fate 0.003 -0.027 
 (0.033) (0.024) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.201** 0.198*** 
 (0.066) (0.043) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.038 -0.018 
 (0.074) (0.058) 
Spanish Language -0.021 -0.044 
 (0.039) (0.034) 
2nd Generation -0.144 -0.03 
 (0.079) (0.065) 
3rd+ Generation -0.178* -0.032 
 (0.083) (0.071) 
Democrat 0.347*** 0.052 
 (0.082) (0.061) 
Republican 0.394** 0.199** 
 (0.122) (0.070) 
Interest 0.276*** 0.223*** 
 (0.047) (0.034) 
Ideology 0.074* 0.025 
 (0.030) (0.021) 
Age 0.008* 0.011*** 
 (0.004) (0.002) 
Female -0.049 -0.069 
 (0.072) (0.055) 
College 0.238** -0.015 
 (0.075) (0.053) 
Income 0.006 0.01 
 (0.014) (0.008) 
Constant 1.744*** 2.551*** 
 (0.277) (0.245) 
R2 0.2 0.16 
N 2496 1558 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. 
All data are weighted. * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Table 6.2a OLS Regression on Effectiveness of Voting and Contacting Representative 

 Voting Contacting Representative 

 
Adults Registered 

Voters Adults Registered 
Voters 

Perceptions of Racialization 0.017 -0.060** 0.012 -0.013 
 (0.027) (0.023) (0.029) (0.033) 
Linked Fate 0.019 -0.004 0.045 0.063 
 (0.026) (0.025) (0.028) (0.034) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.033 0.093* -0.002 0.067 
 (0.041) (0.041) (0.043) (0.053) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.098 -0.074 -0.01 -0.072 
 (0.054) (0.051) (0.059) (0.065) 
Spanish Language -0.008 -0.012 0.053 0.022 
 (0.028) (0.028) (0.030) (0.045) 
2nd Generation 0.011 -0.108 -0.018 -0.063 
 (0.066) (0.062) (0.067) (0.083) 
3rd+ Generation -0.089 -0.1 -0.11 -0.057 
 (0.074) (0.071) (0.073) (0.084) 
Democrat 0.187** -0.005 0.029 -0.157* 
 (0.067) (0.064) (0.066) (0.072) 
Republican 0.245** 0.014 0.093 -0.032 
 (0.082) (0.086) (0.087) (0.097) 
Interest 0.256*** 0.204*** 0.194*** 0.152*** 
 (0.039) (0.043) (0.038) (0.040) 
Ideology 0.098*** 0.062** 0.069*** 0.033 
 (0.020) (0.020) (0.020) (0.024) 
Age 0.007*** 0.005* 0.005 0.006* 
 (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female -0.011 -0.096 0.018 0.003 
 (0.057) (0.053) (0.057) (0.066) 
College 0.195*** 0.057 0.183** 0.127 
 (0.057) (0.052) (0.063) (0.072) 
Income 0.014 0.007 0.006 0.005 
 (0.011) (0.008) (0.011) (0.011) 
Constant 1.288*** 2.288*** 1.416*** 1.794*** 
 (0.203) (0.218) (0.205) (0.250) 
R-squared 0.2 0.1 0.11 0.06 
N 2496 1558 2496 1558 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All data 
are weighted. * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 

  

Table 6.3 presents the results of OLS regressions testing the relationship between 

perceptions of racialization and how effective Latinos believe unconventional political activities 
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are for having their voices heard. I use non-violent protest and riots as abstract examples and 

Black Lives Matter protests as a real-world example of a protest. I provide an additional column 

for Latino registered voters to see if predictors differ among the two samples. The variables of 

political interest and ideology continue to hold a significant and positive association with non-

violent protest, suggesting increased interest in politics and liberal leanings tend to be associated 

with greater involvement and a greater desire of involvement to influence government.  

Relative to Table 6.2 and 6.2a, the effectiveness of unconventional forms of participation 

appears to be a function of a different set of explanatory variables. Beyond interest and ideology, 

views of the effectiveness of unconventional participation among Latinos is an additional 

function of group-based resources like perceptions of racialization, discrimination, and Spanish 

language, although these differ between Latino registered voters and all Latino adults. Latinos 

who are sensitive to racialization seem to find unconventional participation such as nonviolent 

protest as a more effective means of influencing government than traditional electoral and 

conventional means like voting and contacting your representative. The main independent 

variable of this study, perceptions of racialization, is positively associated with viewing protest 

as effective among Latino adults but not registered voters, while the reverse is true for rioting. 

Moreover, rioting as an effective method is more likely, among those who are younger and of 

lower income. Together, the results for perceptions of racialization provide support for 

hypothesis 6.1.  

When presented with nonviolent protest as an abstract political activity, Latinos who 

perceive racialization are likely to find it effective. Does this increased support for nonviolent 

protest change when presented with a real-world, specific example of such a nonviolent protest? 

The third model in Table 6.3 presents the results when the Black Lives Matter movement is 
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taken as a specific and real-world example of a nonviolent protest. Consistent with general views 

about the effectiveness of nonviolent protest in the abstract, Latinos who perceive racialization 

have a greater likelihood of believing the Black Lives Matter movement will be an effective 

means of achieving equality for African Americans. This relationship holds in both adult and 

registered voter samples. The findings provide support for hypothesis 6.2, that perceptions of 

racialization would be relevant to and find unconventional activity centering disadvantaged 

groups to be effective.  

Latinas, liberals, Spanish speakers, and those who perceive discrimination are also more 

likely to view the BLM movement as effective. Partisanship has a different association in each 

sample where Democratic partisanship is positively related among registered voters whereas 

Republican partisanship is related to diminished levels of how effective BLM will be among the 

sample of Latino adults. 

Lastly, views about the effectiveness of different modes of participation suggest that 

perceptions of racialization orient Latinos toward an unconventional mode aligning with prior 

literature (Chong and Rogers 2005) that finds patterns of group-based resources pushing 

minorities towards unconventional modes of participation when traditional means appear 

blocked, ineffective, or unwelcoming. Even within unconventional activities, Latinos who 

perceive racialization may be making a distinction between nonviolent protest and violent protest 

(e.g., riots) as observed in the differing significance between the samples. Despite some 

differences in the factors contributing to views on the effectiveness of political activities between 

the registered voter and adult samples, perceptions of racialization are more relevant and 

positively related to attitudes about unconventional forms of participation. 
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Table 6.3 OLS Regression Predicting Effectiveness of Unconventional Participation 

 Non-Violent Protest Rioting BLM 

 
Adults Registered 

Voters Adults Registered 
Voters Adults Registered 

Voters 
Perceptions of 
Racialization 

0.058* 0.041 0.033 0.075** 0.094*** 0.099*** 
(0.027) (0.035) (0.025) (0.027) (0.027) (0.030) 

Linked Fate 0.002 -0.007 0.013 -0.038 0.031 0.066* 
 (0.029) (0.034) (0.025) (0.026) (0.028) (0.028) 
Perceptions of 
Discrimination 

0.082 0.153** 0.084 0.083 0.185*** 0.318*** 
(0.044) (0.052) (0.044) (0.048) (0.043) (0.057) 

Experienced 
Discrimination 

-0.019 -0.084 -0.092 -0.081 0.009 -0.068 
(0.062) (0.070) (0.061) (0.065) (0.058) (0.066) 

Spanish 
Language 0.001 -0.037 0.104*** 0.053 0.085** 0.077* 
 (0.029) (0.038) (0.028) (0.033) (0.030) (0.031) 
2nd Generation 0.047 -0.051 0.104 0.001 0.014 -0.145 
 (0.069) (0.088) (0.067) (0.075) (0.068) (0.079) 
3rd+ Generation -0.067 -0.101 0.132 0.101 0.004 -0.157 
 (0.075) (0.091) (0.072) (0.075) (0.072) (0.084) 
Democrat 0.074 -0.012 0.003 0.106 0.069 0.208** 
 (0.066) (0.071) (0.065) (0.074) (0.069) (0.076) 
Republican 0.042 -0.046 0.112 0.086 -0.236** -0.094 
 (0.077) (0.096) (0.086) (0.087) (0.087) (0.091) 
Interest 0.265*** 0.221*** -0.008 0.013 0.062 0.051 
 (0.041) (0.042) (0.035) (0.035) (0.039) (0.046) 
Ideology 0.077*** 0.073** 0.023 -0.011 0.060** 0.084*** 
 (0.022) (0.024) (0.019) (0.023) (0.021) (0.023) 
Age -0.002 -0.002 -0.009*** -0.010*** -0.003 -0.002 
 (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) 
Female 0.043 -0.104 -0.019 0.021 0.156** 0.130* 
 (0.059) (0.062) (0.059) (0.059) (0.060) (0.064) 
College 0.059 0.039 0.066 0.139* 0.061 0.09 
 (0.056) (0.065) (0.059) (0.067) (0.056) (0.058) 
Income 0.003 -0.014 -0.033*** -0.043*** -0.025** -0.024* 
 (0.009) (0.011) (0.009) (0.009) (0.010) (0.010) 
Constant 1.300*** 1.765*** 1.525*** 1.712*** 0.975*** 0.357 
 (0.204) (0.254) (0.197) (0.218) (0.192) (0.216) 
R2 0.14 0.1 0.08 0.1 0.18 0.3 
N 2496 1558 2496 1558 2187 1411 
Note: Entries are unstandardized OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All data 
are weighted. * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Racialization and Political Participation 

While attitudes on the effectiveness of different political activities provide important 

insights on the ways that racialization affect Latinos’ relationship to political participation, it 

does not establish that racialization can motivate Latinos to voice their demands on the 

government through the different available means. To this end, this section explores whether 

perceptions of racialization mobilize Latinos to participate and whether the pattern of finding 

unconventional forms of participation effective translate into increased participation through 

unconventional activities.  

Was turnout in the 2016 election be differentially influenced by perceptions of 

racialization? Literature has found that racialized threats, such as those from anti-immigrant 

legislation, have motivating potential, mobilizing Latinos to engage electorally from increasing 

naturalization, to registering to vote, and ultimately turning out to vote in the elections most 

proximate to the threats (Michelson and Pallares 2001; Pantoja, Ramirez, and Segura 2001; 

Zepeda-Millan 2017). Similarly, Schildkraut (2005) finds an association between ethnic and 

panethnic identification and electoral participation, where such identification can ameliorate the 

political alienation Latinos may experience in the face of discrimination. Valdez (2011) writes, 

“Group identity, a sense of ‘‘linked fate,’’ and the perception of group-based discrimination 

combine to facilitate Latinos’ electoral and nonelectoral activities” (p.468). With perceptions of 

racialization including the component of panethnic identity and of threat, there is a potential of 

two related mechanisms connecting Latinos to increased participation. To the extent that 

perceptions of racialization serve as a measure of racialized threat or cue Latinos to a sense of 

racialized threat, it should positively bear on Latinos’ electoral participation.  
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H6.3 | Stronger perceptions of racialization should increase Latino voter turnout in the 

2016 election, controlling for traditional predictors of participation. 

Continuing the hypothesis from the previous section, that perceptions of racialization 

would be most relevant to unconventional forms of participation, I expect that perceptions of 

racialization should be a significant predictor of unconventional relative to conventional forms of 

participation. Thus, if perceptions of racialization are related to a sense of exclusion from 

mainstream politics, it should predominantly increase unconventional participation.   

H6.4 | Perceptions of racialization will be significantly related to unconventional forms 

of participation relative to conventional forms. 

H6.5 | Stronger perceptions of racialization should increase Latinos’ participation in 

unconventional activities. 

Lastly, I make use of other nonelectoral, low-cost items of participation present in the 

2016 CMPS and which I describe below before the analysis. While still forms of political 

participation, these activities do not fit neatly under a definition of participation focused on 

directly affecting the functioning of government or the election of its representatives. Rather they 

are activities with the fewest barriers to their exercise. Discussing politics with family and 

friends, through social media, as well as wearing a button or posting a political sign do not incur 

the same or as many barriers to their exercise as voting, donating, volunteering in a campaign, or 

protesting. It is additionally likely that these low-cost activities are necessary components to the 

low-cost activities as, for example, recruiting others or being recruited by others into a costly 

activity first requires discussing politics. Thus, given the combination of threat and identity in 

racialization, it is reasonable to expect Latinos to have an increased likelihood of discussing 

politics with others.  
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H6.6 | Perceptions of racialization should be positively related to engaging in low-cost 

activities. 

There are four major areas of political participation that I explore – voting in 2016 

presidential election, conventional, unconventional, and other low-cost participation activities. 

To measure voting in the 2016 election I make use of a self-reported voter turnout variable 

asking the respondent if the official vote record for their state would indicate that they had voted 

in 2016, with the response options of 0 = no, I did not vote, and 1 = yes, I voted. I measure other 

conventional activities including whether respondents (1) worked with a candidate, party, or 

campaign organization, (2) donated money to a candidate, party, or campaign, (3) contacted an 

elected representative or government official about an issue, (4) worked with others in the 

community to solve a problem, and (5) attended a community meeting to solve an issue. 

As unconventional activities I include (1) protest, (2) boycott a company or product, and 

(3) sign a petition over an issue concerning them. Lastly, I include a set of additional political 

activities that are low-cost, (1) discussing politics with others, (2) wearing a campaign button or 

posting a political sign or sticker, and (3) discussing politics on social media. As with the voting 

item, the response options for each of these activities is either yes or no. For the self-reported 

voter turnout model, I run a logistic regression model given the binary outcome of the item. For 

the conventional, unconventional, and other low-cost models, rather than model the effect of 

perceptions of racialization on each political activity, I combine the activities under their 

respective categories and estimate Poisson models. Lastly, I control for the same variables as in 

the previous analysis on participation attitudes but supplant partisanship with strength of 

partisanship. It is reasonable that partisans may have different outlooks on participation attitudes 
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as observed with attitudes on BLM among Latino Republican. For engagement in political 

activities however I control for strength of partisanship in addition to partisanship. 

To what extent do perceptions of racialization relate to turnout? Table 6.4 presents the 

results of a logistic regression model testing the relationship between perceptions of racialization 

and self-reported voter turnout in the 2016 presidential election. Expectations from H2 would 

indicate that perceptions of racialization would increase voter turnout, as it includes aspects that 

the literature has found to increase turnout. If the significant and negative association for this 

main independent variable in Table 6.2a served as an indicator of how perceptions of 

racialization might translate to motivating voter turnout, we would expect a negative 

relationship. Contrary to the former expectation, the results show a significant and negative 

relationship, consistent with the findings from table 6.2a. Latinos with a stronger sense of 

racialization are less likely to report turning out to vote in the 2016 election. I thus find no 

support for H6.3. The decrease in attitudes about the effectiveness of voting and lower likelihood 

of turning out to vote may reflect a sense of alienation from this main electoral means of 

influencing government. 
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Table 6.4 Logistic Regression Predicting Voter Turnout in 2016 

 Registered Voters 
Perceptions of Racialization -0.377** 
 (0.140) 
Linked Fate 0.24 
 (0.166) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.346 
 (0.244) 
Experienced Discrimination -0.505 
 (0.307) 
Spanish Language -0.174 
 (0.198) 
2nd Generation 0.33 
 (0.328) 
3rd+ Generation -0.295 
 (0.307) 
Recruited 0.432 
 (0.344) 
Civic Skills -0.106 
 (0.265) 
Strong Partisanship 0.527 
 (0.327) 
Democrat 0.746* 
 (0.311) 
Republican 0.263 
 (0.415) 
Interest 0.213 
 (0.179) 
Ideology 0.026 
 (0.082) 
Age 0.047*** 
 (0.010) 
Female 0.049 
 (0.324) 
College 0.686* 
 (0.300) 
Income 0.193*** 
 (0.049) 
Constant -1.792 
 (0.961) 
Log-Likelihood -260.48 
AIC 558.96 
Pseudo-R2 0.19 
N 1558 
Note: Entries are logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All data 
are weighted. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Given that conventional activities, other than voting, and unconventional activity do not 

require voter registration, perhaps perceptions of racialization relate positively to conventional 

and unconventional participation. Turning first to conventional forms of participation, other than 

voting in the 2016 election, I model a Poisson regression estimating whether and how 

perceptions of racialization are related to conventional participation. For comparability with the 

2016 turnout results, which only include registered voters, I run the conventional and 

unconventional models on samples of adults as well as registered voters. 

As the results indicate in Table 6.5, perceptions of racialization are not significantly 

related to conventional participation. Conventional participation appears to be a function of 

resources as the scholarship has established. The cost of participating shapes individual 

motivation; skills increase the likelihood of participation. Higher income, education, interest, 

prior participation in local organizations, and having been asked to participate increase the 

likelihood that Latinos engage in conventional participation. Of the group-based resources, 

navigating our political society with the English language, having experienced discrimination, 

and having a sense of linked fate with other Latinos increase the likelihood of conventional 

participation. 
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Table 6.5 Poisson Regression Predicting Conventional Participation 

 Adults Registered Voters 
Perceptions of Racialization -0.052 -0.056 
 (0.043) (0.048) 
Linked Fate 0.119* 0.158** 
 (0.049) (0.058) 
Perceptions of Discrimination -0.025 -0.029 
 (0.066) (0.074) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.265* 0.245* 
 (0.105) (0.112) 
Spanish Language -0.096* -0.104* 
 (0.044) (0.049) 
2nd Generation 0.172 0.027 
 (0.112) (0.132) 
3rd+ Generation 0.093 0.086 
 (0.113) (0.125) 
Recruited 0.390*** 0.341*** 
 (0.083) (0.082) 
Civic Skills 0.509*** 0.459*** 
 (0.054) (0.048) 
Strong Partisanship 0.363*** 0.279** 
 (0.108) (0.101) 
Democrat -0.11 -0.176 
 (0.124) (0.123) 
Republican -0.19 -0.209 
 (0.138) (0.146) 
Interest 0.397*** 0.443*** 
 (0.066) (0.066) 
Ideology 0.095** 0.081** 
 (0.030) (0.031) 
Age 0.002 0 
 (0.003) (0.003) 
Female -0.08 0.03 
 (0.084) (0.083) 
College 0.196* 0.044 
 (0.087) (0.087) 
Income 0.037** 0.051*** 
 (0.014) (0.013) 
Constant -2.814*** -2.694*** 
  (0.315) (0.350) 
Log-Likelihood -2306.38 -1279.54 
AIC 4650.756 2597.08 
N 2496 1558 
Note: Entries are Poisson coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All 
data are weighted. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Arguably, perceptions of racialization are more relevant to unconventional forms of 

participation, as suggested by the analyses in the previous section on attitudes over the 

effectiveness of different forms of participation and by H6.4 and H6.5. Turning to 

unconventional forms of participation, mainly protesting, boycotting, and signing a petition, I 

model a Poisson regression estimating whether and how perceptions of racialization are related 

to unconventional participation. As the results indicate in Table 6.6, and like the results found in 

Table 6.5, perceptions of racialization are not significantly related to unconventional 

participation.  

The same SES, psychological, skills, recruitment, and group-based factors relevant for 

conventional participation additionally increase the likelihood of engaging in unconventional 

forms of participation. Again, of the two aspects of discrimination, having experienced 

discrimination motivates Latinos to participate over those who have not experienced 

discrimination. While Democratic partisanship is positively related to increased turnout in the 

2016 election, it is negatively related to increased participation through unconventional 

activities. 
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Table 6.6 Poisson Regression Modelling Unconventional Participation 

 Adults Registered Voters 
Perceptions of Racialization -0.007 -0.024 
 (0.032) (0.031) 
Linked Fate 0.118** 0.087* 
 (0.036) (0.037) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.051 0.099t 

 (0.056) (0.054) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.323*** 0.365*** 
 (0.081) (0.079) 
Spanish Language -0.132** -0.122** 
 (0.043) (0.042) 
2nd Generation 0.18 0.014 
 (0.095) (0.094) 
3rd+ Generation 0.124 0.024 
 (0.098) (0.100) 
Recruited 0.405*** 0.296*** 
 (0.078) (0.068) 
Civic Skills 0.189*** 0.180*** 
 (0.057) (0.043) 
Strong Partisanship 0.350*** 0.269** 
 (0.093) (0.093) 
Democrat -0.144 -0.247* 
 (0.105) (0.106) 
Republican -0.341** -0.349** 
 (0.123) (0.127) 
Interest 0.416*** 0.413*** 
 (0.054) (0.053) 
Ideology 0.098*** 0.102*** 
 (0.028) (0.027) 
Age -0.003 -0.008*** 
 (0.003) (0.002) 
Female 0.125 0.06 
 (0.075) (0.067) 
College 0.175* 0.016 
 (0.072) (0.070) 
Income 0.043*** 0.035*** 
 (0.011) (0.010) 
Constant -3.156*** -2.481*** 
  (0.285) (0.307) 
Log-Likelihood -2044.4 -1134.48 
AIC 4126.8 2306.95 
N 2496 1558 
Note: Entries are Poisson coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All data are 
weighted. tp<0.1, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Finally, I make use of additional political activities that do not have as significant bearing 

on the workings of the political system as voting, conventional, and unconventional activities. 

Rather than place pressure on the officials or legislative agendas, as contacting an official or 

volunteering on a campaign or protesting might, these low-cost activities take place in 

individuals’ social networks where they can influence and be influenced by those around them 

through conversation and symbolic gesturing. If Latinos who perceive racialization do not voice 

their concerns and demands on the government differently than Latinos who do not perceive 

racialization, perhaps they engage low-cost activities differently. Perhaps perceiving racialization 

enrages them, and they are more likely to discuss with others, or perhaps they feel a sense of 

resignation and exhibit a sense of alienation observable in fewer political discussions with others.  

In Table 6.7, I present the results of a Poisson model where the dependent variable is 

these other low-cost activities. Again, as in the conventional and unconventional models, 

perceptions of racialization are not associated with symbolic political gestures or discussing 

politics with those in one’s networks whether in person or through social media. In this model, 

traditional resources continue their relevance as found in previous models. Linked fate is the 

only group-based factor increasing the likelihood of discussing politics and wearing a political 

button. The pattern for registered voters only differs in that Republican partisanship is not a 

significant contributor. 
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Table 6.7 Poisson Regression Modelling Other Low-Cost Participation 

 Adults Registered Voters 
Perceptions of Racialization -0.001 -0.007 
 (0.015) (0.015) 
Linked Fate 0.045* 0.043* 
 (0.018) (0.021) 
Perceptions of Discrimination 0.033 0.003 
 (0.027) (0.030) 
Experienced Discrimination 0.052 -0.003 
 (0.038) (0.037) 
Spanish Language -0.03 -0.053 
 (0.018) (0.027) 
2nd Generation -0.009 -0.022 
 (0.041) (0.045) 
3rd+ Generation 0.009 -0.022 
 (0.041) (0.048) 
Recruited 0.179*** 0.140*** 
 (0.033) (0.034) 
Civic Skills 0.078** 0.110*** 
 (0.029) (0.027) 
Strong Partisanship 0.004 0.027 
 (0.042) (0.044) 
Democrat 0.044 -0.001 
 (0.049) (0.051) 
Republican 0.146** 0.024 
 (0.050) (0.057) 
Interest 0.297*** 0.278*** 
 (0.024) (0.029) 
Ideology 0.054*** 0.033* 
 (0.013) (0.014) 
Age -0.004*** -0.006*** 
 (0.001) (0.001) 
Female 0.028 0.071 
 (0.037) (0.040) 
College 0.037 -0.003 
 (0.034) (0.035) 
Income 0.004 0.003 
 (0.006) (0.006) 
Constant -0.944*** -0.434** 
  (0.132) (0.158) 
Log-Likelihood -3048.48 -1439.82 
AIC 6134.96 2917.63 
N 2496 1558 
Note: Entries are Poisson coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. All 
data are weighted. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Source: 2016 CMPS. 
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Discussion and Conclusion  

The results from these analyses delineate a clear picture of where and how perceptions of 

racialization relate to political participation. Perceptions of racialization are a more relevant 

contributor to attitudes on political participation than in increasing the political participation of 

Latinos. Latinos who perceive anti-immigrant sentiment to be anti-Latino are more likely to find 

unconventional activities as effective means of voicing their concerns and demands on 

government over conventional ones like voting and contacting elected officials. To the degree 

that the mechanism of perceptions of racialization captures identity and threat, its greater 

relevance to unconventional activities as an effective means of participation follows patterns 

found in the literature. 

However, the results from this chapter suggest a limit to the influential role of 

perceptions of racialization. The influence of perceptions of racialization does not translate from 

attitudes about political activities to participation in political activities. Voter turnout in the 2016 

election is the exception to the pattern of perceptions of racialization not significantly affecting 

participation in the various political activities. The unique, and arguably unusual, nature of the 

2016 presidential election may indicate why a divergence exists between turnout and 

participation on other modes. Nonetheless, evidence from the 2016 CMPS suggests perceptions 

of racialization have a demobilizing influence for Latinos that may reflect a sense of alienation 

or demoralization in a campaign context of anti-immigrant and anti-Latino sentiment.  

In the domain of political participation, traditional resources in the form described 

through the civic voluntarism model (Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995) best and consistently 

explain increased participation in all modes of participation among Latinos. Latinos participate 

more across a range of activities when they have the material and psychological resources to do 
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so, have prior experience with civic engagement, and when they are contacted by political 

bodies. Group-based resources provide additional insight into Latinos’ participation patterns, but 

racialization is not one of them. A sense of linked fate, personal experiences with discrimination, 

and language are significant contributors to most modes of participation.  

The dynamics of these factors present an interesting picture of how they affect attitudes 

and activity. Perceptions of racialization are a relevant contributor to attitudes about 

unconventional participation, consistent with findings from Wallace and Zepeda-Millan (2018) 

and Zepeda-Millan and Wallace (2018), but not relevant for increasing participation. Spanish 

proficiency is a significant contributor to attitudes about unconventional participation but not 

relevant for mobilizing unconventional activity. Linked fate and personal experience of 

discrimination hold the opposite pattern where they are not related to attitudes on participation, 

but they are significantly associated with increased participation.  

The differing relationships linked fate and perceptions of racialization have with attitudes 

and modes of participation further indicates the differences between the concepts. In chapter two 

where I developed the framework for perceptions of racialization, I drew a distinction between 

the two despite proposing racialization had a component of identity within it. The expectation is 

that their overlap would demonstrate a similarity of orientation among Latinos but that would 

also have points of difference given that it is a different concept. Results from this chapter 

suggest both attitudes on participation and actual engagement in political activities are sites 

where the two concepts yield different orientations. 

Moreover, this distinction between racialization and linked fate regarding political 

participation is instructive when placed in the context of recent literature finding limits to threats 

serving as mobilizers, particularly when absent of hopeful and empowering cues (Nichols and 
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Valdez 2020; Reny, Wilcox-Archuleta, and Nichols 2018). Racialization, particularly the survey 

item employed here, does not contain an element of empowerment to improve Latinos’ 

circumstances. It is not surprising then that perceptions of racialization would have an alienating 

relationship with voting and turnout in elections as well as no significant relationship to other 

modes of participation. Linked fate on the other hand, is a significant contributor to 

conventional, unconventional, and low-cost activities, demonstrating the different influence it 

has on Latinos.    
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What Perceptions of Racialization Reveal about 
Latino Political Behavior 

 
Introduction 

How do perceptions of racialization help us understand Latinos’ sense of place in our 

political society? To address this general question, I made use of a recent survey item from the 

2016 CMPS asking Latino respondents the extent to which they find anti-immigrant sentiment to 

be anti-Latino. After delineating a framework to understand perceptions of racialization and 

substantiating an expectation that these perceptions would be relevant to Latinos, I delved into 

different domains of political behavior to explore if and how perceptions of racialization are 

related to Latino political behavior. Given that the analyses are exclusively conducted on data 

from the 2016 CMPS, I limit the conclusions drawn about Latino political behavior to 

associational claims as well as limited to this survey and corresponding political context to not 

imply a constant and stable influence of perceptions of racialization across time and context. 

Beyond summarizing the main findings from the analyses, this chapter connects findings 

across chapters to present a clearer picture of what perceptions of racialization reveal about 

Latino political behavior specifically, and American politics more generally. I bridge the findings 

across chapters through what perceptions of racialization reveal about Latinos’ sense of place in 

political society. Each of the domains addressed in the empirical chapters – identity formation, 

development of partisanship, policy attitudes, and political participation – speak to how Latinos 

navigate their social and political world, revealing Latinos’ responses when they judge their 

environment to be both anti-immigrant and anti-Latino.  

Relationship to Identity and Discrimination 

 In the analyses throughout this dissertation, apart from analyses in chapter three, I 

controlled for the effects of linked fate and both perceptions and experiences of discrimination. 
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In doing so, I aimed to compare the group-based resources of perceptions of racialization, linked 

fate, and discrimination. In chapter two, I drew distinctions between these three concepts and 

posited perceptions of racialization as having elements of both identity and threat, each of which 

are core elements of linked fate and discrimination, respectively. While perceptions of 

racialization can be conceived as an approach to identity, it is better understood as a group-based 

resource with an element of identity that reflects an instance of threat and discrimination. As 

such, it is a cognitive judgment about the dual anti-immigrant and anti-Latino sentiment defining 

a political context. 

  Perceptions of racialization, while distinct from linked fate, share the conceptual 

interpretation of being a variable that fluctuates and varies according to context, rather than 

exerting a constant and stable influence on Latinos. Within the literature on linked fate, scholars 

have shown how the function of linked fate varies across racial and ethnic groups (Masuoka and 

Junn 2013; Sanchez and Valdez 2016). Perceptions of racialization are not an enduring feature of 

Latinos’ repertoire of cues akin to the way, nor to the degree that, the Black utility heuristic has 

been conceived among African Americans (Dawson 1994). Rather, the presence, relevance, and 

effect of this cognitive judgment depends on the political context. The context leading up to the 

period of data collection for the 2016 CMPS is one where the racialization of Latinos and 

immigration manifested and materialized in a way that it spilled into political campaigning and 

political discourse. While political parties in other presidential campaign seasons have presented 

their platforms and appealed to voters through group cues, they have tended to be more implicit 

than the explicit nature of the negative group cues from 2016. As dependent on conditions in the 

political environment, the contentious period of 2016 presents an opportunity to examine the 

existence and effects of perceptions of racialization among Latinos. 
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 Empirically, perceptions of racialization additionally demonstrate similarity in orientation 

to linked fate and discrimination in some analyses but also divergence in other analyses. Latinos’ 

identity dynamics demonstrate that both perceptions of discrimination and racialization are 

contributors to ethnic group identification and linked fate with other Latinos and marginalized 

groups. Discerning between the political parties when developing party affiliation, racialization, 

linked fate, and discrimination align in orientation away from the Republican party and towards 

the Democratic party, but only linked fate and discrimination push Latinos to make further 

distinctions between the Democratic party and Independent/other partisan identities. This pattern 

continues into evaluations of partisan candidates and presidential vote choice. In the domain of 

policy attitudes perceptions of discrimination is a significant factor in more areas than either 

perceptions of racialization or linked fate. Much of the overlap in the relationships of 

racialization, linked fate, and discrimination respectively with the dependent variables is found in 

Latinos’ self-evaluations and relationship with African Americans. Lastly, only in attitudes about 

unconventional participation do discrimination and racialization align, elsewhere the only 

significant pattern is that of linked fate consistently associated with increased participation in the 

three modes of participation examined.  

Perceptions of Racialization and Sense of Place in Political Society 

 Although I devote a section in chapter five to understanding Latinos’ sense of place 

through their attitudes on treatment by police, the criminal justice system, and relationship to 

African Americans, each empirical chapter contributes a piece of insight into Latinos’ sense of 

place in political society. Beginning with choice of identification, how do Latinos’ identity 

dynamics reflect their response to a racializing environment? Historically, Latinos have 

negotiated between embracing and prioritizing their ethnic identity or assimilating and choosing 
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to primarily identify as American. Latinos continue to have ethnic and national identities as 

options, as well as the ability to hold both simultaneously. However, as chapter three 

demonstrated, Latinos who judge their political environment to be anti-immigrant and anti-

Latino prefer ethnic-based identities over a national, American identification. Latinos perceiving 

racialization exhibit both a gravitation towards ethnic-based identities and a stronger sense of 

linked fate with other marginalized individuals (e.g., Latinos, immigrants, African Americans, 

minorities). This relationship is similar to the relationship found in the literature of perceptions 

and experiences of discrimination increasing group identification, whether measured from a lens 

of affective attachment or rational choice framework of linked fate. This suggests that Latinos’ 

self-conception as American suffers when larger society treats them differentially. Such 

interpersonal discriminatory experiences and assessments that discrimination and racialization 

affect Latinos has the effect of keeping ethnic group identification as a salient point of reference 

for self-understanding but also for use as a cue in political decision-making and opinion 

formation.  

As a community whose foreign-born members are in the process of incorporation and 

whose native-born members who are in the process of further socialization, Latinos’ partisan 

choices reflect where Latinos believe they fit within the party structure and within the electorate. 

Perceptions of racialization facilitate Latinos’ process of learning about American politics and 

the two major political parties. As such, Latinos who perceive racialization are more likely to 

identify with the Democratic party and less likely to identify with the Republican party. Among 

Latinos who have chosen a party affiliation, perceptions of racialization are only related to 

stronger partisanship among Latino Democrats. The gravitation toward and preference for the 

Democratic party further extends into evaluations and vote choice. Favorable evaluations of 
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Democratic politicians and unfavorable evaluations of Republican politicians are more likely 

among Latinos who perceive racialization. These positive and negative evaluations further 

translate into electoral support in House and presidential elections. Moreover, perceptions of 

racialization increase the likelihood that Latinos find the Democratic party better at handling 

immigration policy. Thus, as Latinos incorporate and further socialize into U.S. politics, they 

will become better acquainted with the two major parties and their policy platforms. Perceptions 

of racialization help Latinos discern between the parties and to identify the Democratic party as 

more closely aligned with their interests, needs, and demands. Findings from this chapter suggest 

perceiving racialization increases the likelihood that Latinos incorporate Democratic partisanship 

into their repertoire of cues. 

The policies Latinos support and the vulnerabilities they express in relation to the 

government and its political institutions additionally reflect where Latinos believe they are 

socially located and how they define the experience of their group. More than a gravitation 

toward Latino-centric issues or defense of the positive distinctiveness of the group, such as 

rejecting negative portrayals of immigrants, supporting paths for citizenship, and fearing 

deportation of loved ones, perceptions of racialization sharpen Latinos’ sensitivity to instances of 

marginalization more generally. Perceiving racialization sensitizes Latinos to power imbalances 

in society in need of intervention. Latinos who perceive racialization are more likely to support 

federal programs that benefit the poor and those lacking in healthcare, reinforcing Latinos’ 

existing and greater levels of support for government intervention relative to white Americans. 

Latinos who perceive racialization find racism to continue to be a powerful force in society and 

characterize their panethnic group experience as occupying a position in society where they will 

be subjected to differential legal, and even physical, treatment from the criminal justice system.  
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Latinos’ sense of place in society is additionally understood in relation to another racial 

group in society - African Americans. The influential ambit of perceptions of racialization are 

not limited to group-specific evaluations; rather, there is a more general sensitivity to 

marginalization. Analyses of linked fate in chapter three demonstrated perceptions of 

racialization are positively related to Latinos’ sense of linked fate with other Latinos, 

immigrants, African Americans, as well as with a more expansive minority in-group. Analyses 

toward the end of chapter five demonstrate that Latinos who perceive racialization are more 

likely to recognize the levels of physical force law enforcement use in their interactions with 

African Americans. Moreover, consistent with expectations from constructs like consciousness 

and linked fate that identify a desire to work collectively to improve circumstances, Latinos who 

perceive racialization have a greater likelihood of wanting to work with African Americans to 

resolve community issues as well as supporting the Black Lives Matter movement. 

Lastly, the political participation activities to which Latinos are drawn via attitudes or 

actual engagement reveals how their sense of place informs their ability to affect political 

change. Do perceptions of racialization mobilize Latinos to participate in politics or encourage a 

sense of alienation from political activity? Analyses from chapter six demonstrate that 

perceptions of racialization orient Latinos towards unconventional forms of participation as 

effective means of placing political pressure. Unconventional activities are attractive when 

conventional channels appear closed or ineffective. The belief that unconventional participation 

is effective exists for protest activity in the abstract but also in the real-world example of the 

Black Lives Matter movement. While the BLM movement leading up to, and during, the 2016 

presidential campaigns and CMPS had less prominence relative to the BLM protest activity in 

the summer of 2020, these results suggest Latinos who perceive racialization would have been 
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likely to support the BLM movement with the belief that their concerns and demands would be 

heeded. Implications of these findings for Latinos’ likelihood of participating in support of BLM 

are less clear given that perceptions of racialization were not significant factors in Latinos’ 

unconventional participation. The influence of perceptions of racialization appears to be 

restricted to the domain of opinion and does not extend to motivate Latinos to participate in 

politics more regardless of the method.  

Anticipating the Political Future 

 In demonstrating that Latinos perceive racialization, in the form of identifying anti-

immigrant sentiment as anti-Latino, and bring this cognitive judgment to bear on their political 

behavior, I offer an account of Latinos’ sensitivity to political context. The results of these 

analyses make a case for the expectation that continuing to indirectly target Latinos via anti-

immigrant policies and discourse will reinforce Latinos’ embrace of ethnic-based identities, 

Democratic partisanship, and come to the defense of their group through solidarity, rejection of 

marginalizing rhetoric, and support of policies and other vehicles beneficial to the group.  

As the Latino community grows and achieves greater electoral impact and political 

representation, the conflation of Latinos with immigrants may grow in attempts to undercut or 

offset the effects of Latinos’ political gains for the larger American politics. Moreover, an 

established pattern of hesitance in courting and recruiting minority electorates from fear of 

alienating the dominant base of white voters (Fryman 1999) may increasingly demonstrate 

asymmetry in the ways that the two major political parties approach recruitment of Latinos. As 

such, the social imagery of the political parties may become clearer for Latinos, reinforcing a 

relationship between Latinos and the Democratic party. To the degree that targeting Latinos via 

anti-immigrant sentiment, rhetoric, and policies takes a prominent position in presidential 
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campaigns and elections to come, Latinos who perceive racialization may be alienated from 

electoral politics. However, perceptions of racialization may bolster Latinos’ expressions of 

political influence through the positive association with the Democratic party. 

Ultimately, Latinos have and continue to respond to instances where they identify threat, 

whether in the related forms of discrimination, stigma, or racialization. In the case of indirectly 

targeting Latinos via anti-immigrant sentiment, the associations of perceptions of racialization 

indicate information Latinos learn about their environment that they bring to bear on the 

development of their behavior. 

 
 
 
 
  



 

166 
 

REFERENCES 

Abrajano, M. (2010). Campaigning to the new American electorate: Advertising to Latino voters.  

Stanford University Press. 

Abrajano, M., and Alvarez, R. M. (2010). New faces, new voices: The Hispanic electorate in  

America. Princeton University Press. 

Abrajano, M., and Hajnal, Z. L. (2015). White Backlash: Immigration, Race, and American  

Politics. Princeton University Press. 

Abrego, L. J. (2011). Legal consciousness of undocumented Latinos: Fear and stigma as barriers  

to claims-making for first and 1.5-generation immigrants. Law and Society Review, 

45(2), 337–370. 

Alba, R., and Nee, V. (1997). Rethinking assimilation theory for a new era of immigration.  

International Migration Review, 31(4), 826-874. 

Aldrich, J. H. (1993). Rational choice and turnout. American journal of political science, 246- 

278. 

Almeida, J., Biello, K. B., Pedraza, F., Wintner, S., and Viruell-Fuentes, E. (2016). The 

association between anti-immigrant policies and perceived discrimination among Latinos 

in the US: A multilevel analysis. SSM-population health, 2, 897-903. 

Amezcua, M. (2019). A machine in the barrio: Chicago’s conservative colonia and the remaking  

of Latino politics in the 1960s and 1970s. The Sixties, 12(1), 95-120. 

Arredondo, G. F. (2008). Mexican Chicago: Race, Identity, and Nation, 1916-39. University of  

Illinois Press. 

Ayers, J. W., Hofstetter, C. R., Schnakenberg, K., and Kolody, B. (2009). Is immigration a racial  



 

167 
 

issue? Anglo attitudes on immigration policies in a border county. Social Science 

Quarterly, 90(3), 593-610. 

Bai, H., and Federico, C. M. (2019). Collective existential threat mediates White population  

decline’s effect on defensive reactions. Group Processes and Intergroup Relations, 

1368430219839763. 

Barber, M., and Pope, J. C. (2019). Does party trump ideology? Disentangling party and 

ideology in America. American Political Science Review, 113(1), 38–54. 

Barreto, M. A. (2005). Latino immigrants at the polls: Foreign-born voter turnout in the 2002  

election. Political Research Quarterly, 58(1), 79-86. 

Barreto, M. (2010). Ethnic cues: The role of shared ethnicity in Latino political participation.  

University of Michigan Press. 

Barreto, M., Frasure-Yokley, L., Vargas, E.D. and Wong, J. (2017). The Collaborative  

Multiracial Post-Election Survey (CMPS), 2016. Los Angeles, CA.  

Barreto, M. A., Frasure-Yokley, L., Vargas, E. D., and Wong, J. (2018). Best practices in  

collecting online data with Asian, Black, Latino, and White respondents: evidence from 

the 2016 Collaborative Multiracial Post-election Survey. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 

6(1), 171- 180.  

Barreto, M. A., Manzano, S., Ramirez, R., and Rim, K. (2009). Mobilization, participation, and  

solidaridad: Latino participation in the 2006 immigration protest rallies. Urban Affairs 

Review, 44(5), 736-764. 

Barreto, M. A., and Pedraza, F. I. (2009). The renewal and persistence of group identification in  

American politics. Electoral Studies, 28(4), 595-605. 

Barreto, M. A., Reny, T., and Wilcox-Archuleta, B. (2017). Survey methodology and the  



 

168 
 

Latina/o vote: Why a bilingual, bicultural, Latino-centered approach matters. Aztlan: A 

Journal of Chicano Studies, 42(2), 211-227. 

Barreto, M., and Segura, G. M. (2014). Latino America: How America's Most Dynamic  

Population is Poised to Transform the Politics of the Nation. New York: Public Affairs. 

Bartels, L. M. (2000). Partisanship and voting behavior, 1952-1996. American Journal of  

Political Science, 35-50. 

Basler, Carleen (2008). White Dreams and Red Votes: Mexican Americans and the Lure of  

Inclusion in the Republican Party. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 31(1): 123–166.  

Bedolla, L. G. (2003). The identity paradox: Latino language, politics and selective 

dissociation. Latino Studies, 1(2), 264-283. 

Beltrán, C. (2010). The trouble with unity: Latino politics and the creation of identity. Oxford  

University Press. 

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F., McPhee, W. N., and McPhee, W. N. (1954). Voting: A study of 

opinion formation in a presidential campaign. University of Chicago Press. 

Binder, N. E., Polinard, J. L., and Wrinkle, R. D. (1997). Mexican American and Anglo attitudes  

toward immigration reform: A view from the border. Social Science Quarterly, 324-337. 

Bonilla-Silva, E. (2001). White supremacy and racism in the post-civil rights era. Lynne  

Rienner Publishers. 

Brader, T., Valentino, N., and Suhay, E. (2008). Is it immigration or the immigrants? The  

emotional influence of groups on public opinion and political action. American Journal 

of Political Science, 52(4), 959-978. 

Branscombe, N. R., Schmitt, M. T., and Schiffhauer, K. (2007). Racial attitudes in response to  

thoughts of White privilege. European Journal of Social Psychology, 37(2), 203-215. 



 

169 
 

Branton, R. (2007). Latino attitudes toward various areas of public policy: The importance  

of acculturation. Political Research Quarterly, 60(2), 293-303. 

Branton, R., Cassese, E. C., Jones, B. S., and Westerland, C. (2011). All along the watchtower: 

Acculturation fear, anti-Latino affect, and immigration. The Journal of Politics, 73(3), 

664-679. 

Branton, R., and Dunaway, J. (2008). English-and Spanish-language media coverage of  

immigration: A comparative analysis. Social Science Quarterly, 1006-1022. 

Branton, R. P., and Dunaway, J. (2009). Spatial proximity to the US—Mexico border and  

newspaper coverage of immigration issues. Political Research Quarterly, 62(2), 289-302. 

Cain, B. E., Kiewiet, D. R., & Uhlaner, C. J. (1991). The acquisition of partisanship by Latinos 

and Asian Americans. American Journal of Political Science, 390-422. 

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes, D. E. (1960). The American voter. 

University of Chicago Press. 

Carlos, R. F. (2018). Late to the Party: On the Prolonged Partisan Socialization Process of  

Second-Generation Americans. Journal of Race, Ethnicity and Politics, 3(2), 381-408. 

Carmines EG, Stimson JA. (1989). Issue Evolution: Race and the Transformation of American 

Politics. Princeton, NJ: Princeton Univ. Press 

Citrin, J., Green, D. P., Muste, C., and Wong, C. (1997). Public opinion toward immigration 

reform: The role of economic motivations. The Journal of Politics, 59(3), 858-881. 

Chavez, L. (2008). The Latino threat: Constructing immigrants, citizens, and the nation.  

Stanford University Press. 

Chong, D., and Rogers, R. (2005). Racial solidarity and political participation. Political  

Behavior, 27(4), 347-374. 



 

170 
 

Coates, T. (Oct. 2016). “The first white president.” The Atlantic. Retrieved from 

https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2017/10/the-first-white-president-ta-

nehisi-coates/537909/ 

Cohen, G. L. (2003). Party over policy: The dominating impact of group influence on political 

beliefs. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 85(5), 808–822. 

Collingwood, L., Barreto, M. A., and Garcia-Rios, S. I. (2014). Revisiting Latino voting: Cross-

racial mobilization in the 2012 election. Political Research Quarterly, 67(3), 632-645. 

Collingwood, L., and O'Brien, B. G. (2019). Sanctuary Cities: The Politics of Refuge. Oxford  

University Press, USA. 

Converse, P. E. (2006). The nature of belief systems in mass publics (1964). Critical  

review, 18(1-3), 1-74. 

Corral, Á. J., and Leal, D. L. (2020). Latinos por Trump? Latinos and the 2016 Presidential  

Election. Social Science Quarterly, 101(3), 1115-1131. 

Conway, M. M., and Wong, J. (2004). The Politics of Asian Americans: Diversity and  

Community. Routledge. 

Cornwell, E. E. (1964). Bosses, machines, and ethnic groups. The Annals of the American 

Academy of Political and Social Science, 353(1), 27-39. 

Cruz Nichols, V. (2017). “Latinos Rising to the Challenge: Political Responses to Threat  

and Opportunity Messages.” Doctoral Dissertation, University of Michigan.  

Dahl, R. A. (1961). Who governs?: Democracy and power in an American city. New Haven:  

Yale University Press. 

De Genova, N. (2004). The legal production of Mexican/migrant “illegality”. Latino  

studies, 2(2), 160-185. 



 

171 
 

De la Garza, R. O. (2004). Latino politics. Annual Review of Political Science., 7, 91-123. 

De La Garza, R. O., and DeSipio, L. (1997). Save the baby, change the bathwater, and scrub the  

tub: Latino electoral participation after twenty years of voting rights act 

coverage. Pursuing power: Latinos and the political system, 72-126. 

De la Garza, R. O., Falcon, A., and Garcia, F. C. (1996). Will the real Americans please stand  

up: Anglo and Mexican-American support of core American political values. American 

Journal of Political Science, 335-351. 

De la Garza, R. O., and Jang, S. J. (2011). Why the Giant Sleeps So Deeply: Political  

Consequences of Individual‐Level Latino Demographics. Social Science 

Quarterly, 92(4), 895-916. 

Demo, A. (2005). Sovereignty discourse and contemporary immigration politics. Quarterly  

Journal of Speech, 91(3), 291-311. 

Demick, B., and Lee, K. (2017). “Trump urges officers and immigration officials to be ‘rough’ 

on ‘animals’ terrorizing U.S. neighborhoods.” Los Angeles Times. Retreived from 

https://www.latimes.com/nation/la-na-pol-trump-ms13-story.html 

DeSipio, L. (1996). Making citizens or good citizens? Naturalization as a predictor of  

organizational and electoral behavior among Latino immigrants. Hispanic Journal of 

Behavioral Sciences, 18(2), 194-213. 

DeSipio, L. (2006). Latino civic and political participation. Hispanics and the Future of America,  

447-479. 

DeSipio, L. (2011). Immigrant incorporation in an era of weak civic institutions: Immigrant civic  

and political participation in the United States. American Behavioral Scientist, 55(9), 

1189-1213. 



 

172 
 

Doosje, B., Spears, R., and Ellemers, N. (2002). Social identity as both cause and effect: The  

development of group identification in response to anticipated and actual changes in the 

intergroup status hierarchy. British Journal of Social Psychology, 41, 57–76. 

Downs, A. (1957). An Economic Theory of Democracy. Manhattan: Harper and Row. 

Evans, D., Franco, A., Polinard, J. L., Wenzel, J. P., and Wrinkle, R. D. (2012). Ethnic concerns  

and Latino party identification. The Social Science Journal, 49(2), 150-154. 

Farris, E. M., and Silber Mohamed, H. (2018). Picturing immigration: how the media  

criminalizes immigrants. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 6(4), 814-824. 

Flores, A. (Sept. 18, 2017). “How the U.S. Hispanic population is changing.” Pew Research 

Center. Retrieved from https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2017/09/18/how-the-u-s-

hispanic-population-is-changing/ 

Flores, A. (Sept. 18, 2017). “2015, Hispanic population in the United States statistical portrait.” 

Pew Research Center. Retrieved from 

https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2017/09/18/2015-statistical-information-on-

hispanics-in-united-states/ 

Fraga, L. R., Garcia, J. A., Hero, R. E., Jones-Correa, M., Martinez-Ebers, V., and Segura, G. M.  

(2011). Latinos in the new millennium: An almanac of opinion, behavior, and policy 

preferences. Cambridge University Press. 

Frymer, P. (1999). Uneasy alliances: Race and party competition in America. Princeton  

University Press. 

Frymer, P., and Skrentny, J. D. (1998). Coalition-building and the politics of electoral capture 

during the Nixon administration: African Americans, labor, Latinos. Studies in American 

Political Development, 12(1), 131-161. 



 

173 
 

García, I. M. (2000). Viva Kennedy: Mexican Americans in Search of Camelot (No. 12). Texas 

A&M University Press. 

García, J. A. (2011). Latino Politics in America: Community, Culture, and Interests. Rowman  

and Littlefield. 

Gomez, A. (Oct. 16, 2016). “Analysis: Trump isn’t sparking Hispanic registration surge as Dems 

expected.” USA Today. Retrieved from 

https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2016/2016/10/16/no-trump-

effect-hispanic-voter-registration-2016-presidential-election/91944508/ 

Green, D. P., Palmquist, B., and Schickler, E. (2004). Partisan hearts and minds: Political  

parties and the social identities of voters. Yale University Press. 

Greene, S. (1999). Understanding party identification: A social identity approach. Political  

Psychology, 20(2), 393-403. 

Gutiérrez, D. G. (1995). Walls and mirrors: Mexican Americans, Mexican immigrants, and the  

politics of ethnicity. Univ of California Press. 

Gutierrez, A., Ocampo, A. X., Barreto, M. A., & Segura, G. (2019). Somos Más: how racial 

threat and anger mobilized Latino voters in the Trump era. Political Research 

Quarterly, 72(4), 960-975. 

Hainmueller, J., and Hopkins, D. J. (2014). Public attitudes toward immigration. Annual Review  

of Political Science, 17, 225-249. 

Hartman, T. K., Newman, B. J., and Bell, C. S. (2014). Decoding prejudice toward Hispanics: 

Group cues and public reactions to threatening immigrant behavior. Political 

Behavior, 36(1), 143-163. 



 

174 
 

Haynes, C., Merolla, J., and Ramakrishnan, S. K. (2016). Framing immigrants: News coverage, 

public opinion, and policy. Russell Sage Foundation. 

Hero, R., Garcia, F. C., Garcia, J., and Pachon, H. (2000). Latino participation, partisanship, and  

office holding. PS: Political Science and Politics, 33(3), 529-534. 

Hood III, M. V., and Morris, I. L. (1997). ¿ Amigo o enemigo?: Context, attitudes, and Anglo  

public opinion toward immigration. Social Science Quarterly, 309-323. 

Huang, J., Jacoby, S., Strickland, M., Lai, R. (Nov. 8, 2016). “Election 2016: Exit polls.” The 

New York Times. Retrieved from 

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/11/08/us/politics/election-exit-polls.html 

Huddy, L. (2001). From social to political identity: A critical examination of social identity  

theory. Political psychology, 22(1), 127-156. 

Hui, I., and Sears, D. O. (2017). Reexamining the effect of racial propositions on Latinos’  

partisanship in California. Political Behavior, 40(1), 149-174. 

Huntington, Samuel. 2004. The Hispanic Challenge, New York: Simon and Schuster 

Junn, J., and Masuoka, N. (2008). Asian American identity: Shared racial status and political  

context. Perspectives on Politics, 6(4), 729-740. 

Kam, C. D. (2005). Who toes the party line? Cues, values and individual differences. Political  

Behavior, 27(2), 163–182. 

Kinder, D. R., and Kam, C. D. (2010). Us against them: Ethnocentric foundations of American 

opinion. University of Chicago Press. 

Kinder, D. R., and Kalmoe, N. P. (2017). Neither liberal nor conservative: Ideological  

innocence in the American public. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 



 

175 
 

Krogstad and Lopez. (Nov. 29, 2016) “Hillary Clinton won Latino vote but fell below 2012 

support for Obama.” Pew Research Center. Retrieved from 

https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2016/11/29/hillary-clinton-wins-latino-vote-but-

falls-below-2012-support-for-obama/ 

Lacayo, C. O. (2017). Perpetual inferiority: Whites’ racial ideology toward Latinos. Sociology of  

Race and Ethnicity, 3(4), 566-579. 

Lavariega Monforti, J., and Sanchez, G. R. (2010). The politics of perception: An investigation 

of the presence and sources of perceptions of internal discrimination among 

Latinos. Social Science Quarterly, 91(1), 245-265. 

Layman, G. C., Carsey, T. M., and Horowitz, J. M. (2006). Party polarization in American  

politics: Characteristics, causes, and consequences. Annu. Rev. Polit. Sci., 9, 83-110. 

Lee, T. (2008). Race, immigration, and the identity-to-politics link. Annual Review of Political  

Science, 11, 457-478. 

Leighley, J. E. (1995). Attitudes, opportunities and incentives: A field essay on political  

participation. Political research quarterly, 48(1), 181-209. 

Leighley, J. E., and Nagler, J. (2013). Who votes now?: Demographics, issues, inequality, and  

turnout in the United States. Princeton University Press. 

Lenz, G. S. (2012). Follow the leader? How voters respond to politicians’ policies and  

performance. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Lien, P. T. (1994). Ethnicity and political participation: A comparison between Asian and  

Mexican Americans. Political Behavior, 16, 237-264. 

Lien, P. T., Collet, C., Wong, J., and Ramakrishnan, S. K. (2001). Asian Pacific-American public  

opinion and political participation. PS: Political Science and Politics, 34(3), 625-630. 



 

176 
 

Lipsitz, G. (2001). American studies in a moment of danger. U of Minnesota Press. 

Lodge, M., and Taber, C. S. (2013). The Rationalizing Voter. Cambridge: Cambridge University  

Press. 

Lopez, M. H., Gonzalez-Barrera, A., and Krogstad, J. M. (2018). More Latinos have serious  

concerns about their place in America under Trump. Pew Research Center. 

Lopez, M., and Gonzalez-Barrera, A. (2013). Latinos’ Views of the Impact of Illegal  

Immigration on Their Community Improve. Pew Hispanic Center. 

Lopez, Gonzalez-Barrera, Krogstad, and Lopez (Oct. 11, 2016). “Democrats Maintain Edge as 

Party ‘More Concerned’ for Latinos, but Views Similar to 2012.” Pew Research. 

Retreived from http://www.pewhispanic.org/2016/10/11/democrats-maintain-edge-as-

party-more-concerned-for-latinos-but-views-similar-to-2012/ 

Lu, F., and Jones, B. (2019). Effects of belief versus experiential discrimination on race-based  

linked fate. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 7(3), 615-624. 

Marsh, W. Z., and Ramírez, R. (2019). Unlinking fate? Discrimination, group-consciousness,  

and political participation among Latinos and whites. Politics, Groups, and 

Identities, 7(3), 625-641. 

Martinez, L. M. (2008). “Flowers From the Same Soil” Latino Solidarity in the Wake of the  

2006 Immigrant Mobilizations. American Behavioral Scientist, 52(4), 557-579. 

Mason, L. (2016). A cross-cutting calm: How social sorting drives affective polarization. Public  

Opinion Quarterly, 80, 351–377. 

Massey, D. S. (2009). Racial formation in theory and practice: The case of Mexicans in the  

United States. Race and social problems, 1(1), 12-26. 

Massey, D. S. (2014). The racialization of Latinos in the United States. The Oxford Handbook of  



 

177 
 

Ethnicity, Crime, and Immigration, 21-40. 

Massey, D. S., and Pren, K. A. (2012). Unintended consequences of US immigration policy:  

Explaining the post‐1965 surge from Latin America. Population and development 

review, 38(1), 1-29. 

Massey, D. S., and Sánchez, M. (2010). Brokered boundaries: Immigrant identity in anti- 

immigrant times. Russell Sage Foundation. 

Masuoka, N. (2008). Defining the Group Latino Identity and Political Participation. American  

Politics Research, 36(1), 33-61. 

McClain, P. D., Johnson Carew, J. D., Walton Jr, E., and Watts, C. S. (2009). Group  

membership, group identity, and group consciousness: Measures of racial identity in 

American politics? Annual Review of Political Science, 12, 471-485. 

Mendelberg, T. (2001). The race card: Campaig Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

Mendelson, M., Strom, S. L., and Wishnie, M. (2009). Collateral damage: an examination of  

ICE's fugitive operations program. Washington, DC: Migration Policy Institute. 

Merolla, J., Ramakrishnan, S. K., and Haynes, C. (2013). “Illegal,”“undocumented,” or 

“unauthorized”: Equivalency frames, issue frames, and public opinion on 

immigration. Perspectives on Politics, 11(3), 789-807. 

Monogan, J. E. (2013). The politics of immigrant policy in the 50 US states, 2005-2011. Journal 

of Public Policy, 33(1), 35-64. 

Mora, G.C. and Paschel, T.S. (2020), Antiblackness as a Logic for Anti‐Immigrant Resentment: 

Evidence From California. Sociological Forum. doi:10.1111/socf.12601 

Mummolo, J., Peterson, E., & Westwood, S. (2019). The limits of partisan loyalty. Political  
 

Behavior, 1-24. 
 



 

178 
 

Ngai, M. M. (2004). Impossible Subjects: Illegal Aliens and the Making of Modern America.  

Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

Newton, L. (2008). Illegal, alien, or immigrant: The politics of immigration reform. NYU Press. 

Olsen, M. E. (1972). Social participation and voting turnout: A multivariate analysis. American  

Sociological Review, 317-333. 

Omi, M., and Winant, H. (2014). Racial formation in the United States. Routledge. 

Padilla, F. M. (1985). Latino ethnic consciousness: the case of Mexican Americans and Puerto  

Ricans in Chicago. University of Notre Dame Press. 

Page, B. I., and Jones, C. C. (1979). Reciprocal effects of policy preferences, party loyalties and  

the vote. American Political Science Review, 73(4), 1071-1089. 

Pantoja, A. D., Ramirez, R., and Segura, G. M. (2001). Citizens by choice, voters by necessity:  

Patterns in political mobilization by naturalized Latinos. Political Research 

Quarterly, 54(4), 729-750. 

Pantoja, A. D., and Segura, G. M. (2003). Fear and loathing in California: Contextual threat and  

political sophistication among Latino voters. Political Behavior, 25(3), 265-286. 

Pérez, E. O. (2010). Explicit evidence on the import of implicit attitudes: The IAT and  

immigration policy judgments. Political Behavior, 32(4), 517-545. 

Pérez, E. O. (2015). Xenophobic Rhetoric and Its Political Effects on Immigrants and Their Co‐ 

Ethnics. American Journal of Political Science, 59(3), 549-564. 

Portes, A., Parker, R. N., and Cobas, J. A. (1980). Assimilation or consciousness: Perceptions of  

US society among recent Latin American immigrants to the United States. Social Forces, 

59(1), 200–224. 

Portes, A., & Rumbaut, R. G. (2001). Legacies: The story of the immigrant second generation.  



 

179 
 

University of California Press. 

Ramakrishnan, S. K., and Espenshade, T. J. (2001). Immigrant incorporation and political  

participation in the United States. International Migration Review, 35(3), 870-909. 

Ramírez, R. (2013). Mobilizing opportunities: The evolving Latino electorate and the future of  

American politics. University of Virginia Press. 

Reny, T., Wilcox-Archuleta, B., and Nichols, V. C. (2018, December). Threat, Mobilization, and  

Latino Voting in the 2018 Election. In The Forum (Vol. 16, No. 4, pp. 631-657). De 

Gruyter. 

Rosenstone, S. and Hansen, J. (1993). Mobilization, Participation, and Democracy in America.  

New York: Macmillan.  

Roth, W. D. (2008). “There Is No Racism Here”: Understanding Latinos’ Perceptions of Color  

Discrimination Through Sending-Receiving Society Comparison. In Racism in the 21st 

Century (pp. 205-234). Springer, New York, NY. 

Rumbaut, R. G. (2015). Pigments of our imagination: On the racialization and racial identities of  

“Hispanics” and “Latinos”. In How the United States Racializes Latinos (pp. 25-46). 

Routledge. 

Sampaio, A. (2014). Racing and gendering immigration politics: analyzing contemporary  

immigration enforcement using intersectional analysis. Politics, Groups, and 

Identities, 2(2), 202-221. 

Sampaio, A. (2015). Terrorizing Latina/o Immigrants: Race, Gender, and Immigration Politics  

in the Age of Security. Temple University Press. 

Sanchez, G. R., and Vargas, E. D. (2016). Taking a closer look at group identity: the link  



 

180 
 

between theory and measurement of group consciousness and linked fate. Political 

Research Quarterly, 69(1), 160-174. 

Sanchez, G. R. (2006a). The role of group consciousness in political participation among Latinos  

in the United States. American Politics Research,34(4), 427-450. 

Sanchez, G. R. (2008). Latino group consciousness and perceptions of commonality with African  

Americans. Social Science Quarterly, 89(2), 428-444. 

Sanchez, G. R., and Masuoka, N. (2010). Brown-utility heuristic? The presence and contributing  

factors of Latino linked fate. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences, 32(4), 519-531. 

Sanchez, G., Masuoka, N., and Abrams, B. (2019). Revisiting the brown-utility heuristic: a  

comparison of Latino linked fate in 2006 and 2016. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 1-11. 

Sanchez, G. R., Vargas, E. D., Walker, H. L., and Ybarra, V. D. (2015). Stuck between a rock  

and a hard place: the relationship between Latino/a's personal connections to immigrants 

and issue salience and presidential approval. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 3(3), 454-

468. 

Sanchez, G. R., & Vargas, E. D. (2016). Taking a closer look at group identity: the link between  

theory and measurement of group consciousness and linked fate. Political research 

quarterly, 69(1), 160-174. 

Scheve, K. F., and Slaughter, M. J. (2001). Labor market competition and individual preferences  

over immigration policy. Review of Economics and Statistics, 83(1), 133-145. 

Schildkraut, D. J. (2005). The rise and fall of political engagement among Latinos: The role of  

identity and perceptions of discrimination. Political Behavior, 27(3), 285-312. 

Sears, D.O., Danbold, F., and Zavala, V.M. (2016). Incorporation of Latino Immigrants into the  



 

181 
 

American Party System. RSF: The Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social 

Sciences 2(3), 182-204.  

Segura, G. M., and Bowler, S. (Eds.). (2006). Diversity in democracy: Minority representation in  

the United States. University of Virginia Press. 

Shin, H., Leal, D. L., and Ellison, C. G. (2015). Sources of Support for Immigration Restriction  

Economics, Politics, or Anti-Latino Bias?. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences,  

37(4), 459-481. 

Sides, J., and Citrin, J. (2007). European opinion about immigration: The role of identities, 

interests and information. British journal of political science, 37(3), 477-504. 

Short, Robert, and Lisa Magana. 2002. ‘‘Political Rhetoric, Immigration Attitudes, and  

Contemporary Prejudice: A Mexican American Dilemma.’’ Journal of Social Psychology 

142(6):701–12 

Smith, C. W., Lopez Bunyasi, T., and Smith, J. C. (2019). Linked fate over time and across  

generations. Politics, Groups, and Identities, 1-11. 

Stokes, A. K. (2003). Latino group consciousness and political participation. American Politics  

Research, 31(4), 361-378. 

Stokes-Brown, A. K. (2006). Racial identity and Latino vote choice. American Politics  

Research, 34(5), 627-652. 

Street, A., Zepeda‐Millán, C., and Jones‐Correa, M. (2015). Mass deportations and the future of  

Latino partisanship. Social Science Quarterly, 96(2), 540-552. 

Suro, R. (Nov. 8, 2016). “Here’s what happened with the Latino vote.” The New York Times. 

Retrieved from https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/projects/cp/opinion/election-night-

2016/heres-what-happened-with-the-latino-vote 



 

182 
 

Tajfel, H., Billig, M. G., Bundy, R. P., and Flament, C. (1971). Social categorization and  

intergroup behaviour. European journal of social psychology, 1(2), 149-178. 

Tajfel, H., and Turner, J. C. (1979). An integrative theory of intergroup conflict. In W. G. Austin  

and S. Worchel (Eds.), The social psychology of intergroup relations (pp. 33–47). 

Monterey: Brooks/Cole. 

Tajfel, H. (1970). Experiments in intergroup discrimination. Scientific american, 223(5), 96-103. 

Tesler, M. (2015). Priming predispositions and changing policy positions: An account of when  

mass opinion is primed or changed. American Journal of Political Science, 59(4), 806–

824. 

Tesler, M. (2016). Post-racial or most-racial?: Race and politics in the Obama era. University  

of Chicago Press. 

Thom, F. (May 10, 2017). “Voting in America: A look at the 2016 presidential election.” US 

Census Bureau. Retrieved from https://www.census.gov/newsroom/blogs/random-

samplings/2017/05/voting_in_america.html 

Uhlaner, C. J., and Garcia, F. C. (2005). Learning which party fits: Experience, ethnic identity,  

and the demographic foundations of Latino party identification. Diversity in democracy: 

Minority representation in the United States, 72-101. 

U.S. Census Bureau. (2018). Midwest home to most of the counties with decreases in median  

age. Retrieved from https://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2018/popest-

characteristics.html  

Valdez, Z. (2011). Political participation among Latinos in the United States: The effect of group  

identity and consciousness. Social Science Quarterly, 92(2), 466-482. 

Valentino, N. A., Brader, T., and Jardina, A. E. (2013). Immigration opposition among US  



 

183 
 

Whites: General ethnocentrism or media priming of attitudes about Latinos?. Political 

Psychology, 34(2), 149-166. 

Valentino, N. A., Soroka, S. N., Iyengar, S., Aalberg, T., Duch, R., Fraile, M., and Jackman, S. 

D. (2019). Economic and cultural drivers of immigrant support worldwide. British 

Journal of Political Science, 49(4), 1201-1226. 

Vargas, E. D., Sanchez, G. R., and Juárez, M. (2017). Fear by association: perceptions of anti- 

immigrant policy and health outcomes. Journal of health politics, policy and law, 42(3), 

459-483. 

Vargas, E. D., Sanchez, G. R., and Valdez, J. A. (2017). Immigration policies and group identity:  

How immigrant laws affect linked fate among US Latino populations. Journal of Race, 

Ethnicity and Politics, 2(1), 35-62. 

Varsanyi, M. (2010). Taking local control: Immigration policy activism in US cities and  

states. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press. 

Verba, S., and Nie, N. H. (1972). Participation in America: Social equality and political  

democracy. New York: Harperand Row. 

Wallace, S.J. (2014). “Representing Latinos: Examining Descriptive and Substantive  

Representation in Congress.” Political Research Quarterly 67 (4): 917–929 

Wallace, S. J., and Zepeda-Millán, C. (2018). Do Latinos still support immigrant rights activism?  

Examining Latino attitudes a decade after the 2006 protest wave. Journal of Ethnic and 

Migration Studies, 1-21. 

White, A. (2016). When threat mobilizes: Immigration enforcement and Latino voter  

turnout. Political Behavior, 38(2), 355-382. 

White, I. K., and Laird, C. N. (2020). Steadfast Democrats: How Social Forces Shape Black  



 

184 
 

Political Behavior. Princeton University Press. 

Wolfinger, R. E., and Rosenstone, S. J. (1980). Who votes? Yale University Press. 

Wong, J. (2008). Democracy's promise: Immigrants and American civic institutions. University 

of Michigan Press. 

Wong, J. S., Lien, P. T., & Conway, M. M. (2005). Group-based resources and political  

participation among Asian Americans. American Politics Research, 33(4), 545-576. 

Ybarra, V. D., Sanchez, L. M., and Sanchez, G. R. (2016). Anti-immigrant anxieties in state 

policy: The great recession and punitive immigration policy in the American states, 

2005–2012. State Politics and Policy Quarterly, 16(3), 313-339. 

Zepeda-Millán, C. (2016). Weapons of the (not so) weak: Immigrant mass mobilization in the  

US South. Critical Sociology, 42(2), 269-287. 

Zepeda-Millán, C. (2017). Latino mass mobilization: Immigration, racialization, and activism.  

Cambridge University Press. 

Zepeda-Millán, C., and Wallace, S. (2018). Mobilizing for Immigrant and Latino Rights Under  

Trump. The Resistance: The Dawn of the Anti-Trump Opposition Movement, 90-108. 

	




