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Abstract

Although scholars theoretically acknowledge the diversity of the Latina/o/x vote, few
studies have investigated similarities or differences beyond those of the largest Latina/o/x
groups. To better understand the nuance of the Latina/o/x vote, this article examines
the political preferences of Colombian Americans relative to those of other Latina/o/x
subgroups in the United States. We pool data from six surveys of Latinas/os/xs
during the 2016 presidential election to construct the first and largest nationally
representative sample of US Colombians. Our findings highlight many similarities
between Colombian Americans and other Latinas/os/xs, including partisan affiliation
and likelihood of voting. At the same time, there are differences in support for indi-
vidual political candidates, which suggests that important sources of heterogeneity
are present within the Latina/o/x vote. Although the concept of the “Latina/o/x vote”
holds ground because of the commonalities shared by subgroups under this umbrella,
the notable differences warrant careful analysis and consideration.

Keywords Latina/o/x politics - US Colombians - Political attitudes - Political
engagement - 2016 election - Latinidad

Desagregando la“sombrilla” latina: Actitudes politicas de
los colombianos estadounidenses

Resumen
Aunque los académicos reconocen tedricamente la diversidad del voto latino, pocos
estudios han investigado méas alla de las similitudes o las diferencias de los grupos
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latinos mas grandes. Con el fin de entender mejor los matices del voto latino, este
trabajo examina las preferencias politicas de los colomboestadounidenses en compar-
acion con las de otros subgrupos latinos en los Estados Unidos. Agrupamos los datos
de seis encuestas a latinos llevadas a cabo durante la eleccidn presidencial de 2016
para construir la primera amplia muestra representativa de colomboestadounidenses
a nivel nacional. Nuestros resultados resaltan las numerosas similitudes entre este y
otros grupos latinos, incluida la afiliacién partidista y la probabilidad de ejercer el
voto. Al mismo tiempo, hay diferencias en el apoyo a candidatos politicos individu-
ales que implican la presencia de importantes fuentes de heterogeneidad dentro del
voto latino. Aunque el concepto del “voto latino” se mantiene firme dadas las caracte-
risticas compartidas por los subgrupos agrupados bajo esta sombrilla, hay diferencias
notables que ameritan consideracidn y un analisis mas profundo.

Palabras clave Politica latina - Colombianos estadounidenses
Colomboestadounidenses - Actitudes politicas - Participacion politica - Elecciones
de 2016 - Latinidad

The Latina/o/x" umbrella?

The “Latina/o/x vote” is often discussed as a growing electorate, with the power
to transform the political landscape of the United States. Resting on the premise of
shared goals and interests, the concept of a cohesive group has a strong mobilizing
potential within this growing population (Padilla 1985). At the same time, scholars
argue that considering Latinas/os/xs only as a singular voting group may homogenize
diverse interests within the group (Beltran 2010). Despite the documented heteroge-
neity of groups categorized as Latina/o/x, existing research has generally focused on
the largest national-origin groups. US Colombians reflect what are termed the “new
Latinas/os/xs” (Cepeda 2010), representing growing sources of the Latina/o/x popu-
lation from more diverse countries of origin, socioeconomic statuses, and contexts of
reception upon arrival in the United States. Through a focus on US Colombians, we
interrogate the political preferences of this group to understand how “new Latina/o/x”
groups may reinforce or challenge notions of “the Latina/o/x vote.”

US Colombians? encompass the largest national-origin group of Latinas/os/xs in
the United States originating from South America, totaling 1.2 million residing in
the United States as of 2017 (Noe-Bustamante et al. 2019). Since 2000, the number
of Colombian Americans has increased 148%, substantially surpassing the growth
rate of Mexican American populations (76%), who constitute the largest national-
origin group (Noe-Bustamante et al. 2019). US Colombians are largely foreign-born

! Throughout this article, we use the term “Latina/o/x” to refer to immigrants or descendants of immi-
grants from Latin America. This term purposely reflects the word’s different suffixes, which aim to be
inclusive of all gender identities.

2 We use US Colombian and Colombian American interchangeably as gender-neutral terms to express
individuals of Colombian descent living in the United States. This includes those who were born in
Colombia (referred to as foreign-born), as well as those born in the United States who self-identify as
having Colombian ancestry (referred to as native-born).
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(61%) and much more likely to be foreign-born compared to the overall Latina/o/x
population (33%). In addition to their growing numbers, US Colombians also
uniquely reflect the growing diversity within the Latina/o/x community. As the share
of immigrants who are from Mexico has been declining, the number of immigrants
from other countries in Central and South America has been growing. US Colom-
bians reflect this newer wave of migrants in their mixed motives for migrating, such
as fleeing violence and economic concerns (Cohn et al. 2017). US Colombians also
have mixed socioeconomic-status backgrounds, a situation that reflects much of the
growing diversity in immigrants, including migrants from South America who tend
to have higher socioeconomic statuses compared to other Latinas/os/xs. As such, US
Colombians represent an interesting group that mirrors much of the growing diver-
sity in the Latina/o/x population in the United States.

Despite the potential for this growing population to contribute to our understanding
of how Latinidad plays out in politics, existing studies either do not fully interrogate
whether Latinas/os/xs are a cohesive political unit or mainly focus on differences among
Mexicans, Cubans and Puerto Ricans. Much of the existing research on US Colombians
examines political participation in Colombia (Jones-Correa 1998; Itzigsohn and Gior-
guli Saucedo 2002) or discusses how organizations mediate civic engagement among
US Colombians (Portes et al. 2008). Examining less-studied subgroups is critical for a
more comprehensive understanding of whether new Latina/o/x groups are shaping the
“Latina/o/x vote” in ways similar to or different from more established groups.

In this article, we examine the political incorporation of US Colombians in compari-
son to other Latina/o/x subgroups. We define political incorporation as the development
of political attitudes and opinions among immigrants and their descendants, including
perceptions of political parties and candidates, as well as their involvement in the politi-
cal system through voting. By examining Colombian Americans, one of the groups that
makes up “the new Latinas/os/xs,” we seek to expand the discussion of the “Latina/o/x
vote” to consider axes of similarities and differences by country of origin. We present
one of the first accounts of the political attitudes and political behaviors of Colombian
Americans at the national level, contributing to the emerging field of US Colombian
studies. Furthermore, this article speaks to the larger debate around the ‘Latina/o/x
vote” as it is deployed by civic organizations, the media and political elites, as our study
highlights the nuances in the political attitudes and behaviors of Latinas/os/xs.

Latinas/os/xs as one group

The concept of Latinidad, and in turn the empirical examination of Latinas/os/xs,
has been widely debated within Latina/o/x studies. Considering Latinidad as a
political phenomenon can help mobilize the group (Padilla 1985), but can similarly
homogenize varying interests, with scholars arguing that it should be permanently
debated as a category (Flores 2000; Beltran 2010). The “Latina/o/x vote” has been
used by civic organizations to denote shared interests among a diverse set of groups,
yet the term is sometimes used by political elites who do not seriously engage with
the interests of this population (Rumbaut 2009; Beltrdn 2010). Although quantita-
tive studies of Latinas/os/xs acknowledge the heterogeneity represented by the term,
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studies of political incorporation generally are unable to interrogate the “Latina/o/x
vote” beyond the largest national-origin groups, because of small sample sizes (Bel-
tran 2010). We build on the depth of qualitative studies of Latina/o/x experiences by
examining and comparing the political attitudes and behavior of US Colombians to
different Latina/o/x groups at the national level. This analysis will help inform polit-
ical debates about when the concept of the “Latina/o/x vote” is fruitful and when it
is imprecise.

Latina/o/x political incorporation

Studies of Latinas/os/xs in US politics focus on the diverse factors and experiences
that shape their political incorporation, attitudes and opinions. Two key issues drive
contemporary debates about the Latina/o/x vote: partisan identification and likeli-
hood of voting. The political socialization literature posits that a person’s political
attitudes, particularly partisan identification, are adopted early in life and are largely
influenced by one’s parents (Campbell et al. 1980; Jennings and Niemi 1968). As
such, some scholars argue that Latinas/os/xs are one of the largest “unaligned”
groups, given that they are recent entrants into the US political system (Green et al.
2002; Hajnal and Lee 2011). When considering party affiliation, some scholars
argue that socialization among Latinas/os/xs can involve a multistage party selection
process, where they initially identify as independents or nonpartisan, and eventually
decide whether they identify with a specific party (Hajnal and Lee 2011). This tra-
jectory suggests that incorporation into politics occurs with more acculturation, as
Hajnal and Lee argue that weaker connections to politics result in lower mobilization
rates (Hajnal and Lee 2011). On average, Latinas/os/xs who adopt a partisan identi-
fication are more likely to be Democrats than Republicans, which is partly due to the
mostly working-class composition of the Latina/o/x population and the documented
relationship between socioeconomic status and partisanship (Cain et al. 1991; Garza
2004). Policy preferences are also important, and potentially more so than socioeco-
nomic status, in shaping Latina/o/x partisanship (Alvarez and Garcia Bedolla 2003).
Republicans’ anti-Latina/o/x measures and proposals have also pushed Latinas/os/xs
closer to the Democratic Party (Barreto et al. 2005; Bowler et al. 2006). Latinas/os/xs
are also more likely to identify as Democrats as their length of time in the United
States increases (Cain et al. 1991; Barreto and Woods 2003).

In terms of voting, it is debated whether Latinas/os/xs as a whole have lower elec-
toral turnout rates than native-born whites, yet research has shown that foreign-born
Latinas/os/xs have higher electoral turnout rates in many cases (Michelson 2003;
Barreto 2005). The factors that have been demonstrated to be most influential in
determining Latina/o/x political attitudes as a whole are the same characteristics
that shape key differences within this group. Scholars argue that resource dispari-
ties contribute to lower levels of political knowledge and lower rates of electoral
participation (Brown and Bean 2016; Garcia Bedolla 2014; Leighley and Nagler
2016; Lewis-Beck and Stegmaier 2016; Michelson 2005). However, Latinas/os/xs in

e



394 A.N. Ocampo, A. X. Ocampo

politics have been studied mostly as a cohesive electorate, with a few notable excep-
tions (Garcia-Rios et al. 2019; Fraga et al. 2010; Garza 2004; DeSipio 1998).

Disaggregating the Latina/o/x category has been done mostly in the case of the
largest national-origin groups, who at times challenge the notion of the Latina/o/x
vote. The studies that have examined different Latina/o/x groups find different per-
ceptions of the political system; for example, South Americans are more likely to
perceive that they have political knowledge relative to Mexicans and other Central
Americans, but less likely than Cubans, who perceive the greatest political knowl-
edge (Fraga et al. 2010). Cubans are also the most likely to believe that they can
influence politics, with Mexicans and South Americans slightly less likely, and
Dominicans the least likely (Fraga et al. 2010). On the other hand, South Ameri-
cans have relatively high levels of electoral turnout in the 2004 election compared to
Mexicans, yet somewhat lower than Cubans. Furthermore, Cubans are more likely
to be Republicans compared to other groups, which poses the largest threat to a uni-
fied “Latina/o/x vote” (Garza 2004). South Americans identify as Democrats at rates
similar to Mexicans, yet less than Dominicans (Fraga et al. 2010). However, beyond
comparisons of Cubans, Mexicans, Puerto Ricans, and, more recently, Dominicans,
the political opinions of other Latina/o/x subgroups have been understudied. We
contribute to this line of research through our focus on Colombian Americans’ opin-
ions and how these compare to other Latina/o/x subgroups.

Colombian Americans in comparison to other Latina/o/x subgroups

US Colombians share a number of similarities and differences with other national
origin groups, which highlights the importance of studying this emerging subgroup.
Colombian migration to the United States dates back to the early twentieth century,
with the first significant wave arriving in the late 1960s (Cepeda 2010). Research
suggests that Colombian migrants between the 1960s and late 1970s were primar-
ily working class and motivated by economic concerns. Colombia’s drug war and
increasing internal conflict throughout the 1980s, coupled with worsening economic
conditions, resulted in migrants fleeing violence and poor economic prospects.
The number of Colombians migrating to the United States has dramatically accel-
erated—more than doubling since 1990 (Cepeda 2010)—and is also increasingly
composed of more middle- and upper-class migrants (Escobar 2004; Marrow 2005).

Colombian Americans tend to fall in the middle of the socioeconomic spectrum
in relation to other Latina/o/x subgroups and are employed in both managerial and
professional occupations as well as semiskilled blue-collar occupations, whereas
many other Latina/o/x national-origin groups are concentrated on either end of the
socioeconomic ladder (Marrow 2005). In addition, Colombian Americans in Los
Angeles have higher rates of employment and higher socioeconomic status than
those in New York, which highlights how a nationally representative sample may be
useful for further study of Colombian Americans (Guarnizo et al. 1999).

At the same time, US Colombians are also likely to be different from larger
Latina/o/x groups traditionally examined. First, US Colombians are mostly immi-
grants, compared with other groups such as Mexican Americans, who are primarily
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native-born. Colombian Americans also have a higher naturalization rate than other
foreign-born groups (DiPietro and Bursik 2012; Migration Policy Institute 2015).
These patterns may influence their political attitudes and may result in either higher
or lower likelihoods of voting, because of eligibility. Research on US Colombians’
perceptions of discrimination in the workplace argues that they make sense of this
marginalization as originating from their accents, origin and ethnic background,
whereas research on other Latina/o/x groups suggests they perceive this treatment
stemming from race or legal status (Rincén 2017).

Through their varied motives for migration that resemble those of newer migrants
from Central America (Cohn et al. 2017), and their middle position on the socio-
economic spectrum (Marrow 2005), US Colombians uniquely reflect much of the
diversity within the Latina/o/x umbrella. However, US Colombians also have unique
characteristics that warrant the investigation of how they compare relative to other
Latinas/os/xs, including their mostly immigrant origins, as well as their political
experiences in their home country (Rouse 2017).

Colombian political incorporation

Although little scholarly work has highlighted US Colombians’ involvement in US
politics, previous research provides conflicting findings about Colombian involve-
ment in the politics of their home country. Although some scholars suggest that US
Colombians have a wide sense of mistrust, due to Colombia’s history of armed con-
flict, and do not participate in Colombian elections (Guarnizo et al. 1999), other
scholars who study the European context find that although Colombian migrants
may be pessimistic, they are not uninterested in their country-of-origin politics (Ber-
mudez 2011). Recent statistics from the 2018 Colombian presidential election show
moderate electoral turnout among Colombians residing in the United States, as well
as conservative political views. Out of the 355,000 Colombians living in the United
States who were eligible to vote in the 2018 Colombian presidential election, 31.7%
voted, which is lower than the 53.4% of Colombians overall who voted (Registradu-
ria Nacional del Estado Civil 2018). Furthermore, Colombians citizens living in the
United States were more likely to vote for Ivan Duque, the Colombian conservative
candidate, compared to those living in Colombia. Although this may show that US
Colombians are less interested in their home-country politics, barriers to participa-
tion may also be a factor in why US Colombians do not participate in Colombian
elections. Preregistration is required, and polling places are more scarce in geo-
graphic locations with fewer US Colombians.

The few existing studies that have examined Colombian American involvement
in US politics suggest that their experiences with Colombian politics shape their
likelihood of politically engaging in the United States. Some scholars suggest that
mistrust of the political system in Colombia, in part fueled by decades of unresolved
internal conflict, violence, and the drug war, may influence attitudes toward poli-
tics in the United States and may result in lower political involvement (Guarnizo
et al. 1999; Escobar 2004). Scholars argue that this hesitancy to participate in poli-
tics emerges in the US context among Colombians in terms of electoral and civic
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participation (Escobar 2010). On the other hand, recent work based in Europe finds
that, for Colombian migrants who were engaged in left-wing politics in their home
country, engaging in politics in their destination country is important (Bermudez
2010).

Even though their experiences with Colombian politics may be influential, US
Colombians may also derive their political attitudes primarily from their experi-
ences once they arrive in the United States, which would result in greater similari-
ties to other Latinas/os/xs. Scholars suggest that policies that restrict the rights of
immigrants can spur political involvement in Colombian American communities
(Guarnizo et al. 1999). However, other research suggests that compared to other
Latina/o/x groups, US Colombians have yet to achieve a significant political force,
with other Latina/o/x communities such as Dominicans having more success organ-
izing political coalitions and electing members into office (Escobar 2004, 2010).
Even when Colombians form organizations, they are not very likely to be involved
in US-based political activities (Portes et al. 2008). This suggests that although
US Colombians are less likely to be politically involved, there may be potential for
mobilization.

However, the attitudes of Colombian Americans toward US politics have not
been systematically studied, which may underestimate our understanding of Colom-
bian American participation in US electoral politics. The scholarship that has exam-
ined US Colombians and political attitudes is generally largely qualitative and uses
convenience samples. A quantitative study with a nationally representative sample
comparing US Colombians to other subgroups has yet to be conducted.

Toward understanding US Colombian political attitudes
and behavior

This article argues that an assessment of the political opinions and behavior of “new
Latina/o/x™ groups, which in this case consists of US Colombians, is essential for
understanding points of commonality and difference under the umbrella term of “the
Latina/o/x vote.” Prior work provides a limited picture on how Latinas/os/xs other
than Mexicans, Puerto Ricans and Cubans are incorporating into US politics. Fur-
thermore, in evaluating Latina/o/x political preferences, this article also considers
how other sources of diversity within the Latina/o/x community, such as socioeco-
nomic status, nativity, and the perceived importance of certain political issues, may
contribute to differences across subgroups and for US Colombians more specifically.
Although the heterogeneity within the Latina/o/x population is recognized among
scholars, many studies generally lack a comparative perspective in examining par-
ticularities within the group. Examining US Colombians relative to other subgroups
is of particular importance, because of the significant growth of this group over the
past several decades, as well as its demographic similarities to and differences from
other Latina/o/x groups. This article addresses these shortcomings and provides a
nuanced understanding of US Colombians’ political attitudes, an understudied group
within the Latina/o/x umbrella. By examining the political opinions of Colombian
Americans in comparison to those of other Latina/o/x groups, we critically engage
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with the idea of a unified “Latina/o/x vote.” In order to do this, this article compiles
several datasets to investigate Colombian Americans’ political attitudes at the US
national level with a representative sample, and compares these attitudes to those of
other Latina/o/x national-origin groups.

This article posits several hypotheses drawing from the existing literature. We
expect that US Colombians will be in the center of the political ideological scale—
in other words, more moderate than other subgroups and more likely to identify as
Republicans. Since US Colombians occupy a middle position on the socioeconomic
spectrum (Marrow 2005), they should have greater likelihoods of being conservative
relative to other Latina/o/x groups with lower levels of socioeconomic status, but
more liberal than those with higher levels (Verba and Nie 1987). The existing litera-
ture on US Colombians also suggests that they exhibit high levels of distrust in gov-
ernment, which may result in a lower likelihood of electoral participation (Guarnizo
et al. 1999). However, contrary to this, we posit that Colombians are not likely to
exhibit major differences in political participation compared to other Latina/o/x sub-
groups. Immigration is a key mobilizing issue for Colombian Americans (Guarnizo
et al. 1999), therefore we expect to see fewer differences between US Colombians
and other Latina/o/x groups with similar histories of migration and contexts of
reception (Cain et al. 1991; Garza 2004) and for this group to be equally likely to
vote in the 2016 election, where immigration was a key political and mobilizing
issue (Gutierrez et al. 2019).

Data and methods

To investigate the attitudes and political involvement of Colombian Americans in
the US, this article compiles six national surveys of Latinas/os/xs conducted dur-
ing the 2016 presidential election to construct a large and nationally representative
sample of US Colombians (n=531). This dataset compiled by the authors is the
largest nationally representative sample of Colombian Americans. We use this data
to study the political preferences of US Colombians, including their partisanship,
evaluation of candidates during the 2016 US presidential election and their likeli-
hood of voting. We also rely on the entire dataset (n=16,910), or subsets of it, to
examine how Colombian Americans’ attitudes relate to those of other Latina/o/x
subgroups.® Appendix 1 contains detailed information on each one of the samples,
when the surveys were conducted, and who they surveyed. All of these samples,
with the exception of the Collaborative Multiracial Post-Election Survey, surveyed

3 The pooled dataset includes data from six surveys, all of which were conducted and fielded by the firm
Latino Decisions. Latino Decisions is the nation’s leading expert in Latina/o/x public opinion informed
by social science methodology standards. Even though all six surveys were conducted at different points
throughout the 2016 presidential election campaign, given Latino Decisions’ methodology and propor-
tional sampling of the Latina/o/x population, we can be confident that the pooling of the data provides a
robust and large-N dataset of various Latina/o/x national-origin groups in the United States. Respondents
were recruited by Latino Decisions and its managing partner Pacific Market Research using large lists of
registered voters from Catalist and an extensive database of consumer lists.
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Latina/o/x registered voters of all nationalities.* Appendix 2 contains information
regarding the number of respondents by national-origin group in the pooled dataset.

Prior national studies of the political attitudes of US Colombians have not been
feasible, given how few Colombians have been surveyed as part of large-scale
nationally representative surveys of the Latina/o/x population. For example, the
2006 Latino National Survey, one of the most comprehensive studies of US Lati-
nas/os/xs, included only 139 Colombian Americans (Fraga et al. 2007). On average,
the number of Mexican, Cuban, Puerto Rican and Dominican respondents is much
larger in national surveys because their populations are much larger. By pooling six
surveys from the 2016 US presidential election, we have compiled a large enough
number of Colombian American respondents to run statistical analyses and be confi-
dent about the robustness of our results.’

Throughout several analyses, this article relies on questions that were asked in
all or most of the surveys. For political party identification, the surveys first asked
respondents which party they identified with the most. Respondents who did not
identify with one of the two major parties were asked a follow-up question and were
asked to pick a party if they had to choose one. They were allowed to choose Inde-
pendent in the follow-up and were coded as such. The favorability questions asked
respondents to evaluate their favorability of the 2016 presidential candidates Hillary
Clinton and Donald Trump, as well as then-president Barack Obama. Each of these
favorability items is measured on a five-point scale, ranging from very unfavorable
to very favorable. Lastly, self-reported electoral turnout is used to measure levels of
political engagement. This item was coded as 1 (yes) if respondents reported that
they had or would turn out to the polls, and 0 (no) if they reported that they had not
or would not vote in the presidential election.’

Our models also account for other factors that are known to influence political
attitudes and participation. We account for respondents’ age, gender and nativity
(whether or not the respondents were born in the United States or abroad). For socio-
economic status, we include a categorical measure for income, wherein the first cat-
egory represents an income of less than $20,000 and the eighth category represents

4 All six of the data were conducted with the goal of studying the political opinions and behaviors of
the Latina/o/x population. As Appendix 1 indicates, two out of the six samples were conducted among
Latina/o/x registered voters in the battleground states of Nevada, Florida, Ohio, Arizona, Colorado,
Georgia, Michigan, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Virginia and Wisconsin. The remainder of the surveys
sampled respondents nationally. Given that no particular preference was given to Latina/o/x voters of cer-
tain national origin, we have no reason to suspect that the dynamics that led Colombians to show up in
the data were any different than those that led other Latinas/os/xs to also show up in the data. Also, given
that at least two of the samples drew specifically from the battleground state of Florida, we believe this
helped the inclusion of Colombians into the pooled data given that most of the US Colombian population
resides in the state of Florida.

5 Other social scientists have used pooling as a method to increase their sample size specially when stud-
ying racial and ethnic minorities, given how few of them appear in any given national survey (Tesler
2012).

6 Given that most of the surveys were conducted prior to the election, we were able to obtain items that
asked respondents only about the certainty of their participation in the upcoming presidential election.
We coded only respondents who were very certain that they would participate in the election as “yes”
and those less certain as “no”.
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an income of above $150,000. The measure for education includes a seven-point
scale capturing highest level of education earned by the respondent, ranging from
having earned a first- to eighth-grade education (1) to having earned a postgraduate
education (7). In addition, we also examine whether the survey respondent elected to
take the survey in Spanish (1) or in English (0), which we use as a measure of accul-
turation. We also examine attitudes toward the most important political issue fac-
ing the Latina/o/x community that individuals felt either the president or Congress
needed to address. Respondents could identify up to two items. Some of these issues
identified by the respondents included immigration, the economy, foreign policy,
education, housing, healthcare, anti-Latina/o/x sentiment, climate change, and taxes,
among others. Based on the distribution of these variables, we include the economy,
education, discrimination, healthcare and immigration, but group other issues under
“other.”

Results

Demographically, US Colombians generally occupy higher socioeconomic statuses
relative to Latinas/os/xs as a whole, as they generally have higher incomes and are
more likely to have college degrees. Consistent with other work on US Colombians,
our sample indicates 68.4% of Colombian Americans were born abroad, compared
to 32.2% of other Latinas/os/xs who were foreign-born.

When considering partisan affiliation of Colombian Americans relative to the
largest Latina/o/x groups (Mexicans, Cubans, and Puerto Ricans, shown in Fig. 1),
descriptive findings suggest that Colombian Americans are likely to identify as
Democrats (68.9%), at a slightly lower rate than Mexicans but a slightly higher
rate than Puerto Ricans. On the other hand, only 38.1% of Cubans identify with the
Democratic Party, whereas 52% identify with the Republican Party. Only 21.1% of
Colombian Americans identify as Republican, which is slightly higher than Mexi-
cans (16.7%) and Puerto Ricans (18.3%). Colombian Americans are also marginally
less likely to identify as Independent than both Cubans and Puerto Ricans, but more
likely than Mexicans. Colombian Americans, despite their higher level of socioeco-
nomic status and conservative political views in their home country, are not much
more likely to identify as Republicans. In fact, their levels of partisan identification
are very similar to those of other Latina/o/x origin groups, except for that of Cubans,
who continue to show higher levels of preference for the Republican Party.

Figure 2 presents descriptive statistics for favorability of the 2016 presidential
candidates, Trump and Clinton, as well as Obama, among Colombian Americans.
US Colombians have very positive views of Obama, with 46.3% and 28.1% reporting
that they view him very favorably and somewhat favorably, respectively. Although
Colombian Americans also report favorable views of Clinton, these are substantially
lower than their ratings of Obama, with only a small percentage (19%) reporting
that they view her very favorably and 31.5% viewing her somewhat favorably. A siz-
able 36.6% of Colombian Americans view Clinton very unfavorably. Most Colom-
bian Americans (55.1%) also see Trump very unfavorably, with smaller shares of the
group viewing him somewhat favorably (15.6%) and very favorably (8.2%).
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Figure 3 examines the policy opinions of Colombian Americans and shows
which political issue respondents believe is the most important. The majority
of Colombian Americans reported that immigration (27.3%) and the economy
(26.5%) are the most pressing issues. Discrimination, education and healthcare
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Fig. 3 Most Important Issues for US Colombians

are all somewhat important, with less than 10% of the sample rating these as their
top issues.’

Although the descriptive results provide an important avenue to understand the
average political attitudes of US Colombians, accounting for other potential con-
founding characteristics through multivariate statistical models is essential for con-
sidering whether the differences between Colombian Americans and other groups
can primarily be explained by other factors, such as different socioeconomic sta-
tuses. For country of origin, the models examine US Colombians (the reference
category®) in comparison to other large Latina/o/x origin groups. Because of small
sample sizes, respondents from South American and Central American countries
are combined into larger categories. In the analysis that follows, we use coeffi-
cients from logistic regression models representing different variables.” Given that
the coefficients of logistic regression models are directly uninterpretable in terms
of their magnitude (King 1998; King et al. 2000), sample predictions are drawn to
examine the predicted probability of a respondent reporting a particular attitude or
having voted. These predicted probabilities are calculated by holding all the other
variables constant at their means.

7 The ‘Something Else’ category includes issues such as anti-Latina/o/x discrimination and race rela-
tions, criminal justice and incarceration, terrorism and foreign policy, global warming, housing afford-
ability, abortion and gay marriage, among others.

8 By setting US Colombians as the reference category, we are able to compare them to the other groups.
° In every model, we also incorporate variables that represent or account for each survey. These controls
allow us to account for any differences that may exist between surveys that are not otherwise reflected in
demographic and socioeconomic status characteristics. Although these variables are included in the mod-
els, the final tables do not reflect their values since they are not relevant to the analysis.
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Table 1 presents nested logistic regression models predicting respondents’ party
identification. Colombian Americans share some similarities and differences in par-
tisan identification with other national-origin groups. To interpret these differences,
Fig. 4 shows predicted probabilities indicating the magnitude of country-of-origin
effects, derived from models 2 and 4, which predict the likelihood of identifying as
Democrat and as Republican with all relevant predictors held at their means, respec-
tively. US Colombians have a moderately high likelihood (59%) of identifying as
Democrat, yet this is significantly lower than Dominicans (68%), as well as higher
than Cubans. On the other hand, they are not very likely to identify as Republicans
(21%), which is significantly lower than Cubans (52%) but significantly higher
than Dominicans (13%). In addition, US Colombians are more likely to identify as
Republican compared to Mexicans, but this effect disappears after accounting for
socioeconomic status and demographics. Socioeconomic status and other demo-
graphic characteristics operate in the expected direction, where age, education and
income are all positively associated with being more conservative, meaning that
older, more highly educated respondents and those with higher incomes are more
likely to identify as Republican. Generally, these results show that US Colombians
are different from Dominicans, who are more likely to identify as Democrats, and
Cubans, who are more likely to identify as Republicans. At the same time, these
findings show that US Colombians share similarities with most Latina/o/x groups in
their relatively high likelihood of identifying with the Democratic Party.

Table 2 presents six models that assess favorability toward Obama, Clinton,
and Trump. For each candidate, we present logistic regression models predicting
the likelihood that they are seen very unfavorably, as well as models predicting
the likelihood that respondents see them very favorably.'® Generally, there are no
country-of-origin differences in predicting favorability toward Obama, whereas
there are differences in support for Clinton and Trump. Figure 5 presents pre-
dicted probabilities for the likelihood of viewing Clinton favorably and the likeli-
hood of viewing Trump unfavorably (models 4 and 5), in order to interpret the
magnitude of the coefficients for country of origin. US Colombians are less likely
to have a very favorable view of Clinton, in comparison to other national-ori-
gin groups. Their likelihood of seeing Clinton as very favorable is around 16%,
which is significantly lower than other groups such as Mexicans (23%), Puerto
Ricans (26%), and even Cubans (21%). These differences remain after control-
ling for demographic characteristics and their political party identification. US
Colombians are also more likely to view Trump unfavorably (64%) relative to
other South Americans (54%). In analyses not shown, US Colombians are also
more likely to view Trump unfavorably relative to Cubans prior to controlling for

10" Although ordered logistic regression models would appear to be the best choice in examining an ordi-
nal variable with five categories, we found that the favorability measures violated the proportional odds
assumption. In an ordered logistic regression, it is assumed that the increase from one category to the
next higher category is the same across all levels. However, this was not the case for the favorability
measures. Next, we attempted to recode favorability into three levels: not favorable, neither, favorable.
However, this also violated the proportional odds assumption. As recourse, we modeled these as logistic
regressions for two of the favorability categories.
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Table 1 Predictors of partisan affiliation (Logit Models)
Dependent variable:
Democrat Republican Independent
)] @) 3) “ (5) (6)
Country of origin (ref:
Colombia)
Central America -0.023 —0.043 —-0.037 0.051 0.037 —0.002
(0.119) (0.121) (0.134) (0.138) (0.202) (0.204)
Cuba — 1.317%%*  — 1.324%%% ] 398***  1.380***  (.090 0.189
0.114) 0.117) (0.123) (0.127) (0.196) (0.198)
Dominican Republic ~ 0.487*%*  0.408%** —0.748*** —0.560%* —0.298 -0.310
(0.137) (0.140) (0.167) (0.171) (0.237) (0.240)
Mexico 0.152 0.165 —0.273* -0.224 - 0.189 -0.235
(0.098) (0.103) 0.111) (0.117) (0.169) (0.174)
Puerto Rico —0.064 —0.020 -0.178 -0.212 0.146 0.118
(0.105) (0.112) (0.120) (0.128) (0.177) (0.186)
South America —-0.101 —0.081 0.094 0.072 —-0.017 —-0.015
(0.113) (0.115) 0.127) (0.130) (0.195) (0.196)
Socioeconomic status
Income — 0.054%** 0.095%** -0.014
(0.010) 0.011) (0.017)
Education —0.024 0.069%** 0.033
(0.013) (0.015) (0.023)
Demographics
Age —0.001 0.010%** — 0.014%**
(0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
Female 0.331%** —0.392%** —0.181%*
(0.039) (0.045) (0.067)
Foreign born 0.055 —0.087 —0.039
(0.051) (0.059) (0.089)
Spanish Int 0.3827%** — 0.395%** — 0.277%%*
(0.048) (0.056) (0.084)
Constant 0.970%**  0.998%**  — [ 315%*FF — 2 196%*F* —2.908%*F* —2,001%***
(0.113) (0.152) (0.126) (0.175) (0.207) (0.266)
Observations 13,988 13,803 13,988 13,803 13,988 13,803
Log Likelihood — 8404.457 —8158.561 —6741.247 — 6445710 —3642.584 —3555.010
Akaike Inf. Crit 16,832.920 16,353.120 13,506.490 12,927.420 7309.168  7146.020

Note: Logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. *p <0.05; **p <0.01; ***p <0.001

party identification. These results suggest that US Colombians have more neg-

ative views of Clinton in comparison to other national-origin groups.

They are

also somewhat different in their favorability rating of Trump, in that they are less

likely to view him favorably compared to other South Americans.
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derived from models 2 and 4, Table 1

Fig.4 Predicted probabilities of partisan identification

When considering demographic characteristics, results are generally in the
expected direction. Women, foreign-born respondents, and those who took the sur-
vey in Spanish are more likely to have favorable views of Obama and Clinton, but
have unfavorable views of Trump. It appears that issue importance is an important
set of predictors of favorability toward Obama, with respondents who identified edu-
cation, discrimination, healthcare or immigration as a top issue being less likely to
view him very unfavorably. On the other hand, those who think that immigration
and education are the most important issues have lower likelihoods of viewing Clin-
ton favorably. As expected, respondents who view discrimination and immigration
as the most important issue are less likely to express favorable views of Trump.

Table 3 presents coefficients from logistic regression models showing candidates’
likelihood of reporting that they would vote in the 2016 election.!’ When consider-
ing electoral turnout, US Colombians are just as likely to vote as other Latinas/os/xs,
rather than being less politically engaged as the literature suggests. The effect of
demographic characteristics is in the expected direction, with older, more highly
educated individuals with higher incomes expressing a greater likelihood of voting.
Interestingly, Democrats also report a higher likelihood of voting relative to Republi-
cans. In addition, it appears that immigration is a mobilizing force for Latinas/os/xs,
who view it as the top issue, as they report greater likelihoods of voting in the 2016
election.

Last, we examine the determinants of attitudes among US Colombians alone, to
assess whether patterns differ from those found among the Latina/o/x population as
a whole. Table 4 shows political party affiliation among US Colombians. Colombian
Americans who are older are more likely to identify as Republican and less likely
to identify as Democrat, which is similar to the pattern found for Latinas/os/xs as

' It is important to note that these numbers reflect self-reported turnout, which may represent an overes-
timation due to social desirability bias. It is possible that some people who report that they will vote are
not likely to do so.
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Table 2 Predictors of favorability for sitting president and 2016 candidates (logit models)
Obama Clinton Trump
Unfavorable Favorable  Unfavorable Favorable  Unfavorable Favorable
(€] @ 3 “ 5 (6)
Country of origin (ref: Colombia)
Central America 0.134 —0.081 —0.109 0.388* —0.006 0.026
(0.235) (0.159) 0.167) (0.196) (0.168) (0.271)
Cuba 0.237 -0.197 -0.139 0.391* —0.130 0.054
(0.215) (0.161) (0.164) (0.190) (0.166) (0.248)
Dominican Repub- — 0.281 0.325 —0.237 0.504* —0.096 0.270
lic
(0.299) 0.177) 0.191) (0.208) (0.185) (0.307)
Mexico 0.206 —0.153 —0.191 0.483%%* 0.137 —0.103
(0.199) (0.135) (0.142) (0.166) (0.142) (0.229)
Puerto Rico —0.094 0.066 —0.352* 0.629***  (0.114 -0.172
(0.216) (0.146) (0.155) (0.178) (0.154) (0.248)
South America 0.005 —0.041 -0.317 0.711%**  —0417** 0422
(0.229) (0.153) (0.164) (0.182) (0.161) (0.250)
Demographics
Age 0.009%** 0.015%**  0.005%* 0.012%**  (0.004** 0.008**
(0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.003)
Female —0.234%%  0.147** 0.027 —0.042 0.150%** —0.239%*
(0.074) (0.051) (0.054) (0.057) (0.053) (0.085)
Foreign born —0.290**  0.061 —0.162* 0.071 —0.066 — 0.402%**
(0.098) (0.064) (0.070) (0.072) (0.069) (0.113)
Spanish Int — 0.500%**  0.164%* —0.379%%* 0.216%%*  —0.247*%*%*% (0.257*
(0.086) (0.058) (0.062) (0.065) (0.062) (0.100)
Socioeconomic
status
Income 0.036 —0.004 —-0.016 0.011 —0.002 0.051%*
(0.019) (0.013) (0.014) (0.015) (0.014) (0.021)
Education 0.060* 0.003 0.019 0.004 0.0827%** —-0.015
(0.025) (0.017) (0.018) (0.019) (0.018) (0.029)
Partisanship (ref:
Republican)
Democrat —3.180%** 2231k —(.713%**  (0.661%**  2.188%** — 2.255%%*
(0.089) (0.078) (0.067) (0.076) (0.074) (0.095)
Independent — 1.034%**  0.618***  —(0.276%*%  — 0.518*** ].274%%* — 1.704%%*
(0.105) (0.113) (0.101) 0.141) (0.103) 0.164)
No PID — 1.471%%%  0.844***  — 0.460%*%* — 0.475%* (.983%** — 1.540%**
(0.156) (0.130) (0.132) (0.169) (0.122) 0.211)
Most important
issue: (ref:other)
Economy -0.134 0.151%* 0.035 —0.042 0.138 0.056
(0.100) (0.073) (0.077) (0.082) (0.077) (0.114)
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Table 2 (continued)

Obama Clinton Trump

Unfavorable Favorable  Unfavorable Favorable  Unfavorable Favorable

(1) (2) 3) 4) ) (6)
Education — 0.490%+* (.058 0.108 —0.280%  0.061 -0.307
(0.138) (0.089) (0.095) (0.105) (0.093) (0.160)
Discrimination — 0453+  0360%%*  —0.051 - 0.011 0.448%%  — (.674%*
(0.173) (0.102) (0.111) (0.118) (0.108) 0.227)
Healthcare —0356* —0038  —0.204 0.120 —0.087 -0.292
(0.146) (0.094) (0.104) (0.101) (0.097) (0.170)
Immigration —0307%F  0.304%k%  0271%¥  —0024  0.384%x  _0.117
(0.114) (0.076) (0.081) (0.087) (0.081) (0.133)
Observations 8504 8504 8504 8504 8504 8504
Log Likelihood —2565.951 —4954.873 —4498.651 —4073.424 —4579.423 —2075.307
Akaike Inf. Crit 5179.902  9957.746 9045303  8194.848  9206.846  4198.614

Note: Logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. *p <0.05; **p <0.01; ***p <0.001

Clinton Favorability Trump Unfavorability
Colombia 4
Mexico 4 —V ——
Colombia
Puerto Rico 1 ‘# Mexico
Puerto Rico
Cuba —_— % —_— * Cuba
Dominican Republic
Dominican Republic - ¢ South America
Central America
South America§ A A
Central America -

015 020 025 030 050 055 060 065 0.70
Predicted Probability

*Note: Predicted probabilities of viewing Clinton favorably and Trump unfavorably

derived from models 4 and 5, Table 2

Fig.5 Predicted probabilities of viewing Clinton and Trump favorably and unfavorably

a whole. Interestingly, neither education nor income appears to shape partisanship
differently among US Colombians the way they do among all Latinas/os/xs, since
these are not significant predictors of political party affiliation. Colombian Ameri-
cans who took the survey in Spanish are more likely to identify as Democrat, which
is another pattern that is not seen for Latinas/os/xs as a whole. Furthermore, women
are more likely to not have any party identification.

Table 5 examines favorability of Obama, Clinton and Trump among US Colom-
bians. As expected, partisanship is a very influential factor, with Colombian Ameri-
cans who identify as Democrats expressing high levels of favorability for Obama and
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Table 3 Predictors of

participation in the 2016 Participation in 2016 elec-

election (logit models) tion
Vote
@ (@3
Country of origin (ref: Colombia)
Central America 0.237 0.158
(0.276) (0.327)
Cuba 0.007 0.139
(0.263) (0.334)
Dominican Republic -0.114 —0.193
(0.276) (0.325)
Mexico 0.305 0.337
(0.220) (0.271)
Puerto Rico 0.006 0.129
(0.235) (0.288)
South America 0.155 0.169
(0.242) (0.295)
Demographics
Age 0.033%#* 0.030%#%*
(0.003) (0.004)
Female —0.002 —0.002
(0.088) (0.103)
Foreign born 0.024 —0.105
(0.123) (0.143)
Spanish Int -0.132 —-0.131
(0.108) (0.124)
Socioeconomic status
Income 0.0897%##%* 0.114%%%*
(0.023) (0.027)
Education 0.211%%* 0.2307%:#*
(0.032) (0.039)
Partisanship (ref: Republican)
Democrat 0.399%#* 0.525%*%
(0.108) (0.126)
Independent —0.342% —0.283
(0.155) (0.177)
No PID — 1.007%** — 0.982%#*
(0.200) (0.214)
Most important issue: (ref: other)
Economy 0.248
(0.142)
Education 0.029
(0.170)
Discrimination 0.229
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Table 3 (continued) Participation in 2016 elec-

tion

Vote
1) (2)
(0.251)
Health care 0.110
(0.179)
Immigration 0.396*
(0.179)
Constant —0.629 —0.848%*
(0.324) (0.386)
Observations 4022 3352
Log Likelihood — 1724.946 —1313.031
Akaike Inf. Crit 3485.891 2670.062

Note: Logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses.
*p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

Clinton. Similarly, US Colombians who identify as Republican are more likely to
have favorable views of Trump. Interestingly, compared to Republicans, Independ-
ents are more likely to express high levels of favorability for Obama and are more
likely to express unfavorable views of Trump, but they are not more or less likely
to view Clinton positively. Respondents who selected immigration as their most
important issue have more positive views of Clinton and Obama, and the importance
of healthcare was also associated with higher support for Clinton. Regarding other
characteristics, there is evidence that higher levels of education are associated with a
greater likelihood of viewing Clinton unfavorably.

US Colombians and the nuance of the Latina/o/x vote

Through an examination of US Colombians and their political attitudes compared
to those of other Latina/o/x groups, this article’s findings suggest that, although the
“Latina/o/x vote” still represents common interests, there are important areas of het-
erogeneity within the umbrella category that warrant closer examination. Although
socioeconomic status and views of trust toward the Colombian government would
suggest that US Colombians are generally more conservative and would be less
likely to be politically engaged in the US, our results show that they exhibit simi-
larities with most other Latina/o/x groups on their political attitudes, indicating the
influential nature of experiences in the United States. At the same time, US Colom-
bians are most distinct from other Latina/o/x groups in their evaluation of presiden-
tial candidates. Whether these differences stem from the influence of their home
country politics or their particular experiences upon arrival in the United States is
unclear.
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Table 4 Predictors of party identification among US Colombians (logit models)

Partisanship among Colombians

Democrat Republican Independent No PID
) (@) 3 “
Demographics
Age —0.014* 0.018* —0.005 0.002
(0.007) (0.007) (0.012) (0.022)
Female 0.081 —0.293 0.032 2.150%*
(0.203) (0.228) (0.342) (1.083)
Foreign born 0.118 —-0.131 —0.289 1.102
(0.228) 0.257) (0.369) (0.849)
Spanish Int 0.471%* - 0419 —0.237 —0.784
(0.228) (0.258) (0.383) (0.761)
Socioeconomic status
Income —0.078 0.035 0.115 0.095
(0.048) (0.054) (0.080) (0.160)
Education —0.036 0.055 0.031 —-0.110
0.077) (0.088) (0.137) (0.214)
Constant 1.591%* —2.191%* —2.311* —21.284
(0.597) 0.677) (0.997) (1,379.795)
Observations 524 524 524 524
Log likelihood —310.286 —260.950 — 140.588 —45.923
Akaike Inf. Crit 644.572 545.900 305.176 115.847

Note: Logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. *p <0.05; **p <0.01; ***p <0.001

Colombian Americans exhibit various similarities on partisan affiliation with
most other Latina/o/x groups, as they are more likely to identify as Democrats.
Although we find evidence that US Colombians are more likely to be Republican
in comparison to Mexicans, this effect is eliminated after including variables that
consider demographic characteristics. This suggests that their middle position on
the socioeconomic-status spectrum is partly responsible for their greater likelihood
of identifying as Republican relative to groups who are from lower socioeconomic
statuses. In addition, Colombian Americans are less likely to identify as Demo-
crats relative to Dominicans, but more likely to do so in comparison to Cubans,
even after considering socioeconomic characteristics. Cubans’ higher likelihood of
being Republican is consistent with previous findings that compare them to groups
such as Mexicans and Puerto Ricans (Garza 2004). Dominicans’ higher likelihood
of identifying as Democrats may be due to their political socialization from their
home country, where they are very likely to be involved in politics (Itzigsohn 2009).
Upon arrival to the United States, Dominicans establish political organizations that
not only work toward transnational goals, but also have helped galvanize Dominican
support for the Democratic Party in places like Rhode Island (Itzigsohn 2009). On
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Table 5 Predictors of favorability of sitting president and 2016 candidates among US Colombians (logit

models)
Favorability among Colombians
Obama Clinton Trump
Unfavorable Favorable Unfavorable Favorable Unfavorable Favorable
1 @) 3 (C)) ) (6)
Demographics
Age 0.0004 0.003 —0.001 —0.001 0.002 0.0004
(0.001) (0.002) (0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001)
Female —0.067 —0.017 0.030 —0.026 0.026 —0.003
(0.037) (0.054) (0.051) (0.043) (0.053) (0.033)
Foreign born —0.024 0.005 0.082 —0.053 —0.011 —0.045
(0.041) (0.059) (0.056) (0.047) (0.058) (0.036)
Spanish Int 0.018 —0.039 —0.042 0.032 0.038 0.018
(0.040) (0.058) (0.056) (0.047) (0.057) (0.036)
Socioeconomic status
Income —0.005 —0.002 —0.011 0.015 0.018 0.002
(0.009) (0.013) (0.012) (0.010) (0.012) (0.008)
Education 0.009 —0.009 0.038* —0.019 —0.021 —0.004
(0.014) (0.020) (0.019) (0.016) (0.020) (0.012)
Partisanship
(ref: Republican)
Democrat — 0.439%%* 0.527%*%* — 0.222%%* 0.108* 0.484 %% — 0.236%**
(0.042) (0.061) (0.058) (0.049) (0.060) (0.037)
Independent —0.232%%* 0.193* -0.177 —0.057 0.317%%* —0.101
(0.066) (0.096) (0.091) (0.076) (0.094) (0.058)
No PID —0.158 0.393* 0.037 —0.038 0.106 —0.107
(0.115) (0.167) (0.159) (0.133) (0.164) (0.101)
Most important issue:
(ref: other)
Economy —0.011 —0.005 0.050 0.010 0.032 0.026
(0.052) (0.076) (0.072) (0.061) (0.074) (0.046)
Education 0.017 0.104 0.105 —0.052 0.110 —-0.025
(0.068) (0.099) (0.094) (0.079) (0.097) (0.060)
Health Care 0.104 0.014 —0.342%* 0.116 —-0.035 —-0.079
(0.077) (0.111) (0.106) (0.089) (0.109) (0.068)
Immigration —0.098 0.203* 0.115 0.145% —-0.003 —0.044
(0.054) (0.079) (0.075) (0.063) (0.078) (0.048)
Discrimination 0.103 0.165 —0.092 0.165 0.062 —-0.010
(0.073) (0.106) (0.101) (0.084) (0.104) (0.064)
Constant 0.461%*** —-0.012 0.097 0.414%* 0.271 0.297%*
(0.112) (0.162) (0.154) (0.129) (0.159) (0.098)
Observations 310 310 310 310 310 310
Log likelihood — 60.661 - 176581  —161.409 —106.626  —170.648 —21.953
Akaike Inf. Crit 157.322 389.162 358.818 249.252 377.296 79.905

Note: Logit coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. *p <0.05; **p<0.01; ***¥p <0.001
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the other hand, research also shows that political parties are less likely to galvanize
immigrant voters who are not already mobilized (Jones-Correa 1998), which may be
a reason why US Colombians are less likely to identify with the Democratic Party
relative to a highly mobilized group like Dominicans. This suggests that there are
many commonalities within Latinas/os/xs, as they are mostly likely to identify as
Democrats, despite key differences within the umbrella group. At the same time, the
important sources of heterogeneity that exist within the Latina/o/x vote should not
be overlooked when considering the preferences of this population.

When considering opinions of specific politicians and candidates, US Colom-
bians exhibit many similarities with most other Latinas/os/xs on their ratings of
Obama, but they view Clinton much less favorably. From examining Colombian
Americans’ preferences of Clinton, it appears that those who view healthcare as
their top issue are less likely to view Clinton favorably. However, US Colombians
who view immigration as their top issue are more likely to view her favorably. There
has not been much scholarly work on the specifics of why US Colombians may
be less likely to favor Clinton relative to Obama compared to other Latinas/os/xs,
especially since Clinton was secretary of state during the Obama administration.
Although a higher likelihood of rejecting a woman candidate is a possible explana-
tion for their lower support of Clinton, previous studies find that Latinas/os/xs from
South America, in comparison to Latinas/os/xs from other countries (Fraga et al.
2010), are less likely to perceive men as more qualified to be political leaders. As
such, more scholarly work should be conducted to examine the intricacies among dif-
ferent candidates within the Democratic Party, as it appears that not all Latinas/os/xs
will support Democratic candidates equally.

However, the findings do not suggest that US Colombians were more likely to
support Trump over Clinton in the 2016 election. Cubans view Trump more favora-
bly than Colombian Americans, but this effect is eliminated once party identification
is taken into consideration. South Americans are also more likely to view Trump
favorably relative to US Colombians, which suggests differences within “new
Latinas/os/xs” with regard to their voting preferences. This suggests that, despite the
many similarities that emerge within the context of the Latina/o/x vote, nuances still
exist within the category, as some groups are more likely to support some candidates
over others even candidates within the same party.

Although the literature posits that US Colombians are not as politically engaged
as other Latinas/os/xs because of their distrust of the Colombian government, this
article finds that Colombian Americans are equally likely to vote as other Latina/o/x
groups, even those groups that the literature argues are highly mobilized, such as
Dominicans (Itzigsohn 2009; Guarnizo et al. 1999; Escobar 2004). This may be due
to the important role that immigration played in the 2016 election (Gutierrez et al.
2019), which scholars have argued can be a strong mobilizing force for Colombian
Americans (Guarnizo et al. 1999). Our results confirm this, as respondents who
viewed immigration as their top issue were more likely to vote in the 2016 election.
In addition, a substantial percentage of US Colombians (27%) identified immigra-
tion as their top issue, which was rated similarly high as the economy. With regard
to the future of the Latina/o/x vote, the role of immigration may result in greater
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likelihoods of Latinas/os/xs turning out to the polls, as it is likely that this issue will
remain salient in future elections.

Among all Latinas/os/xs, demographic characteristics predict partisan affiliation.
Respondents who have higher socioeconomic statuses and are older are more likely
to identify as Republicans. Similar results are evident when considering candidate
favorability. These demographic differences echo patterns found in the literature,
which argue that lower socioeconomic status is generally associated with support for
Democratic candidates (Cain et al. 1991; Garza 2004). Respondents who are Spanish-
dominant are also more likely to identify as Democrat and less likely to identify
as Republican or Independent. This runs counter to the literature that suggests that
less-acculturated Latinas/os/xs are more likely to be independent and that they
do not identify with a party until later (Hajnal and Lee 2011). This suggests that
Latinas/os/xs are socialized into US politics quickly, rather than adopting a more
neutral position at the beginning. The findings in this article support other recent
work that demonstrates that most Latinas/os/xs have crystalized attitudes about par-
ties and their candidates (Sears et al. 2016).

Interestingly, Latinas/os/xs who indicated immigration as their top issue are less
likely to have favorable views of both Clinton and Trump, but more positive views
of Obama. As such, this article suggests that although Latinas/os/xs generally sup-
port Democratic candidates more on average, important nuances remain in candi-
date preferences within the Democratic Party. This will have important implications
in the 2020 election and beyond, as the electoral power of the Latina/o/x vote will
continue to increase in magnitude. Even if Latinas/os/xs continue to identify mainly
as Democrats, these findings suggest that Latinas/os/xs will play an important role
because of the increasing divisions between moderate and progressive wings of the
Democratic Party and the candidates that represent these alignments.

Even though this article has disaggregated Latinas/os/xs into national-origin cat-
egories at levels not done by many quantitative researchers, we are still constrained
by issues of sample size for some groups, which resulted in larger categories,
such as “Central American” and “South American.” To fully understand how new
Latinas/os/xs are shaping the Latina/o/x vote, more scholars should disaggregate
Latinas/os/xs, as well as explore differences beyond national origin. Even within
specific national-origin groups, differences such as class and race are bound to influ-
ence the political attitudes of each subgroup.

The findings in this article highlight that, although many similarities are appar-
ent across Latina/o/x groups, a number of important differences also compli-
cate our understanding of political preferences subsumed within the Latina/o/x
umbrella category. This article offers new insights on US Colombians, which
challenge many of the previous findings regarding their political socialization.
Furthermore, our ability to make claims based on a nationally representative sam-
ple illuminates the experiences of a wide range of US Colombians beyond just
a few cases in a restricted geographic location. By examining an understudied
group like US Colombians, we seek to broaden the scope of Latina/o/x studies
by including subgroups that are traditionally not seriously considered in empir-
ical studies. The experiences of US Colombians, as highlighted in this article,
represent almost one million people, the study of whom allows us to understand

¥



Disaggregating the Latina/o/x “umbrella”: The political... 413

Latina/o/x communities in more complex ways. As this study is one of the first to
examine the political preferences of a wide range of Latina/o/x groups, we expect
that what the “Latina/o/x vote” exactly means will become clearer only through a
more thorough investigation of different subgroups.
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Appendix 1: Summary of individual datasets

Dataset Description Sample size Field date

America’s Voice/Latino Decisions  Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x n=1499 April 2016
2016 3-State Battleground Survey  registered voters in battleground
states using a multi-method mode
of online surveys, cell phone and
landline phone interviews
America’s Voice/Latino Decisions  Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x reg- n=3729 August 2016
2016 National and Battleground istered voters at the national level
State Poll and battleground states using a
multi-method mode of online
surveys, cell phone and landline
phone interviews

Latino Victory Project Battle- Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x n=23809 August 2016
ground Survey registered voters in battleground
states using a multi-method mode
of online surveys, cell phone and
landline phone interviews

NALEO Election Tracking Poll Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x n=2271 November 2016
registered voters at the national
level using an online mode

Latino Decisions Election Eve Poll  Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x n=5599 November 2016
registered and likely voters at
the national level using a multi-
method mode of online surveys,
cell phone and landline phone

interviews
Collaborative Multiracial Post- Bilingual survey of Latina/o/x reg- n=3003 December 2016
Election Survey (CMPS)— istered and non-registered voters
Latina/o/x Sample using an online mode
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Appendix 2: Sample sizes for each Latina/o/x origin group

Country of origin Sample size Percent
of pooled
dataset

Argentina n=169 0.9

Bolivia n=117 0.6

Chile n=92 0.5

Colombia n=531 3.1

Costa Rica n=111 0.7

Cuba n=1070 6.3

Dominican Republic n=613 3.6

Ecuador n=187 1.1

El Salvador n=401 24

Guatemala n=201 1.2

Honduras n=143 0.8

Mexico n=7388 43.7

Nicaragua n=163 0.9

Other country n=483 2.8

Panama n=112 0.6

Paraguay n=12 0.07

Peru n=260 1.5

Puerto Rico n=2292 13.6

Refused n=481 2.8

Spain n=1181 7.0

USA n=>567 34

Uruguay n=22 0.08

Venezuela n=314 1.8

Appendix 3: Summary statistics

US Colombians Latinas/os/xs

Age

18-34 years old 30.9% 30.7%
35-49 years old 30.0% 24.9%
50-64 years old 21.8% 24.2%
65 years old and above 17.4% 20.2%
Income
Less than $20,000 11.3% 15.4%
$20,000 to $40,000 15.4% 20.0%
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US Colombians Latinas/os/xs
$40,000 to $60,000 19.0% 16.9%
$60,000 to $80,000 13.2% 12.6%
$80,000 to $100,000 11.3% 12.1%
$100,000 to $150,000 8.3% 8.6%
More than $150,000 10.4% 8.9%
Refused 11.1% 5.3%
Education
Grades 1 to 8 1.3% 5.9%
Some high school 3.4% 6.1%
High school degree 12.1% 19.6%
Some college 24.3% 29.6%
College degree 37.3% 25.4%
Postgraduate degree 20.7% 12.0%
Refused 0.9% 1.4%
Gender
Female 54.0% 56.8%
Male 46.0% 43.2%
Nativity
Foreign-born 68.4% 32.3%
US-born 31.6% 67.7%
Partisanship
Democrat 68.9% 66.4%
Independent 7.9% 8.0%
Republican 21.1% 21.4%
Other party 0.6% 1.2%
Refused 1.5% 3.0%
Acculturation
Spanish-language ability 45.1% 31.7%
English-language ability 54.9% 68.3%
Favorability toward Obama
Very unfavorable 14.5% 17.9%
Somewhat unfavorable 8.0% 9.6%
Somewhat favorable 28.1% 27.0%
Very favorable 46.0% 42.4%
Refused 3.1% 3.1%
Favorability toward Clinton
Very unfavorable 36.6% 37.7%
Somewhat unfavorable 10.2% 11.9%
Somewhat favorable 31.5% 23.9%
Very favorable 19.0% 22.8%
Refused 2.6% 3.7%
Favorability toward Trump
Very unfavorable 55.1% 51.3%
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US Colombians Latinas/os/xs
Somewhat unfavorable 13.1% 12.7%
Somewhat favorable 15.6% 13.7%
Very favorable 8.2% 10.0%
Refused 8.0% 12.2%
Understand politics
Strongly disagree 15.7% 12.4%
Somewhat disagree 19.4% 18.4%
Neither agree nor disagree 20.9% 23.6%
Somewhat agree 32.1% 31.2%
Strongly agree 11.9% 14.5%
Influence Politics
Strongly disagree 5.2% 5.4%
Somewhat disagree 16.4% 12.9%
Neither agree nor disagree 32.1% 28.6%
Somewhat agree 26.9% 32.6%
Strongly agree 19.3% 20.5%
Self-reported turnout
Yes 78.7% 80.2%
No 21.3% 19.8%
Immigration attitudes
Favorable 71.1% 66.9%
Neither 15.1% 18.4%
Unfavorable 11.7% 12.6%
Refused 2.1% 2.1%
Perceived discrimination against
Latinos
Not a problem at all 7.0% 9.5%
A minor problem 47% 47%
A major problem 46% 43.5%
N=531 N=16,910

Appendix 4: Characteristics of US Colombian population from US
Census 2017 American Community Survey

US Colombians in 2017
American Community
Survey
Age
18-24 years old 12.6%
25-34 years old 19.9%
35-44 years old 19.2%
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US Colombians in 2017
American Community
Survey
45-54 years old 19.3%
55-64 years old 15.8%
65+ years old 13.1%
Household income
Median household income $58,847
Education
Less than HS diploma 12.2%
HS diploma 26.3%
Some college 28.1%
College degree 21.3%
Postgraduate degree 12.1%
Gender
Female 54.3%
Male 45.7%
Nativity
Foreign-born 62.0%
US-born 38.0%
Acculturation
Speaks English less than “very well” 37.7%
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