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 The dramatic mobilization, protests, and general strike by Latino immigrants and 

their supporters in the Spring of 2006 surprised those, many, observers accustomed to an 

understanding of Latinos in general—and immigrants in particular—as non-participatory.  

Between March 10 and May 1 millions took part in the largest single coordinated protest 

action in American history, involving literally hundreds of cities on multiple occasions, 

impacting countless schools and businesses and shuttering dozens of workplaces. 

While the scope and breadth were both unprecedented and unanticipated, the 

notion that Latino immigrants might be feeling the need to speak and act is not entirely 

surprising.  In recent years Latinos have found themselves in the occasionally 

uncomfortable position of being the focus of partisan politics.  Beginning with a wave of 

English-only ballot initiatives in the 1980s and culminating with the Sensenbrenner bill, 

which would turn all undocumented aliens into felons, adopted by the House of 

Representatives in December 2005 there has been an array of policy measures and 

symbolic acts targeted at Latinos.  In between those end points California’s Proposition 

187, mimicked in other states, allowed public employees to deny public services to 

suspected undocumented aliens. In addition, a variety of state and federal actions have 

                                                 
1 An earlier version was delivered at the conference on “The Immigration Protests of 2006,” Institute for 
Industrial Relations at the University of California, Berkeley, April 20, 2007.   
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targeted immigrants and minorities. Affirmative action programs,  bilingual education 

programs, drivers licenses, state university at the in-state rate, immigration fees and 

social benefits  have all been subject to policy changes that had the effect – if not always 

the intention – of making  undocumented immigrants in particular—and arguably Latinos 

especially so —less comfortable with life in the United States.    

Advocates of these policy changes might wish to suggest that these policy 

changes were not anti-Latino or even anti-immigrant but were anti-‘undocumented’. But 

their effects were clearly keenly felt within the Latino community. Since 60% of the 

Latino adult population is foreign born, the vast majority of Latinos in the United 

States—native born, naturalized and recently arrived alike—are directly connected to the 

immigrant experience, either because they themselves were legal immigrants, or illegal 

immigrants whose status was regularized after IRCA in 1986, or because they are the 

children, spouses, in-laws, and neighbors of these very same people. It would not be 

surprising, therefore, to suggest that the majority of US Latinos do not believe that the 

US government really works in their interest.  Viewed in this way, the mobilizations of 

2006 can easily be understood as a spasm of system opposition, an expression of 

frustration with the political system and an act of defiance and push-back.  Those 

participating or supporting the marches, then, are likely to have a generally negative view 

of the American political system and the role of Latinos in that system. 

Here we explore an alternative interpretation, the possibility that mobilization on 

this scale represents an act of faith in the political system and an expectation that the 

system will ultimately be responsive.3  To explore this interpretation, we examine the 

                                                 
3 Our argument that Latino participation was not motivated by system opposition but inspired by positive 
orientations fits nicely with the observation highlighted by Suro, in this volume, that resentment, anger and 
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general orientations of Latinos towards the US political system, using the 2006 Pew 

Hispanic Center’s Survey of Latinos.4  Specifically, we measure Latino or Hispanic 

residents’ beliefs regarding their influence on the direction of policy and whether 

government policy works on their behalf.  We then use these measures to examine 

attitudes towards the 2006 actions and the immigration debate in general and find some 

surprising results.  Specifically, we find that it’s the absence of alienation that is 

associated with a positive assessment of the marches and the likelihood that they will 

result in a general social movement.  In addition, our measure of efficacy is a positive 

predictor of the belief that the immigration debate will be mobilizing for Latino voters.  

By contrast, the impetus to further marching is positively associated with alienation, 

suggesting a more skeptical reading of the previous spring’s events.  Taken together, we 

suggest that these results challenge the interpretation of the marches as an act of defiance.    

Latino Orientations to the Political System 

Our knowledge of Latino attitudes and orientation toward the system reflect the 

complexity of studying a group that includes multiple national origins and several 

generations of respondents from new arrivals to n-generation respondents.  Much of our 

understanding of how Latinos as a group feel toward the government is gleaned from 

studies—some behavioral, some attitudinal—conducted more than a decade ago. For 

instance, one of the earliest and major contributions of Latino attitudes toward 

government revealed that Latinos expressed somewhat low levels of trust in government 

officials, despite having love for and levels of pride in the United States that were 

generally strong (de la Garza et al. 1992, 79-81).  Moreover, a sense of skepticism was 
                                                                                                                                                 
violence were absent from the marches.   Similarly, Bloemradd and Trost, also in this volume, point out 
that adults marched with their children, and that many interviewees reported their march experience to be 
"positive and empowering." 
4 For analysis of general public attitudes toward the marches see DeSipio in this volume. 
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seen among Latinos in response to questions about who government serves, with just less 

than half of Latinos feeling that government is run by the few in their interest, and 

slightly more than half believing it is for the benefit of all (de la Garza et al. 1992, 81).  

 As is usually the case with studies of Latinos, these findings were further 

explored by national origin, where contrasts between Mexican Americans, Puerto Ricans 

and Cuban Americans revealed that Cuban Americans generally hold higher levels of 

love for and pride in the United States, and consist of a higher percentage of those 

believing government is run for the benefit of all (de la Garza et al. 1992). 

A more revealing comparison than a within-Latino one is a comparison between 

Latinos and non-Latinos.  In a study comparing support for economic individualism and 

patriotism between Mexican Americans and Anglos, de la Garza et al. (1996) reported 

that “[e]thnic consciousness is statistically unrelated to economic individualism” (346).  

In the same study, Mexican Americans, specifically those measured as the least 

acculturated to the United States (native born Spanish dominant speakers and foreign 

born Spanish dominant speakers) were found to be statistically more patriotic than 

Anglos (347).  In the case of the former finding, de la Garza et al. (1996) reasoned that 

Mexican immigrants came to the U.S. looking for jobs and without expectations of the 

U.S. government providing services.  In the case of patriotism, the authors cited works 

documenting the emotional experience of the naturalization process as a possible 

mechanism for higher levels of patriotism. 

The research by de la Garza et al. (1992) and de la Garza et al. (1996) was 

conducted at a time when the total Hispanic population was about half its current size and 

before the height of the recent policy changes we noted at the outset.  More recently, a 

number of scholars have used newly collected survey data to specifically examine the 
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behavioral effects of policy-targeting toward Latinos in the 1990s.  For instance, there 

has emerged a rather large body of work detailing the effect of ballot initiatives, 

particularly those in California, perceived as targeting Latinos specifically (Alvarez and 

Butterfield 2000).  These studies show that the initiatives created a palpable sense of 

political threat among the Latino population with clear—and potentially politically 

important—results.  They increased political awareness and information among Latinos 

(Pantoja and Segura 2003; Ramakrishnan 2005), and contributed to Latino political 

mobilization (Barreto 2005; Bowler et al. 2006; Pantoja, Ramirez and Segura 2001). 

Hostile policy proposals —in the legislative or electoral arena—are at least partially 

responsible for changes in levels of mobilization and information among Latinos. 

Whether there are attitudinal implications is another matter entirely. 

While the changed political environment appears to have had mobilization effects, 

it is less clear whether it has affected how Latinos see their government.  Hero and 

Tolbert (2005) suggest that as far as Latino political efficacy is concerned, the 

implications are limited.  They examine the impact of direct democracy on political 

efficacy and find that blacks and Asian Americans indicate less confidence in 

government responsiveness than whites and Latinos.  That is, even though Latinos are the 

most frequent “losers” in California initiative process, they appear to have similar 

confidence in government to that of white non-Hispanics (Hero and Tolbert: 2005, 183).   

In summary, much earlier work examined Latino attitudinal orientation towards 

the political system, but much has changed since those findings entered the literature.  

More recently, a variety of pieces focusing on the increasing hostile political environment 

found that the initiative process had a meaningful impact on political behavior, including 
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information acquisition, mobilization, and turnout.  Hero and Tolbert (2005) report that it 

has not, however, produced discernable differences between white and Latino attitudes. 

The 2006 Immigration Marches 

Latinos form a large and growing share of the US population.  If such a large and 

growing share of the population grows disaffected from politics and the representative 

process this raises the potential for serious problems for the political system as a whole.  

For the reasons outlined above it is plausible to suppose that Latinos will have distinctly 

lower regard for the current political system (generally understood), especially so in the 

midst of a particularly polemical immigration debate. We would expect that more recent 

immigrants would have lower regard for politics still.   

 The implications of low efficacy and satisfaction in government range from the 

mundane to the profound.  On the one hand, low efficacy and high alienation are very 

likely to result in lower overall levels of political interest and engagement in traditional 

forms of political behavior such as voting. More seriously, a lack of faith in political 

institutions may also damage support for existing institutions, enhance activity in 

opposition to the system, and increase atypical and/or extraordinary acts of political 

participation, including boycotts, marches, strikes, and even political violence. 

Understood through this lens, the immigration marches of 2006 may not be so 

much a ‘one-off’ as a direct consequence of declining Latino support for representative 

institutions.   How respondents see these marches, we believe, will allow us insight into 

how they see the political process as a whole.  If the preceding argument is correct, the 

marches may represent large-scale disenchantment with the political system and an 

extraordinary form of political participation designed to signal dissatisfaction.   
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On the other hand, participation in the marches and positive evaluations of the 

effects likely to come from them may in fact be a reflection of faith in the political system 

rather than disillusionment.  More specifically, though Latinos generally and immigrants 

in particular likely find considerable cause for concern with the outputs of the political 

system, the act of attending a march and the accompanying belief that these public 

demonstrations will have an effect on policy outcomes and the perceptions of the Latino 

population presupposes a level of individual or group efficacy and a belief in the ultimate 

responsiveness in the political system.  If respondents believed that the system and 

outcomes were beyond influence, and/or had a poor opinion of their own agency and 

empowerment, there would be little reason to attend or take notice in the first place.  

Attitudes towards the marches may thus be seen in two, directly opposed, ways: as an 

expression of resentment towards the political system or an affirmation of belief in it.  In 

the next sections we move towards establishing which of these views is accurate. 

Analysis 

The Pew survey asked Latino respondents three questions that allow us to situate 

the marches in the wider political process and in a broader understanding of how Latinos 

view the political system. Respondents were asked whether to take a side with two pairs 

of statements, and assess their likelihood in participating in future actions. 

Which comes closest to your views:  The immigrant marches are the 
beginning of a new Latino social movement that will go on for a long 
time; or, the immigrant marches were a one time event which will not 
necessarily be repeated? 
 
Some people say that as a result of the debate over immigration policy 
in Washington, many more (Hispanics/ Latinos) will vote in the 
November elections.  Others say that the debate will not have much 
effect on political participation by (Hispanics/ Latinos).  Which comes 
closer to your views? 
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If there was going to be another of these marches in your home town 
this weekend, would you participate or not?  
  

What is especially useful about these questions is that they assess orientations towards 

the political process itself in relation to a concrete example of political action and issues – 

the marches and immigration debate. They do not ask whether a respondent supports or 

opposes the marches, rather, they ask the respondent to place the marches in the wider 

political process: whether the marches will be useful in the policy advocacy process and 

what the marches mean to the actors themselves, and whether the entire issue has 

motivated future participation.  

We model respondent replies to the three questions using three different sets of 

explanatory factors.  First, given our question at hand, we include an individual’s sense of 

alienation from the political system and their sense of efficacy.  These measures of 

efficacy and alienation tap into how an individual respondent sees herself in relation to 

the system.  We expect these views are related to, but distinct from, the first two 

outcomes we seek to explain, namely, how the individual perceives the impact of the 

marches and immigration debates on Latino collective efficacy.  While individuals of 

Latin American ancestry make up the collective group we call Hispanics/Latinos, their 

senses of personal efficacy are not the same as their beliefs regarding the efficaciousness 

of the group.  Simple distributions for the three outcome variables along with the two key 

explanatory variables, efficacy and alienation, are shown in Table 1.   

<Insert Table 1 Here> 

Second, to capture the consequences of contestation over Latinos and their place 

in society, we include the respondent’s attitudes on immigrants, perception of 

discrimination against Latinos, and dimensions of their self-identification—specifically 



 9 

whether the respondent sees themselves as a nationality-specific ethnic, uses a pan-ethnic 

identifier, or sees themselves as “American.”  Third, the marches and surrounding issues 

plainly engaged some respondents as stakeholders in the debate. To capture the 

importance of having something personally at stake we control for a number of Latino 

specific demographic dimensions including nativity, citizenship status, national origin 

group, and language use, operationalized as the language of interview.   

We also included a measure for reliance upon Spanish language radio news5.  The 

role of Spanish language radio in the mobilization efforts behind the marches has 

received considerable journalistic discussion and we can test whether this effect carries 

over to how respondents perceive these marches.  Second, if the marches are associated 

with a particular orientation to the political system, it may be important to understand 

how the means of political communication facilitates these views.6 

All three dependent variables measure respondent’s dichotomous evaluations of 

the marches and their impacts, with higher values indicating more positive assessments.  

Since the sample frame is entirely Latino, this allows us to remove concerns about 

collinearities and small sample distortions.  With the dependent variables dichotomous, 

we use logit as our statistical model. The statistical models estimate changes in 

probability of an individual holding a given opinion in light of a series of factors. In 

particular the models allow us to see the effects of disillusionment with the political 

system upon attitudes towards the marches. We report the entire model and results in 

                                                 
5 For additional analyses on the role of Spanish language radio in the immigration rallies, see the chapter 
by Ramírez that examines how non-English language can enhance participation, the chapter by Winn and 
Wang addressing the working relationship between activists and radio DJs, and the chapter by Fox and 
Bada situating Spanish language radio as a component of migrant civil society, all in this volume. 
6 We also control for the usual factors of party identification, voter registration, and socio-economic status. 
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Table 2, and changes in the predicted probabilities in the dependent variable given a full 

range change in each independent variable, holding all others constant, in Table 3.  

<Insert Table 2 Here> 

In addition to the table, one way of presenting the main points of the arguments outlined 

above is through a graphical representation of the effects of the main factors of interest.  

While the results and the models themselves are discussed more fully below, we 

summarize the main results of interest in Figures 1-3.  

Marches as a Social Movement 

In the first column, we report results from our logistic regression estimating the 

effects of each of the predictor variables on the propensity that respondents view the 

marches as the beginning of a social movement.  The results from the full model are 

shown in the first column of Table 2, and the effects of specific interest—reported as 

changes in predicted probabilities moving from minimum to maximum values of each 

factor while holding all other predictors constant—are shown in the first column of Table 

3.  Overall, the model performs well, with a Goodman-Kruskal tau-c of .348 and 74.3% 

of the cases predicted correctly. 

<Insert Table 3 and Figure 1 Here> 

 In terms of the main argument of concern we note that the coefficient for Political 

Alienation is negative and statistically significant.  This suggests that, rather than the 

marches being understood as an expression of alienation from the system, more 

politically alienated respondents are less likely to view the marches in 2006 as likely to 

have a meaningful impact (in this case less likely to be seen as an emerging social 

movement).  Looking at Table 3 we see that our model predicts a .07 decrease in the 

probability that a respondent sees the marches as the start of a social movement when you 
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go from those with the lowest value (1) of political alienation to the highest (5).   By 

contrast, the measure of Political Efficacy does not obtain significance. Still the result on 

alienation suggests that the marches are not viewed as a spasm of system opposition but, 

rather, as an important—and potentially ongoing—input. 

Spanish language radio has been identified in this volume as an important tool of 

mobilization, and our finding that Spanish radio listeners hold more positive assessments 

of the impact of the marches is consistent with that observation. Further, while US born 

Latinos express skepticism about the likely development of a social movement, 

respondents that express a sense of pan-Latino identity are much more optimistic. 

Impact on Latino Vote 

 In the second column of Table 2, we report estimates of our model on perceptions 

regarding the effects of the immigration debate on the propensity of Latinos to vote.  For 

simplicity and the sake of comparison, we use the identical model specification as before.    

In general, our predictors perform modestly in mapping out the variation in respondents’ 

perceptions of the Impact on Latino vote.  Overall, the model does well, with a percent 

predicted correctly of 81.6% and a Goodman-Kruskal’s tau-c of .386.   

In terms of our key predictors, Political efficacy is both a positive and highly 

significant predictor of respondent’s view of the immigration debate’s impact on future 

Latino voter turnout while, in this estimation, Alienation has no effect.  Changes in 

predicted probabilities, reported in the second column of Table 3 and illustrated in Figure 

2, show a .11 increase in the probability that a respondent will see the immigration 

debates as increasing future Latino voter turnout when going from the lowest to the 

highest value of Political efficacy. 

<Insert Figure 2 Here> 
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 Again we see a positive impact of Spanish Radio consumption on the view that 

the immigration debates will result in a higher turnout among Latino voters.  The 

connection of Spanish radio to the mobilization efforts in response to the Sensenbrenner 

Bill suggests that these listeners see significant impetus to Latino political action in the 

immigration controversy.  The remaining results are modest in effect.  Respondents with 

positive assessments of immigration, as well as older respondents, are more likely to 

expect greater voter mobilization, while Cuban Americans are less likely to see an effect.     

Participate in future march 

The Pew Survey affords us the opportunity to explore the respondents’ interest in 

participating in future marches.  Since the survey was taken in the wake of a previous 

wave of large and highly visible marches nationwide, participation in future efforts may, 

in fact, reflect a judgment regarding the efficacy of the past actions.  With that in mind, 

our expectations with regard to the effects of alienation and efficacy are less clear. 

We again use the same model specification to estimate a logit model of 

respondents’ answer to the query about participation in future marches.  The results are 

presented in the third column of Table 2.  In some respects, this model performs better 

than both of the previous estimations in that many more of our predictor variables reach 

conventional levels of significance.  In addition, the model’s goodness of fit is strong, 

with a tau-c of .426 and 72.1% of the cases predicted correctly.   

Although the coefficient for Political alienation is meaningful for predicting 

whether respondents would participate in a future march, we are surprised to see that the 

direction is positive, indicating that more politically alienated Latinos are more likely to 

participate in a march.  The corresponding figures in Table 3 (and Figure 3) indicate a .08 
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increase in the predicted probability of expressing interest in joining a future march going 

from the lowest to the highest value of Political alienation.   

<Insert Figure 3 Here> 

This result, at first glance, is clearly less consistent with the claim that the 

marches are not necessarily an expression of system opposition.  If participation in a 

march is more likely among those alienated from the political system, a more 

conventional “anti-system sentiment” explanation would appear to be in order.  We 

believe, however, that such a conclusion would significantly misunderstand the 

circumstances in which respondents are making this decision.  In the wake of highly 

visible and extraordinarily large direct action like the marches in the Spring of  2006, 

respondents indicating a desire to march again are skeptics regarding the efficacy of the 

first actions.  That is, we need not necessarily assume that those interested in marching in 

the summer of 2006 are the same as those who actually took to the streets that spring.  

Rather, respondents less persuaded in the responsiveness of the system will under-rate the 

importance of the earlier actions and, conceivably, believe more action is necessary. 

Spanish radio listenership, the other factor which has attracted our attention, again 

has the expected effect.  Respondents that report getting some or all of their news from 

Spanish radio are more likely than those who get their news from other sources (or in 

English) to express interest in joining a future march.  The mobilization effects of 

Spanish radio appear to have been long-lasting, even into the summer after the marches. 

 An interesting set of differences can be identified regarding nativity and 

naturalization.  According to Table 2, respondents that are US Born are 12% less likely 

than their foreign born counterparts to express interest in participating in a future march.  

Similarly, the relationship for Naturalized is negative and significant, suggesting that 
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foreign born respondents with citizenship are 11% less likely to express interest in 

marching in a future protest.  By extension, it is the unexpressed category—foreign born 

non-citizens—who express the greatest interest in joining a future march, an alternative 

mode of participation for those who cannot vote. 

 Cubans are again less likely to view the marches positively, in this case 

expressing less interest in participating, while Mexicans are more interested.  The 

distinctive views of Cuban-Americans – even after controlling for GOP partisanship – 

may be a consequence of differences in experience with immigration laws.  Women, 

older voters, Republicans and home owners have less interest in future marches.  By 

contrast, those interviewed in Spanish, who hold a positive view of immigrants, who 

perceive anti-Latino discrimination, or who still cling to national-origin expressions of 

identity are more likely to want to march. 

Discussion 

  In spite of everything, the 2006 immigration marches do not appear to reflect a 

broad-based Latino expression of system opposition.  It is positive orientations to the 

political system that are associated with positive views of the immigrant rights marches 

and their effects.  Alienation is negatively associated with the belief that the marches are 

the start of something bigger, while efficacy is positively associated with the belief that 

the immigration debate will ultimately mobilize the Latino electorate.  Viewed in these 

terms, then, the marches reflect a confidence in American democracy rather than 

hopelessness.  By contrast, our third finding is that a desire to “march again” may, in fact, 

be more a reflection of frustration than confidence, though coming in the wake of the 

previous wave of visible actions, interpretation of this desire is somewhat complex. 



 15 

Our optimism in the first two findings, from the point of view of the system as a 

whole, stems from their dual implications, first that Latino immigration can be 

accommodated within the current representative institutions because immigrants see 

value in both the political system and political participation, and second in the positive 

implications for the mobilization of Latinos into American politics.  This optimism can 

be examined in light of important developments since the Spring of 2006.   

On the one hand, the marchers’ demands were not met (and still aren’t at this 

writing) and, if anything, the strategic circumstances of immigrants and their advocates 

worsened in the wake of the Spring 2006 actions.  Comprehensive immigration reform 

legislation in the Summer of 2006 foundered on anti-immigrant sentiment in the ruling 

party.  Attempts to resurrect an immigration package similarly failed a year later after 

Democrats had taken control of the legislative branch.  During that same period, the 

administration expanded Immigrations and Customs Enforcement (ICE) efforts, 

specifically high-profile work place raids, the newer practices of raiding homes, and the 

controversial policy of enlisting local police in enforcement actions.   The expansion of 

these actions, coupled with the legislative setbacks, would almost certainly have the 

effect of enhancing a climate of threat and fear for immigrants, Latinos in particular.  

Again, as we have discussed in this chapter, the increasing hostility of the social 

and political climate might lead one to believe that Latinos would hold pessimistic views 

of American political institutions and their role in the system, perhaps justifying a shift 

toward non-participation.  Yet, the elections of 2006 and 2008 witnessed a growth in the 

number of Latino voters and their importance in a presidential contest.  During the 

immigration rallies many Latino participants held signs that read, “today we march, 

tomorrow we vote,” leaving many observers to wonder whether such widespread 
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participation in the rallies would lead to a surge in electoral participation among 

immigrants in general, and Latinos in particular.  No surge occured in the 2006 mid-term 

election but the number of Latino voters did increase from 2002 by 800,000 (Current 

Population Survey 2006), keeping pace with the relative growth of the electorate seen for 

Anglos and African Americans (Leal, Nuño, Lee and de la Garza 2008).   

Importantly, in the general election of 2008 Latinos increased their share of the 

electorate to 9%, up from 8% in 2004.  According to CNN Exit Polls Latinos gained even 

larger increases in their share of voters in New Mexico (+9%), Colorado (+5%) and 

Nevada (+5%), states with sizable Latino populations that participated heavily in the 

immigration rallies of 2006.  We believe these electoral performances (and outcomes, 

since all three moved from GOP to Democrat) square neatly with our conclusion that 

wide-spread participation in the rallies actually reflected faith in the ability of the 

political system to respond to changing circumstances and constituent claims for redress, 

and not a deep-felt pessimism with American political institutions.  And, consistent with 

previous work documenting responses to Proposition 187 and related measures, Latinos 

have responded to this adversity, not by withdrawal, but by engagement. 

Latinos in general and immigrants in particular may be more willing to be 

‘participants’ than ‘subjects’ in the US political system.  Perhaps this should not be so 

surprising.  As flawed as many find the US political system, it compares favorably with 

many other regimes in Latin and Central America.  Moreover, when confronted with 

serious policy challenges, the evidence is clear that the group is more than capable of 

responding, and holds at least some of the attitudinal dispositions necessary for that 

mobilization to take place.  These findings, taken together, suggest some important and 
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optimistic implications for the debate about the assimilability of Latin American 

immigrants into US society and their effect on the political system.   
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Table 1.  Summary Statistics of Outcome and Key Explanatory Variables 

Dependent Variables  Sample 
distribution 

Marches as Social Movement  1 = Rallies are beginning of new 
Latino social movement 
0= otherwise 

73% 
 
27 

Impact on Latino Vote  1 = More Latinos will vote  
0 = otherwise 

81% 
19 

Participate in Future March  1 = Will march 
0 = otherwise 

56% 
44 

Key explanatory variables   
Political Efficacy 5 = Agree Strongly 

4 = Agree Somewhat 
3 = Don’t Know 
2 = Disagree Somewhat 
1 = Disagree Somewhat 

35% 
23 
6 
19 
18 

Political Alienation 5 = Agree Strongly 
4 = Agree Somewhat 
3 = Don’t Know 
2 = Disagree Somewhat 
1 = Disagree Somewhat 

51% 
27 
7 
7 
8 

Source: 2006 Pew Hispanic Center Survey of Latinos in the US 
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Table 2: Logit Models of Determinants of Latino Attitudes Concerning the 2006 
Immigration Marches 

 
 Marches as 

Social Movement 
Impact on Latino 

Vote 
Participate in 
Future March 

0.0207 0.1720 *** 0.0731 Political Efficacy 
(0.05) (0.05) (0.05) 
-0.1001 * -0.0068 0.0807 * Political Alienation 
(0.04) (0.04) (0.04) 
0.3478 ** 0.5342 *** 0.5190 *** News from Spanish Radio 
(0.13) (0.15) (0.12) 
-0.5186 *** -0.1005 -0.3585 * Republican 
(0.15) (0.18) (0.16) 
-0.0197 0.3721 † 0.5595 ** Registered to vote 
(0.22) (0.22) (0.20) 
0.5227 * 0.0277 -0.5003 * US Born 
(0.19) (0.26) (0.23) 
0.1307 -0.1711 † -0.4478 * Naturalized 
(0.23) (0.24) (0.21) 
0.0681 0.0482 0.1254 ** Survey Language 
(0.05) (0.05) (0.05) 
0.3448 * 0.5716 *** 0.8594 *** Immigrants help US economy 
(0.14) (0.15) (0.14) 
0.2855 *** 0.1495 0.3802 *** Discrimination against Latinos 
(0.08) (0.09) (0.08) 
0.2340 0.0554 0.5688 ** Latino Id. preferred 
(0.19) (0.21) (0.18) 
0.3882 * 0.1353 0.5143 ** Country of origin id. preferred 
(0.17) (0.19) (0.17) 
0.1253 -0.0052 0.3752 * Mexican 
(0.18) (0.19) (0.17) 
-0.1732 -0.4778 * -1.0092 *** Cuban 
(0.21) (0.24) (0.23) 
-0.0347 -0.0950 0.0668 Puerto Rican 
(0.19) (0.21) (0.18) 
-0.0503 -0.2040 -0.2441 * Female 
(0.13) (0.14) (0.12) 
-0.0055 0.0161 ** -0.0245 *** Age 
(0.00) (0.01) (0.00) 
-0.0658 -0.0316 -0.0922 Education 
(0.06) (0.07) (0.06) 
-0.0128 -0.0113 -0.3238 * Home Ownership 
(0.14) (0.16) (0.13) 
0.2158 -0.8459 † -1.0713 * Constant 
(0.45) (0.50) (0.44) 

Percent Predicted Correctly 74.3 81.6 72.1 
PRE tau-c 0.348 0.386 0.426 
Observations 1500 1580 1589 
Two-tailed significance testing:  † p<= .10; * p<=.05; p<=.01. *** Statistically significant at p<=.001. 
Source: Pew 2006 
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Table 3: Estimated Effects of Variables of Interest on Latino Attitudes Concerning 
the 2006 Immigration Marches, 2006 Pew Kaiser National Latino Survey 

 
Min � Max Marches as 

Social Movement 
Impact on 

Latino Vote 
Participate in 
Future March 

Political Efficacy    0.11 ***  
Political Alienation  -0.07 *  0.08 * 
News from Spanish Radio  0.07 * 0.07 *** 0.12 *** 
Republican  -0.11 ***  -0.09 * 
Registered to vote     0.13 ** 
US Born  0.0943 *  -0.12 * 
Naturalized    -0.11 * 
Survey Language    0.12 ** 
Immigrants help US economy  0.0687 * 0.09 *** 0.21 *** 
Discrimination against Latinos 0.1160 ***  0.19 *** 
Latino Id. preferred   0.13 ** 
Country of origin id. preferred 0.0744 *  0.12 ** 
Mexican   0.09 * 
Cuban  -0.08 * -0.25 *** 
Puerto Rican    
Female   -0.06 * 
Age  0.15 ** -0.43 *** 
Education    
Home Ownership   -0.08 * 
Two-tailed significance testing: * p<=.05; p<=.01. *** Statistically significant at p<=.001. 
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Figure 1:  Estimated effects of variables of interest (from min to max values) on the probability 
that respondent views marches as the beginning of a social movement.

-15% -10% -5% 0% 5% 10% 15%

Country of origin id. preferred

Discrimination against Latinos

Immigrants help US economy

US Born

Republican

News from Spanish Radio

Political Alienation 

 

 

Figure 2:  Estimated effect of variables of interest (from min to max values) on the probability 
respondent views immigration debate will have postive impact on Latino voter turnout.
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Figure 3: Estimated effects of variables of interest (from min to max values) on the probability that 
respondent expresses interest in participate in a future march.
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