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Abstract

While partisanship in American politics has been historically tied to racial identity and
racial attitudes, most studies of Latino partisanship do not incorporate these factors into
understanding their partisan attachments. I argue that the concepts of race, color, and
mestizaje as they are understood within Latino communities in the United States can
influence political attitudes and partisanship among Latinos themselves. Using six
consecutive Cooperative Election Study (formerly Cooperative Congressional Election
Study) surveys I examine how self-identification as white, racial resentment, and color-
blind attitudes influence Latino partisanship. I find that white racial identity has a small but
significant positive association with Republican partisanship among Latinos, and a
negative association with Democratic partisanship. Additionally, negative racial attitudes
among Latinos are strongly related to identification as Republican, even when controlling
for ideology and other factors like immigrant generation and religion. These results have
important implications for understanding current and future Latino voting patterns.
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Introduction

In 1998, Louis DeSipio described Latinos as the new American electorate, a
statement that engendered a multitude of studies on Latino turnout, vote choice,
and partisanship. Many of these works are built upon the high expectations set for
the possible influence that Latinos could have in determining the outcome of future
elections. Whether or not Latino voters have influence in elections is predicated
upon whether members of this sector of the American electorate will vote in the
same way that Black Americans have, as a unified Democratic voting bloc. Recently,
post-election narratives regarding the 2020 General Election revealed that many
were perplexed by the one in three Latino support for Republican candidates,
especially in the presidential race, even though think tanks like Pew Research Center
have consistently found that one in three Latinos identify with the Republican Party
since the 1990s (Lopez et al. 2016).
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There is still much to learn about the factors related to Latino partisanship. While
Latino politics scholars know full well that Latino communities across the nation are
very diverse, two factors that remain underexplored in relation to Latino
partisanship are racial identity and racial attitudes. Party identification in the
United States has long been tied to the history of slavery, racial identity, and the
fight for civil rights for racial and ethnic minorities.! Furthermore, studies of
partisanship in the United States show that party identity among whites and Black
Americans is linked to racial identity” and to racial attitudes.’ Yet, in spite of the fact
that the color line and its connection to party identification is well established, the
role of racial identity (for exception, see Stokes-Brown 2012) and of racial attitudes
in determining Latino party identity has been examined by very few (Alvarez and
Garcia Bedolla 2003; Nicholson and Segura 2005; Samson 2017).

Racial identity is a form of social group identity that is based on an individual’s
sense of belonging to a group that is defined by shared race, which typically refers to
shared physical characteristics and skin tone among people of shared ancestry.
Latinos, in general, are rarely thought of in racial terms because for the most part
they do not neatly fit the binary racial system that has dominated American society
for over two centuries.* At a minimum, they are seen as “not white” and treated as
such in the United States. However, governmental institutions, like the United States
Census Bureau, recognize the racial diversity of Latinos by defining “Hispanic™ as a
label that may be applicable to individuals of any race (Cobas, Duany and Feagin
2015; Rodriguez 2000; Telles 2018). Racial attitudes can be defined as affective
(positive/negative) evaluations that individuals hold regarding specific racial and
ethnic minority groups, and when these attitudes are negative they are reflective of
racial prejudice. Still, the homogenization of Hispanics in the United States through
the use of pan-ethnic terms has aided the erasure of the racial prejudices they have
inherited from Latin American cultures (Chavez-Duefias, Adames and Organista
2014; Hunter 2007, 2012; Telles 2018; Wade 2010), which are reinforced in the
United States.

Since partisanship in the United States has been historically tied to race and racial
attitudes, we should expect the same to be true for Latinos. I test this proposition by
using data from six consecutive surveys of the Cooperative Election Study (CES,
formerly Cooperative Congressional Election Study). Analysis shows that self-
identified Hispanics who racially identify as white are on average unlikely to identify
as Democrats and more likely to identify as Republicans even when accounting for
negative racial attitudes and controlling for ideology. I also find that Latinos who are
more racially resentful and express strong color-blind racial attitudes are on average
substantially less likely to identify as Democrats and more likely to identify as
Republicans.

Race and Partisanship in the United States

American politics is inexorably tied to race (Hutchings and Valentino 2004) and
consequently tied to partisanship. Linkages between the issue of racial equality and
individual partisan affiliations can be traced from the Reconstruction era to the
decade following the passage of the Civil Rights Act and the Voting Rights Act
(Carmines and Stimson 1980). Furthermore, political parties in the United States
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are seen as organizations that represent the interests of particular social groups
(Westwood and Peterson 2020; Mason and Wronski 2018; Valentino and Sears
2005). Specifically, the Democratic Party is currently seen as representing the
interests of racial and ethnic minorities, and the Republican Party is seen as
representing the interests of whites. This association is evidenced by current
patterns of partisanship among Black and white Americans, where upward of 70%
of Black voters identify as Democrats (Dawson 1994; Kinder and Sanders 1996; Tate
1994; Weiss 1983).

The connection between race and partisanship is not only expressed through its
association with racial identity groups but also through an association with racial
attitudes. Negative racial attitudes, like racial resentment, among whites have been
found to result in a greater likelihood of voting for Republican candidates
(Abramowitz and McCoy 2019; Highton 2011; Hooghe and Dassonneville 2018;
Knuckey 2005, 2011; Knuckey and Kim 2015; Tesler and Sears 2010) and of
identifying with the Republican Party (Dancey and Goren 2010; Giles and Hertz
1994; Layman and Carsey 2002; Morales 1999; Sears and Funk 1999; Tesler 2013,
2016; Westwood and Peterson 2020). However, Latinos are not a subject of research
in most studies about the relationship between racial identity, racial attitudes, and
partisanship.

Latino Partisanship

Historically, a majority of Latinos have identified with the Democratic Party with
the exception of Cuban Americans who identify as Republicans, while most newly
arrived Latino immigrants tend to be non-identifiers. Political science research on
Latino partisanship has in great measure focused on identifying the demographic
factors that determine Hispanics® identification as Democrats, Republicans, or
Independents. This work has relied on adapting classic partisanship acquisition
theories (Campbell et al. 1960; Green, Palmquist, and Schickler 2002) to the
complexities of the Latino experience in the United States. As a result, studies of
Latino partisanship have demonstrated that national origin identity,°® social/political
incorporation into American society,” and religion® are all associated with Latino
party identification. Additionally, policy positions, especially views on immigration,
have also been found to influence Latino partisanship (Abrajano and Alvarez 2019;
Alvarez and Garcia Bedolla 2003; Nicholson and Segura 2005).

It is through studies of the link between policy positions and partisanship that we
can find some direct evidence for the possible influence of racial attitudes on Latino
party identification. For instance, Alvarez and Garcia Bedolla (2003) find that
support for affirmative action makes Latinos more likely to identify as Democrats
and less likely to identify as Republicans. However, what has yet to be fully
examined is the impact of white racial identity on Latino partisanship. By white
racial identity I mean, self-identification as white or with whites as a social group
independent of one’s phenotype. While Stokes-Brown (2012) studied the link
between Latino’s racial identities and partisanship, her analysis focuses on the effect
of self-identification as Black, multiracial, and “some other race” on partisan
identity. This approach recognizes the racial diversity of Latinos but does not
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account for the fact that many members of Latino communities self-identify as
white or as multiracial whites.

Mestizaje and Racial Identity in Latin America and among Latinos in the
United States

There is growing academic research and social commentary on the prevalence of
colorism and racial discrimination in Latin America (Chavez-Duefias, Adames and
Organista 2014; Torres-Saillant 1998; Wade 2010), and within Latino communities
in the United States (Adames, Chavez-Duefias and Organista 2016; Haywood 2017;
Hernéndez 2003; Hunter 2007, 2012; Quiros and Dawson 2013). The ideological
narrative promoted by cultural and governmental institutions surrounding
mestizaje, the intermixing of “Spaniards, creoles,” indigenous people, free blacks
and slaves” (Wade 2010, p. 27), is the foundation for the practice of colorism among
Latinos—“a process that privileges light-skinned people of color over dark in areas
such as income, education, housing, and the marriage market” (Hunter 2012,
p. 247).

The Latin American Studies literature is in consensus that mestizaje ideology has
a central role in determining how Latin Americans and Latinos identify racially and
form racial attitudes (Duany 1998; Hunter 2007, 2012; Itzigsohn and Dore-Cabral
2000; Newby and Dowling 2007; Quiros and Dawson 2013; Telles 2018; Roth 2012;
Torres-Saillant 1998). Ideologically, mestizaje functions in similar ways to color-
blind racism'® (Adames, Chavez-Duefas and Organista 2016; Bonilla-Silva 2006)
because it makes Afro-descendant and Indigenous peoples disappear from the
collective conscious in the region and erases their experiences of racial
discrimination by affirming the myth that all Latin Americans are mixed. It also
drives people to racially self-identify as white (or with an intermediate category), no
matter their skin tone, in order to place themselves higher in the socioracial
hierarchy, away from blackness—dark skin and sub-Saharan African phenotypes,
while privileging whiteness—light skin and European phenotypes (Duany 1998;
Itzigsohn and Dore-Cabral 2000; Ostfeld and Yadon 2022; Torres-Saillant 1998).

Unlike the United States, which has operated under a binary racial system
throughout most of its history, Latin American societies operate under racial
hierarchies with multiple categories based on skin tone and economic class where
Black and Indigenous peoples occupy the bottom rung (Chavez-Duefas, Adames
and Organista 2014; Ostfeld and Yadon 2022; Roth 2012; Wade 2010). Thus, when
Latin American immigrants come to the United States, they are faced with new
definitions of race and undergo a process of race acculturation that challenges their
existing racial self-identifications (Roth 2012). Consequently, many Latinos in the
United States self-identify as white or choose to say they are “some other race” in the
Decennial Census, while very few identify as Black (Roth 2012; Telles 2018). In fact,
64% of Hispanics self-identified as white in the 2010 U.S. Census (Ennis, Rios-
Vargas and Albert 2011), and 58% of Hispanics in the 2020 U.S. Census identified as
white, or white in combination with other races.

It is important to note that in survey research Latinos tend to choose “Hispanic”
as their racial identification because of questionnaire construction. Most surveys
employ a series of two questions to measure respondents’ race and ethnicity. The
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first question, as in the data used in this study, asks respondents to select “which
racial or ethnic group best describes” them from a discrete number of options that
typically includes the category “Hispanic,” even though it is not a racial category, but
a pan-ethnic one (Beltran 2010; Itzigsohn and Dore-Cabral 2000; Landale and
Oropesa 2002; Le Espiritu 2016; Oboler 1995; Padilla 1984). Then respondents are
given a follow-up question that asks those who did not initially identify as Hispanic
if they are of “Spanish, Latino or Hispanic origin or descent.”"! The tendency to
select Hispanic in the “race question” may be the result of confusion on behalf of
respondents who may not be aware a follow-up question is embedded in the survey.
Telles (2018) argues that they identify as “Hispanic” in the race question not because
this represents a meaningful racial category for them, but because the other available
categories do not match cultural definitions of race they are familiar with.

Racial Attitudes among Latinos

The steady growth of the Latino population in the United States has stimulated the
examination of Anglo whites’ racial attitudes toward Latinos (Abrajano and Hajnal
2015; Stein, Post and Rinden 2000) and of anti-Black racial attitudes expressed by
Latinos (Bobo 2001; Hutchings 2009; McDermott 2011a; Moberg, Krysan and
Christianson 2019). Of course Latin American and Latino notions of race, color, and
mestizaje along with evidence of Latinos engaging in practices of colorism all
suggest that Latinos may acquire and express negative racial attitudes that are more
aligned with the dynamics of race relations in the United States. This assumption is
supported by evidence from studies that measure feelings of commonality with
Black Americans (Jones-Correa, Wallace, and Zepeda-Millan 2016; Kaufmann
2003; McClain et al. 2010), especially those that find that Latino immigrants
(McClain et al. 2006; McDermott 2011a, 2011b; Ocampo and Flippen 2021), Latinos
who are less acculturated (Jones Correa 2011; Sanchez 2008; Wilkinson 2014), and
Latinos with light skin (Wilkinson and Earle 2013) are all less likely to feel a sense of
commonality with Blacks. More importantly, some studies have started to examine
the relationship between Latino’s negative racial attitudes toward Blacks and
electoral politics with mixed results (Ditonto, Lau and Sears 2013; Krupnikov and
Piston 2016; Segura and Valenzuela 2010). Recently, Alamillo (2019) found that
Latinos aligned with a color-blind view of racism in the American society were more
likely to support Republican presidential candidates in 2012 and 2016. These studies
indicate that racial attitudes among Latinos may have a significant role in relation to
Latino partisan attachments.

Expectations

My first hypothesis is aligned with the social group identity approach used by Green,
Palmquist, and Schickler (2002) in which partisanship is argued to be based on
social group identity, meaning affinity with and self-categorization as a member of a
social group. Huddy and Bankert (2017) explain that the central motivation in the
social identity approach to partisanship is in-group bias, and a desire to advance
one’s party along with one’s social group. Furthermore, recent work on the influence
of partisanship on social group identities relies on the theory that political parties in
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the United States are made up of prototypical demographic groups that have sorted
themselves into the two major parties (Egan 2020; Margolis 2018; Mason 2016;
Mason and Wronski 2018). While research by Egan (2020) has put into question the
directionality of the relationship between identities and partisanship, it also shows
that racial and ethnic identities are among the most stable and least likely to be
shifted to align with an individual’s partisan identity.'* Thus, if Latinos identify as
white and/or with whites as their social group, then this racial identity should be
related to their partisanship because whites are seen as a social group typically
represented by Republicans. To be sure, this measure of racial identity is not a
measure of white group consciousness as is established in the study of white identity
politics among Americans of European heritage (Jardina 2019).

Hypothesis 1: Latinos who racially identify as “white” are more likely to identify
as Republicans, and less likely to identify as Democrats.

Hypothesis 2: Latinos who express negative racial attitudes are more likely to
identify as Republicans, and less likely to identify as Democrats.

My second hypothesis connects this article to a long line of research on racial
attitudes and partisanship in American politics (Dancey and Goren 2010; Giles and
Hertz 1994; Knuckey 2005; Morales 1999; Sears and Funk 1999; Tesler 2016;
Westwood and Peterson 2020). This body of work focuses particularly on how
negative affect felt by whites toward Blacks is related to their partisan identity while
at times engaging theories of intergroup conflict and at others theories of prejudice.
Sociocultural prejudice theory (Allport 1954), the central theory underpinning
symbolic racism theory (Sears 1988), holds that individuals are socialized into
having negative feelings toward Black Americans. Similarly, scholarship on
mestizaje ideology argue that it promotes beliefs about racial intermixing in
Latin America that target Black and Indigenous peoples in the region for
discrimination (Chavez-Duefias, Adames and Organista 2014). Therefore, if Latinos
can hold color and race-based prejudices due to the inheritance of mestizaje, then
negative racial attitudes acquired in the United States should influence their partisan
attachments in similar ways to other Americans.

Data and Methodology

To examine the relationship between racial identity, racial attitudes, and
partisanship among Latinos, I use data from six consecutive CES surveys from
2010 to 2020 (Ansolabehere and Schaffner 2013, 2017; Schaffner and Ansolabehere
2015; Schaffner, Ansolabehere and Luks 2019, 2021).13 The CES is a biennial online
nationally representative large sample survey conducted by over 50 colleges and
universities and administered through YouGov. The CES includes a pre-election
questionnaire that mainly collects information about the demographic character-
istics of respondents, and a post-election questionnaire that collects data on
respondents’ political behavior, and racial attitudes. Most importantly, the CES
includes large subsamples of Latinos, having over 4,000 self-identified Hispanics in
each survey year. Latinos are defined here as respondents who self-identified as
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Table 1. Latino partisanship by survey year, CES 2010-2020

CES year

Partisanship 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Democrat 48% 60% 50% 54% 55% 51%
2,300 3,184 2,781 2,863 3,493 3,443

Not Sure 10% 2% 8% 6% 6% 8%
492 116 426 340 362 555

Independent 18% 14% 16% 18% 16% 17%
846 733 863 936 1,021 1,156

Republican 24% 24% 27% 22% 24% 23%
1,164 1,270 1,517 1,159 1,536 1,575

Total 4,802 5,304 5,586 5,297 6,412 6,729

Note: Values represent weighted total percent and number of Latinos by partisan self-identification by survey year.

Hispanic in one of two questionnaire items, the “race question” and the “Hispanic
heritage question” discussed earlier in the paper (see Supplemental Index for
question wording).

Partisanship, the dependent variable in this study, is measured by a four category
variable that is recoded from the seven-point party self-identification question (see
Table 1). The first category combines strong Democrats, not very strong Democrats
and Democratic leaners. The second includes those who were “not sure” about their
partisan identity, and the third includes Independents without partisan leanings
(Klar and Krupnikov 2016). The fourth category combines strong Republicans, not
very strong Republicans and Republican leaners. Partisan “leaners” are included
among identifiers because non-identifiers have been found to be qualitatively
different from identifiers, especially among Latinos (Lee and Hajnal 2011). As seen
in Table 1, the majority in every survey year identify with the Democratic Party,
between 48% and 60%, and between 22% and 27% identified with the Republican
Party. Note that there is no indication that Latinos are fleeing the Democratic Party
to become Republicans.

Over 70% of Latinos in each CES from 2010 to 2020 self-identified as Hispanic in
the race question of the survey; however, the second most selected racial identity
among them was “white,” between 12% and 19% (see Table 2). In each model,
I include a dummy variable to indicate self-identification as white (1) in opposition
to all other racial categories (0). An additional 27 text responses that included the
words “white,” “Caucasian,” and “European” were also added to those who self-
identified as white (all text responses are listed in the S.I.). It is important to note
that immigrant generation is strongly related to Latinos’ likelihood to identify as
white (see S.I. Figure Al).

Each CES survey from 2010 to 2020, with the exception of 2016, includes at least
two of the four traditional racial resentment scale items developed by Kinder and
Sanders (1996). Respondents were asked to indicate their level of agreement or
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Table 2. Latinos by racial self-identification, CES 2010-2018

Which racial or ethnic group best describes you? 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

White 15%  12% 19% 17% 15%  13%

726 619 1,082 918 994 856

Black 2% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2%

83 99 129 63 128 138

Hispanic 3% 78%  71% 73% T74%  78%

3,560 4,192 3,965 3,870 4,767 5226

Mixed 6% 6% 6% 6% 6% 5%

294 309 354 329 409 339

Other* 4% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3%

206 126 96 121 148 170

Total 4,870 5,346 5,626 5,300 6,447 6,729

Note: Values represent weighted total and percent of Latinos by racial self-identification by survey year. *Other includes
Latinos who identified as Other n =443, Native American n =228, Asian n =173, and Middle Eastern n =24.

disagreement with two statements: (1) “Irish, Italians, Jewish and many other
minorities overcame prejudice and worked their way up. Blacks should do the same
without any special favors,” and (2) “generations of slavery and discrimination have
created conditions that make it difficult for Blacks to work their way out of the lower
class.” In the 2016 CES, various individual participating institutions included
variations on the racial resentment scale in their subsample questionnaires
(Agadjanian 2022). I used these data to create a two-question index variable coded
so that greater values indicate being more resentful. I expect this measure will be
correlated with Latino partisanship even though it does not neatly map onto
mestizaje ideology (Hypothesis 2), because Blacks are targets of racial prejudice both
in the United States, Latin America, and also within Latino communities (Adames,
Chavez-Dueiias and Organista 2016; Chavez-Duefias, Adames and Organista 2014).
Figure 1 shows that most Latinos can be found in the middle category of the racial
resentment scale, but there are notably large percentages of Latinos who have high
scores on racial resentment in 2010 (x = .66), 2012 (o = .65) and 2014 (a = .60).
The low rates of high scores in 2016 may be an artifact resulting from the fact that
only 707 of the 7,495 Latinos in that survey year were asked these questions
(o = .47); thus one should expect larger margins of error for 2016 models using this
independent variable. In 2018 (o = .73) and 2020 (a0 = .79), there is an observable
increase in the proportion of Latinos who score in the least resentful category.
While the theoretical framework of this study relies on the Latin American and
Latino concept of mestizaje, no questionnaire items measuring beliefs regarding this
ideology have been developed yet. However, since mestizaje ideology is argued to be
analogous to color-blind racism in its active erasure of the existence of racial
prejudice among Latinos (Chavez-Duefias, Adames and Organista 2014) I include
the following items from the color-blind racial attitudes scale (CoBRAS) developed
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Figure 1. Racial resentment among Latinos by CES survey
Note: Values represent weighted percent of Latinos by scores on the two-item racial resentment index by survey year.

by Neville and colleagues (2000) as a proxy measure of mestizaje ideology in my
analysis: (1) Racial problems in the United States are rare, isolated situations, and
(2) white people in the United States have certain advantages because of the color of
their skin (reverse-coded). Only respondents from 2016 to 2020 were asked whether
they agreed or disagreed with each statement on a five-point scale. Each variable was
coded in such a way that larger values indicate greater alignment with color-blind
ideology, and I expect that those with higher scores to be more likely to identify with
the Republican Party (Hypothesis 2). Figure 2 shows that overall most Latinos do
not express high levels of agreement with color-blindness. Nevertheless, a greater
proportion of Latinos scored in the “least color-blind” category in 2018 (o = .62),
and 2020 (o = .74) than in 2016 (ax = .53).

While ideology does not perfectly map onto partisanship, it has been found to be
the central predictor of partisan identification in American politics where most
conservatives identify with the Republican Party and most liberals identify as
Democrats (Layman, Carsey and Horowitz 2006; Lloyd 1995; Lupton, Smallpage
and Enders 2020). This variable serves as a control or baseline for comparison with
the effect of white racial identity and racial attitudes on Latino partisanship. Figure 3
shows that there is a somewhat normal distribution of ideological self-placement
among Latinos in the CES along a seven-point scale going from very Liberal (1) to
very conservative (7). Latinos who said they were “not sure” about their ideological
views were coded to be in the same mid-point category as those who said their
ideological views were “middle of the road” in order to avoid losing over 2,000
observations in the regression analysis presented below.
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Figure 2. Color-blind racial attitudes among Latinos by CES survey
Note: Values represent weighted percent of Latinos by alignment with color-blind ideology along the two-item index
of color-blind racial attitudes by survey year.
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Figure 3. Ideology among Latinos by CES survey
Note: Values represent weighted percent of Latinos by ideological self-placement on a -point scale by survey year.
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Modeling

I use multinomial logistic regression modeling for each survey year with Democratic
partisanship as the base outcome to analyze these data. I then estimate and plot the
average marginal effect (AME) of each key independent variable on Latino
partisanship in order to provide a complete picture of the substantive association of
racial identity and racial attitudes with all four partisan identities included in the
dependent variable.'* Three model specifications were constructed based on the two
main hypotheses articulated above. The first racial identity model directly examines
the relationship between white racial identity and Latino partisanship for all survey
years individually.'® The second model tests the effect of racial resentment alongside
white racial identity on Latino partisanship. And, the final model assesses the
relationship between Latino partisanship and color-blind racial attitudes along with
white racial identity. Ideology is included in all models as a baseline variable to
gauge if racial identity and racial attitudes are equal or stronger correlates of Latino
partisanship. Control variables in each model include two demographic variables
(age and gender), three social incorporation variables (education, family income,
and immigrant generation) otherwise known as acculturation variables, and three
religion variables including church attendance, being Protestant, and being Catholic
(see S.I. Table A2 for descriptive statistics by partisanship).

Results

Each plot in Figs. 4-6 present the AMEs of each key independent variable on four
Latino partisanship outcomes (full regression tables are available in the S.I.). This
approach allows for simultaneous discussion of the substantive relationship of racial
identity and racial attitudes with Latino partisanship holding all covariate values
constant and avoids the use of a regression table in which results for one of the
outcomes of interest are omitted. Circular markers in each plot correspond to the
AME for identification as Democrat. Square markers represent the AME for the
likelihood to identify as Republicans. Diamond shaped markers illustrate the AME
on the likelihood that Latinos said they are Independents, and triangle shaped for
those who said they are “not sure” about their partisanship. For ease of
interpretation each marker is also accompanied by the value of the AME of each
key independent variable on Latino partisanship. Further, since all variables were
standardized on a zero (0) to one (1) scale each value can be interpreted as the
average percentage increase or decrease in the likelihood to identify with one of the
four partisanship outcomes in the dependent variable.

Figure 4 shows that all else being equal there is an average decrease of 9.2% points
in 2010 (p < .05), 9.3 points in 2012 (p < .01), 11 points in 2014 (p < .01), and 2016
(p < .01), and an average 8.4% points in 2018 (p < .01) on the probability to identify
as Democrats among self-identified white Latinos. The AME of white racial identity
on Democratic partisanship is not statistically significant in 2020; however, the
regression coefficient is statistically significant at the p < .05 level. More
importantly, Fig. 4 shows that white racial identity among Latinos leads to an
average increase in Republican partisanship of 7.1% points in 2010 (p < .05), 7.8%
points in 2012 (p < .01), 7.1 point in 2014 (p < .01), 7.6 points in 2018 (p < .01), and
11% points in 2020 (p < .01), with regression coefficients that are statistically
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Figure 4. Average marginal effect of white racial identity on Latino partisanship

Note: Plotted values represent the average marginal effect of white racial identity and ideological self-placement on
Latino partisan identification as Democrat, Republican, Independent, and Not Sure, by CES survey year, 95%
confidence intervals.

significant at the p < .01 level (see Table A10 in the S.I.). The AME of white racial
identity on Republican partisanship is not statistically significant for Latinos in the
2016 CES, but the regression coefficient is significant at the p < .05 level (see Table
A10 in the S.I.). Interestingly, white racial identity is not a statistically significant
factor for Latinos who said they were “not sure” about their partisanship in all
survey years, and for Independents except in 2016.

Existing research demonstrates that Latinos and Latin Americans are socialized
through the ideology of mestizaje into holding racial prejudice, denying the
existence of racism, and privileging whiteness. Here, racial resentment serves as a
measure of racial prejudice among Latinos, and results in this analysis show that this
variable is strongly related to Latinos’ partisan identification even when accounting
for white racial identity and ideology. Plots in Fig. 5 show that the two-item racial
resentment index is consistently associated with an average increase in Latinos’
identification as Republicans at the p < .01 level. High scores on racial resentment
are related to an average increase of 28% points in 2010, 29% points in 2012, 31
points in 2014, and 35 points in 2016. In both 2018 and 2020, racial resentment was
related to a 32% point average increase in Latinos’ likelihood to identify as
Republicans. This racial attitude measure has an equal or greater substantive
relationship in the opposite direction with Democratic identification among Latinos
in each survey year. Figure 5 shows an average decrease of 28% points in Latinos’
likelihood to identify as Democrats for those scoring high on racial resentment in
2010, 31 points in 2012, 32 points in 2014, 36 points in 2016 and 37 points in both
2018 and 2020. Moreover, even when controlling for racial resentment and ideology,
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Figure 5. Average marginal effects of racial resentment and white racial identity on Latino partisanship
Note: Plotted values represent the average marginal effect of racial resentment on Latino partisan identification as
Democrat, Republican, Independent, and Not Sure, by CES survey year. Models include average marginal effects of
white racial identity and ideological self-placement, 95% confidence intervals.

regression coefficients for white racial identity are statistically significant in the
expected direction for Republican identification for all survey years except 2016 (see
Table All in the S.I).

The color-blindness index used in this study measures Latinos’ views of the racial
system in the United States, and analysis shows that it is strongly related to Latino
partisanship. Figure 6 illustrates the AME of color-blind racial attitudes on Latino
partisanship along with the effect of white racial identity. The expression of color-
blind racial attitudes has a strong association with decreasing the likelihood of
Latinos to identify as Democrats in all three survey years where this variable is
available. So much so, that this index has a larger AME on decreasing Democratic
identification among Latinos than ideology in 2018 (—52.0, p < .01). And, this racial
attitude index has an almost equal relationship to that of ideology in 2016 (—46.0,
p < .01) and in 2020 (—50.0, p < .01). Furthermore, the expression of color-blind
attitudes also has a strong association with increasing Republican identification
among Latinos in the CES. Scoring high on color-blind racial attitudes increased the
likelihood of Latinos to identify as Republican by an average 33% points (p < .01) in
2016 and 32% points in 2020, while in 2018 it led to an average increase of 37%
points (p < .01). In this model specification white racial identity had a statistically
significant AME on decreasing Democratic identification among Latinos in 2016
(—8.5, p < .05) and on increasing their likelihood of Republican identification in
2020 (+8.8, p < .01). Also, the regression coefficient for the association of white
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Figure 6. Average marginal effects of color-blind racial attitudes and white racial identity on Latino
partisanship

Note: Plotted values represent the average marginal effect of color-blind racial attitudes on Latino partisan
identification as Democrat, Republican, Independent, and Not Sure, by CES survey year. Models include average
marginal effects of white racial identity and ideological self-placement, 95% confidence intervals.

racial identity with Republican identification is significant and the p < .05 level (see
Table Al2 in the S.I.).

Note that family income is related to an increased likelihood to identify as
Republican almost every model in this analysis, except for the 2016 racial
resentment model (see regression tables in the S.I.). As explained earlier in the
paper, racial hierarchies in Latin America are constructed on a continuum that is
based on both skin tone, phenotype and socioeconomic class. Thus, these results
further align with the argument that mestizaje ideology may be central to
understating Latino partisanship and political behavior more generally. Also,
Cubans are either more likely to identify as Republicans or less likely to identify as
Democrats in every model.

Discussion

The results described above align with the argument of this article that the
inheritance of the ideology of mestizaje may be intertwined with partisanship
acquisition among Latinos. In all models, white racial identity has a statistically
significant AME on Latino partisanship even when controlling for ideology and
accounting for the effect of racial resentment and color-blind racial attitudes.
Moreover, even when controlling for the large and significant effect of racial
attitudes, the independent, albeit weaker, effect of white racial identity underlines
the importance of whiteness as a political identity for Latinos. To a greater extent,
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Figure 7. Predicted probability of Latino party identification based on average black CES racial
resentment scores

Note: Plotted values represent the predicted probability of Latino partisan identification as Democrat, Republican,
Independent, and Not Sure based on the average racial resentment scores of Black non-Hispanic CES respondents,
95% confidence intervals. Horizontal reference lines represent the rate of Latino Democratic partisanship for the
corresponding survey year.

the large and independent effect of both racial resentment, a measure of attitudes
toward African Americans, and color-blind racial attitudes, a measure of views
regarding racism and white racial privilege, even when controlling for factors that
are typically associated with party identification illuminates the importance of racial
attitudes in determining Latino partisanship.

What’s more, if Latinos in the CES held racial attitude scores at similar levels to
those of Black non-Hispanics respondents they would identify at higher rates with
the Democratic Party in every survey year from 2010 to 2020. Figures 7 and 8
present post-estimation predicted probabilities for Latino partisanship calculated
using the weighted average racial attitude score of Black non-Hispanic respondents
in each year, including reference lines indicating the rate of Latino Democratic
partisanship for the corresponding survey year of each plot. Predicted probabilities
calculated at the weighted average racial resentment score of Black non-Hispanic
CES respondents show that Latino respondents in each survey year would identify
with the Democratic Party at 8.8% points higher in 2010, 8.9 points higher in 2012,
10.8 points higher in 2014, 15 points higher in 2016, 9.4 points higher in 2018, and
11.6 points higher in 2020 than the survey estimate (See Fig. 7). The predicted rate of
Latino identification with the Democratic Party is also higher when calculated based
on the weighted average color-blind racial attitudes score of Black non-Hispanic
CES respondents (see Fig. 8). Latinos would identify with the Democratic Party at a

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

16 Ivelisse Cuevas-Molina

2016 2018 2020
8 8 8
}.663
& 6 {.633 . }.e3
4 4 4
2 2 2
ta45 443y t.158 1163 t166 4140
t.061 +.0458 +.0553
/] 0 0
Dem. NS Indep. Rep. Dem. NS Indep. Rep Dem. NS Indep. Rep.

Figure 8. Predicted probability of Latino party identification based on average Black CES color-blind
racial attitude scores

Note: Plotted values represent the predicted probability of Latino partisan identification as Democrat, Republican,
Independent, and Not Sure based on the average color-blind racial attitude scores of Black non-Hispanic CES
respondents, 95% confidence intervals. Horizontal reference line represents the rate of Latino Democratic
partisanship for the corresponding survey year.

rate of 66.3% in 2016, 63.3 % in 2018, and 63.0% in 2020. These figures are higher
than their corresponding survey year estimates by 12.3% points in 2016, 8.3 points
in 2018, and 12 points in 2020.

Conclusion

For decades, talk of Latinos as the sleeping giant in American politics has set the
expectation that increasing numbers of eligible voters will make Latinos influential
in electoral victories for the Democratic Party at all levels of government. These
expectations are based on a lack of awareness regarding the current distribution of
partisanship among Latinos and a lack of understanding of the diversity of Latino
communities across the United States. For example, theories like electoral capture
would suggest that Latinos should overwhelmingly identify with the Democratic
Party, like Black Americans do, because it is the party that is widely perceived to
support civil and voting rights for racial and ethnic minorities. However, a quarter
of Latinos in six biennial surveys over a 10-year period included in this study
identified with the Republican Party. This statistic requires highlighting the fact that
Cubans Americans make up only 4% of all Latinos in the United States, the one
Hispanic group that is traditionally seen as aligned with the Republican Party.
Consequently, there is a multitude of Latinos across the country who identify as
Republicans who are not Cuban Americans.

Analysis in this article has sought to account for the racial diversity of Latino
communities in the United States in the study of Latino partisanship. Since the
theory of electoral capture does not apply to Latinos, I have argued that those
Latinos who identify racially as white are likely to break with the more than half of
Hispanics in the United States who identify with the Democratic Party. Results show
that white racial identity alone among Latinos consistently plays a role in defining
their partisan attachments before and after Trump came on the political scene. More
specifically, Latinos who racially identified as white were more likely to identify with
the Republican Party and less likely to be Democrats in every survey year. This break
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with the Democratic majority among Latinos corresponds with Green, Palmquist
and Schickler’s (2002) social group theory of partisanship because white Latinos
tend to identify with the political party that is typically associated with representing
the interests of whites as a social group, the Republican Party.

Moreover, I have also argued that Latino and Latin American definitions of
race, color, and mestizaje (mixed race) underlie the acquisition and expression of
negative racial attitudes among Latinos which at the same time are associated
with their development of partisan attachments. Strong evidence emerged
showing that negative racial attitudes are essential to determining Latino
partisanship even when controlling for ideology. This was further confirmed by
estimated predicted probabilities of Latino partisanship based on the average
racial attitude scores of Black CES respondents. This result supports the
argument made by Chavez-Duefias, Adames and Organista (2014) and Adames
Chavez-Duefias and Organista (2016) that the cultural narrative and ideology of
mestizaje, which they find is widely held among Latinos, is analogous to color-
blind racism (Bonilla-Silva 2006). Thus, future studies of Latino racial attitudes
in connection with political behavior should focus on including measures of
color-blind racial attitudes rather than other more traditional measures of affect
toward Black Americans.

The results of this study are important not only because they provide a new
explanation for why Latinos do not overwhelmingly identify as Democrats but
also because they contribute to emerging studies on white identity and racial
solidarity in American politics. Recent research on white identity politics
contends that Hispanics could emerge as a new white ethnicity in American
politics and that the growth of mixed race individuals in the United States may
stunt the anxiously expected majority of color (Jardina 2019). While this article
shows that most Latinos identify with non-white racial identities, those who do
may be more likely to align themselves with a white identity politics agenda
rather than a racial justice political agenda (for models using Hispanic race as a
predictor see the S.I.). Additionally, research on Latinos’ solidarity, or lack
thereof, with the Black Lives Matter movement reveals further cracks in the
foundation for the possibility of coalition politics between Black Americans and
Hispanics (Corral 2020). Therefore, in view of the substantive relationship
between white racial identity, racial attitudes, and Latino partisanship, political
science research should continue to explore how the racial diversity of Latino
communities affects their behavior in American politics.

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can be found at https://doi.org/10.
1017/rep.2023.28.
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Notes

1 See Carmines and Stimson (1980); Green et al. (2002); Kuziemko and Washington (2018).

2 See Campbell et al. (1960); Green et al. (2002); Valentino and Sears (2005); Mason and Wronski (2018).
3 See Giles and Hertz 1994); Morales (1999); Sears and Funk (1999); Dancey and Goren (2010); Tesler
2016, Tesler 2016); Westwood and Peterson (2020).

4 See Abrajano and Alvarez (2019); Itzigsohn and Dore-Cabral (2000); Newby and Dowling (2007);
Bonilla-Silva and Glover (2004); **Menchaca (2002).

5 In this paper the terms Latino and Hispanic are used interchangeably.

6 For reference see **De la Garza et al. (1992); Hero, Garcia and Pachon (2000); Affigne (2000); Alvarez and
Garcia Bedolla (2003); De la Garza (2004).

7 For reference see Cain, Kiewiet, and Uhlaner (1991); DeSipio (1998); Wong (2000); Alvarez and Garcia
Bedolla (2003); Hajnal and Lee (2011); Sears, Danbold and Zavala (2016).

8 For reference see Kelly and Kelly (2005); De la Garza and Cortina (2007); Kelly and Morgan (2008); Lee
and Pachon (2007); McDaniel and Ellison (2008); Valenzuela (2014); Weaver (2015).

9 “Creoles” is the literal translation of the Spanish word “criollos” which is the label given to Spaniards born
in the Spanish colonies of the Americas.

10 Color-blind racism is the dominant racial ideology in the aftermath of the Civil Rights Movement. This
ideology is defined by Eduardo Bonilla-Silva (2006) as the endorsement abstract liberalism to oppose
policies aimed at addressing racial inequality and discrimination, the naturalization of racial inequality, the
adoption of cultural racism beliefs, and the minimization of racism.

11 This question order is reversed in the U.S. Census. The census questionnaire first asks individuals to
report if they are Hispanic and to which country they trace their heritage, and then they are asked to report
their race.

12 A test of reverse causality is included in the S.I.

13 The 2020 CES may have repeat respondents from the 2018 CES, they do not affect response quality
(Schaffner 2022). See S.I. for analysis without possible repeat respondents.

14 Tinclude “demean-ed” models of pooled CES data from 2010 to 2020 with survey year fixed effects in the
S.I. for each model specification.

15 Models including both white racial identity and multiracial white identity for the 2016, 2018 and 2020
CES are included in the S.I.

References

Abrajano M, and Alvarez RM (2019) Answering questions about race: how racial and ethnic identities
influence survey response. American Politics Research 47, 250-274.

Abrajano M and Hajnal ZL (2015) White backlash: Immigration, race, and American politics. Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press.

Abramowitz A and McCoy J (2019) United States: racial resentment, negative partisanship, and
polarization in Trump’s America. The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science
681, 137-156.

Adames HY, Chavez-Dueiias NY and Organista KC (2016) Skin color matters in Latino/a communities:
identifying, understanding, and addressing Mestizaje racial ideologies in clinical practice. Professional
Psychology: Research and Practice 47, 46.

Affigne T (2000) Latino politics in the United States: an introduction. PS: Political Science & Politics 33,
523-528.

Agadjanian A (2022) CCES Racial Resentment Data, 2016. Harvard Dataverse, V1, UNF:6:eKXLfOwT+
3jHH+QKLUwWNTg. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/EDCICD.

Alamillo R (2019) Hispanics para Trump? Denial of racism and Hispanic support for Trump. Du Bois
Review: Social Science Research on Race, 16, 457-487.

Allport GW (1954) The Nature of Prejudice. Cambridge, MA: Addison-Wesley Publishing Company.

Alvarez RM and Garcia Bedolla L (2003) The foundations of Latino voter partisanship: evidence from the
2000 election. The Journal of Politics 65, 31-49.

Ansolabehere S and Schaffner BF (2013) CCES Common Content, 2012. Harvard Dataverse, V9, UNF:5:
Eg5SQysFZaPiXc8tEbmmRA. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/HQEVPK

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/EDCICD
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/HQEVPK
https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

The Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics 19

Ansolabehere S and Schaffner BF (2017) CCES Common Content, 2016. Harvard Dataverse, V4, UNF:6:
WhtR8dNtMzReHC295hA4cg. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/GDF6Z0

Beltran C (2010) The Trouble with Unity: Latino Politics and the Creation of Identity. United States: Oxford
University Press on Demand.

Bobo L (2001) Racial attitudes and relations at the close of the twentieth century. In Smelser NJ, Wilson W]
and Mitchell F (eds), America Becoming: Racial Trends and Their Consequences. Washington, D.C.:
National Research Council, Volume 1, pp. 264-301.

Bonilla-Silva E (2006) Racism Without Racists: Color-Blind Racism and the Persistence of Racial Inequality
in the United States. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.

Bonilla-Silva E and Glover KS (2004) We are all Americans”: the Latin Americanization of race relations in
the United States. In Krysan M and Lewis AE (eds), The Changing Terrain of Race and Ethnicity.
New York: Russel Sage, pp. 149-183.

Cain BE, Kiewiet DR and Uhlaner CJ (1991) The acquisition of partisanship. American Journal of Political
Science 35, 390-422.

Campbell A, Converse PE, Miller WE and Stokes DE (1960) The American Voter. Chicago, IL: University
of Chicago Press.

Carmines EG and Stimson JA (1980) The racial reorientation of American politics. In Pierce JC and
Sullivan JL (eds), The Electorate Reconsidered. Beverly Hills. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage, pp. 199-218.

Chavez-Dueiias NY, Adames HY and Organista KC (2014) Skin-color prejudice and within-group racial
discrimination: historical and current impact on Latino/a populations. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral
Sciences 36, 3-26.

Cobas JA, Duany J and Feagin JR (2015) How the United States Racializes Latinos: White Hegemony and Its
Consequences. New York: Routledge.

Corral AJ (2020) Allies, antagonists, or ambivalent? Exploring Latino attitudes about the Black lives matter
movement. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences 42, 431-454.

Dancey L and Goren P (2010) Party identification, issue attitudes, and the dynamics of political debate.
American Journal of Political Science 54, 686-699.

Dawson MC (1994) Behind the Mule: Race and Class in African-American Politics. Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press.

De la Garza RO (2004) Latino politics. Annual Review of Political Science 7, 91-123.

De la Garza RO and Cortina J (2007) Are Latinos republicans but just don’t know it? The Latino vote in the
2000 and 2004 presidential elections. American Politics Research 35, 202-223.

De la Garza RO, DeSipio L, Garcia FC, Garcia J and Falcon A (1992) Latino Voices. Boulder, CO:
Westview.

DeSipio L (1998) Counting on the Latino vote: Latinos as a New Electorate. Charlottesville, VA: University
of Virginia Press.

Ditonto TM, Lau RR and Sears DO (2013) AMPing racial attitudes: comparing the power of explicit and
implicit racism measures in 2008. Political Psychology 34, 487-510.

Duany J (1998) Reconstructing racial identity: ethnicity, color, and class among Dominicans in the United
States and Puerto Rico. Latin American Perspectives 25, 147-172.

Egan, PJ (2020) Identity as dependent variable: How Americans shift their identities to align with their
politics. American Journal of Political Science 64, 699-716.

Ennis SR, Rios-Vargas M and Albert NG. (May 2011). “The Hispanic Population: 2010.” In 2010 Census
Briefs, US Census Bureau. Available at https://www.census.gov/history/pdf/c2010br-04-092020.pdf
(accessed 17 October 2021).

Giles MW and Hertz K (1994) Racial threat and partisan identification. American Political Science Review
88, 317-326.

Green DP, Palmquist B and Schickler E. (2002). Partisan hearts and minds: Political parties and the social
identities of voters. New Haven, Connecticut: Yale University Press.

Haywood JM (2017) ‘Latino spaces have always been the most violent’: Afro-Latino collegians’ perceptions
of colorism and Latino intragroup marginalization. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in
Education 30, 759-782.

Hernandez TK (2003) ‘“Too Black to be Latino/a:” Blackness and Blacks as foreigners in Latino studies.
Latino Studies 1, 152.

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/GDF6Z0
https://www.census.gov/history/pdf/c2010br-04-092020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

20 Ivelisse Cuevas-Molina

Hero R, Garcia FC, Garcia J and Pachon H (2000) Latino participation, partisanship, and office holding.
PS: Political Science ¢ Politics 33, 529-534.

Highton B (2011) Prejudice rivals partisanship and ideology when explaining the 2008 presidential vote
across the states. PS: Political Science ¢ Politics 44, 530-535.

Hooghe M and Dassonneville R (2018) Explaining the trump vote: the effect of racist resentment and anti-
immigrant sentiments. PS: Political Science & Politics 51, 528-534.

Huddy L and Bankert A (2017) Political Partisanship as a Social Identity. In William Thompson (ed),
Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Politics. United States: Oxford University Press.

Hunter M (2007) The persistent problem of colorism: Skin tone, status, and inequality. Sociology compass 1,
237-254.

Hunter M (2012) The Consequences of Colorism. In Hall RE (ed), The Melanin Millennium: Skin color as
21st Century International Discourse, Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, pp. 247-256.

Hutchings VL (2009) Change or more of the same? Evaluating racial attitudes in the Obama era. Public
Opinion Quarterly 73, 917-942.

Hutchings VL and Valentino NA (2004) The centrality of race in American politics. Annual Review of
Political Science 7, 383-408.

Itzigsohn J and Dore-Cabral C (2000) Competing identities? Race, ethnicity and panethnicity among
Dominicans in the United States. In Sociological Forum (Vol. 15, pp. 225-247). Boston: Kluwer Academic
Publishers-Plenum Publishers.

Jardina A (2019) White Identity Politics. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Jones-Correa M (2011) Commonalities, competition, and linked fate. In Telles E, Rivera-Salgado G and
Sawyer M (eds), Just Neighbors. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 63-95.

Jones-Correa M, Wallace SJ and Zepeda-Millan C (2016) The impact of large-scale collective action on
Latino perceptions of commonality and competition with African Americans. Social Science Quarterly 97,
458-475.

Kaufmann KM (2003) Cracks in the rainbow: group commonality as a basis for Latino and African-
American political coalitions. Political Research Quarterly 56, 199-210.

Kelly NJ and Kelly JM (2005) Religion and Latino partisanship in the United States. Political Research
Quarterly 58, 87-95.

Kelly NJ and Morgan J (2008) Religious traditionalism and Latino politics in the United States. American
Politics Research 36, 236-263.

Kinder DR and Sanders LM (1996) Divided by Color: Racial Politics and Democratic Ideals. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Klar S and Krupnikov Y (2016) Independent Politics. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Knuckey J (2005) Racial resentment and the changing partisanship of southern whites. Party Politics 11, 5-28.

Knuckey J (2011) Racial resentment and vote choice in the 2008 US presidential election. Politics ¢ Policy
39, 559-582.

Knuckey J and Kim M (2015) Racial resentment, old-fashioned racism, and the vote choice of southern and
nonsouthern whites in the 2012 US presidential election. Social Science Quarterly 96, 905-922.

Krupnikov Y and Piston S (2016) The political consequences of Latino prejudice against blacks. Public
Opinion Quarterly 80, 480-509.

Kuziemko I and Washington E (2018) Why did the Democrats lose the South? Bringing new data to an old
debate. American Economic Review 108, 2830-2867.

Landale NS and Oropesa RS (2002) White, black, or Puerto Rican? Racial self-identification among
mainland and island Puerto Ricans. Social Forces 81, 231-254.

Layman GC and Carsey TM (2002) Party polarization and” conflict extension” in the American electorate.
American Journal of Political Science 46, 786-802.

Layman GC, Carsey TM and Horowitz JM (2006) Party polarization in American politics. Annual Review
of Political Science 9, 83-110.

Le Espiritu Y (2016) Race and US panethnic formation. The Oxford handbook of American Immigration
and Ethnicity (Ronald H. Bayor Ed.). United Sates: Oxford University Press.

Lee J and Pachon HP (2007) Leading the way: an analysis of the effect of religion on the Latino vote.
American Politics Research 35, 252-272.

Lee T and Hajnal ZL (2011) Why Americans Don’t Join the Party: Race, Immigration, and the Failure (of
Political Parties) to Engage the Electorate. Prienceton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

The Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics 21

Lloyd RD (1995) Separating partisanship from party in judicial research: reapportionment in the US district
courts. American Political Science Review 89, 413-420.

Lopez MH, Gonzalez-Barrera A, Krogstad JM and Lépez G (2016) Democrats maintain edge as party
‘More concerned’ for Latinos, but views similar to 2012. Pew Research Center: Hispanic Trends. Available
at  https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2016/10/11/latinos-and-the-political-parties/ (accessed 15
February 2021).

Lupton RN, Smallpage SM and Enders AM (2020) Values and political predispositions in the age of
polarization: examining the relationship between partisanship and ideology in the United States, 1988-
2012. British Journal of Political Science 50, 241-260.

Margolis MF (2018) How politics affects religion: partisanship, socialization, and religiosity in America. The
Journal of Politics 80, 30-43.

Mason L (2016) A cross-cutting calm: how social sorting drives affective polarization. Public Opinion
Quarterly 80(S1), 351-377.

Mason L and Wronski J (2018) One tribe to bind them all: how our social group attachments strengthen
partisanship. Political Psychology 39, 257-277.

McClain PD et al. (2006) Racial distancing in a southern city: Latino immigrants’ views of Black Americans.
The Journal of Politics 68, 571-584.

McClain PD et al. (2010) Black elites and Latino immigrant relations in a southern city: do black elites and
the black masses agree? In Junn J and Haynie KL (eds), New Race Politics in America. Cambridge, UK:
Cambridge University Press, pp. 145-165.

McDaniel EL and Ellison CG (2008) God’s party? Race, religion, and partisanship over time. Political
Research Quarterly 61, 180-191.

McDermott M (2011a) Black attitudes and Hispanic immigrants in South Carolina. In Telles E, Rivera-
Salgado G and Sawyer M (eds), Just Neighbors? Research on African American and Latino Relations in the
United States. New York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 242-263.

McDermott M (2011b) Racial attitudes in city, neighborhood, and situational contexts. The ANNALS of the
American Academy of Political and Social Science 634, 153-173.

Menchaca M (2002) Recovering History, Constructing Race: The Indian, Black, and White Roots of Mexican
Americans. Austin, TX: University of Texas Press.

Moberg SP, Krysan M and Christianson D (2019) Racial attitudes in America. Public Opinion Quarterly
83, 450-471.

Morales DA (1999) Racial attitudes and Partisan identification in the United States, 1980-1992. Party
Politics 5, 191-198.

Neville HA, Lilly RL, Duran G, Lee RM and Browne L (2000) Construction and initial validation of the
color-blind racial attitudes scale (CoBRAS). Journal of counseling Psychology 47, 59.

Newby CA and Dowling JA (2007) Black and Hispanic: the racial identification of Afro-Cuban immigrants
in the Southwest. Sociological Perspectives 50, 343-366.

Nicholson SP and Segura GM (2005) Issue agendas and the politics of Latino partisan identification. In
Segura GM and Bowler S (eds), Diversity in Democracy: Minority Representation in the United States,
Charlottesville, VA: University of Virginia Press, pp. 51-71.

Oboler S (1995) Ethnic Labels, Latino Lives: Identity and the Politics of (Re) Presentation in the United States.
Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press.

Ocampo AN and Flippen CA (2021) Re-evaluating intergroup dynamics in the South: racial attitudes
among Latino immigrants in Durham, NC. Social Science Research 94, 102504.

Ostfeld MC and Yadon ND (2022) ; Mejorando La Raza?: The political undertones of Latinos’ skin color in
the United States. Social Forces 100, 1806-1832.

Padilla FM (1984) On the nature of Latino ethnicity. Social Science Quarterly 65, 651.

Quiros L and Dawson BA (2013) The color paradigm: the impact of colorism on the racial identity and
identification of Latinas. Journal of Human Behavior in the Social Environment 23, 287-297.

Rodriguez CE (2000) Changing Race: Latinos, the Census, and the History of Ethnicity in the United States.
New York: NYU Press.

Roth W (2012) Race Migrations: Latinos and the Cultural Transformation of Race. Redwood City, CA:
Stanford University Press.

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://www.pewresearch.org/hispanic/2016/10/11/latinos-and-the-political-parties/
https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

22 Ivelisse Cuevas-Molina

Samson F (2017) Segmented political assimilation: perceptions of racialized opportunities and Latino
immigrants’ partisan identification. In Race, Migration and Identity, Martin Bulmer, John Solomos (eds.),
New York: Routledge, pp. 84-112.

Sanchez GR (2008). Latino group consciousness and perceptions of commonality with African Americans.
Social Science Quarterly 89, 428-444.

Schaffner BF (2022). Do Repeat CES Respondents Affect Inferences? A Preliminary Report. Cooperative
Election Study. Available at https://cces.gov.harvard.edu/files/cces/files/report_repeaters.pdf (accessed 27
September 2022).

Schaffner BF and Ansolabehere S (2015) CCES Common Content, 2014. Harvard Dataverse, V5, UNF:6:
WwvITX+E+iNraxwbaWNVdg. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/XFXJVY

Schaffner BF, Ansolabehere S and Luks S (2019) CCES Common Content, 2018. Harvard Dataverse, V6,
UNEF:6:hFVU8vQ/SLTMUXPgmUw3]Q. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/ZSBZ7K

Schaffner BF, Ansolabehere S and Luks S (2021) Cooperative Election Study Common Content,
2020. Harvard Dataverse, V4, UNF:6:2WLoanzs2F3awt4-875kWBg==. https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/
E9N6PH

Sears DO (1988) Symbolic racism. In Eliminating racism: Profiles in controversy (pp. 53-84). Boston, MA:
Springer US.

Sears DO, Danbold F and Zavala VM (2016) Incorporation of Latino immigrants into the American party
system. RSF: The Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social Sciences 2, 183-204.

Sears DO and Funk CL (1999) Evidence of the long-term persistence of adults’ political predispositions.
The Journal of Politics 61, 1-28.

Segura GM and Valenzuela AA (2010) Hope, tropes, and dopes: Hispanic and White racial animus in the
2008 election. Presidential Studies Quarterly 40, 497-514.

Stein RM, Post SS and Rinden AL (2000). Reconciling context and contact effects on racial attitudes.
Political Research Quarterly 53, 285-303.

Stokes-Brown AK (2012) The Politics of Race in Latino Communities: Walking the Color Line. New York:
Routledge.

Tate K (1994) From Protest to Politics: The New Black Voters in American Elections. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Telles E (2018) Latinos, race, and the US Census. The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and
Social Science 677, 153-164.

Tesler M (2016) Post-racial or most-racial? Race and politics in the Obama era. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Tesler M and Sears DO (2010) Obama’s Race: The 2008 Election and the Dream of a Post-Racial America.
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Tesler M (2013) The return of old-fashioned racism to White Americans’ partisan preferences in the early
Obama era. The Journal of Politics 75, 110-123.

Torres-Saillant S (1998) The tribulations of blackness: stages in Dominican racial identity. Latin American
Perspectives 25, 126-146.

Valentino NA and Sears DO (2005) Old times there are not forgotten: race and partisan realignment in the
contemporary South. American Journal of Political Science 49, 672-688.

Valenzuela AA (2014) Tending the flock: Latino religious commitments and political preferences. Political
Research Quarterly 67, 930-942.

Wade P (2010) Race and Ethnicity in Latin America: How the East India Company Shaped the Modern
Multinational (Edition 2). London: Pluto Press.

Weaver CL (2015) Political and spiritual migration: the adaptive formation of religious and partisan
attachments among Latino immigrants in the United States. Politics and Religion 8, 488-513.

Weiss NJ (1983) Farewell to the Party of Lincoln: Black Politics in the Age of FDR. Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press.

Westwood SJ and Peterson E (2020) The inseparability of race and partisanship in the United States.
Political Behavior 44, 1-23.

Wilkinson BC (2014) Perceptions of commonality and Latino-Black, Latino-White relations in a
multiethnic United States. Political Research Quarterly 67, 905-916.

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://cces.gov.harvard.edu/files/cces/files/report_repeaters.pdf
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/XFXJVY
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/ZSBZ7K
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/E9N6PH
https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/E9N6PH
https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

The Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics 23

Wilkinson BC and Earle E (2013) Taking a new perspective to Latino racial attitudes: examining the impact
of skin tone on Latino perceptions of commonality with Whites and Blacks. American Politics Research
41, 783-818.

Wong JS (2000) The effects of age and political exposure on the development of party identification among
Asian American and Latino immigrants in the United States. Political Behavior 22, 341-371.

Ivelisse Cuevas-Molina is Assistant Professor of Political Science at Fordham University Rose Hill College.
She teaches courses in American politics, Racial and Ethnic Politics in the United States, Latino/a/x/e
Politics, and Political Participation. Her research is focused on Latino/a/x/e Politics, Puerto Rican Politics in
the US mainland, and survey methodology.

Cite this article: Cuevas-Molina I (2023). White Racial Identity, Racial Attitudes, and Latino Partisanship. The
Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics, 1-23. https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28
https://doi.org/10.1017/rep.2023.28

	White Racial Identity, Racial Attitudes, and Latino Partisanship
	Introduction
	Race and Partisanship in the United States
	Latino Partisanship
	Mestizaje and Racial Identity in Latin America and among Latinos in the United States
	Racial Attitudes among Latinos
	Expectations
	Data and Methodology
	Modeling
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Notes
	References


