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On# this,# the# inaugural# newsle0er# for# our#

sec4on#NOTAS, #I#want#to# relay#to#you#how#

honored# I# am# to# be# your# chair# for# this#
academic# year. # Having# this# responsibility#

humbles#me#but#I#am#happy#and#very#much#
mo4vated# to# do# what# I# can# to# help# the#

sec4on# and# the# membership# move#

forward.# I# really# appreciate# the# trust# you#
have#placed# in#me.# #I#am#thankful#to#Nilda#

Flores#for#much#needed#support#and#to#the#
council# for# their# effort# and# exper4se# in# so#

much# out# there.##Together#we#are#working#

to# provide# a# sense# of# community# for# our#
sec4on# and# bring#programs# and# events# to#

you.##

Ini4a4ves#for#this#year#include:

• A#mentorship#program#for#graduate#
students,#Assistant#and#Associate#
faculty.##Believe#it#or#not#many#of#us#
linger#at#the#Associate#level#with#
addi4onal#service#based#workloads#
which#consume#our#4me#without#
adequate#support#and#mentoring.##In#
order#to#increase#the#pool#available#to#
you,#I#have#reached#to#Tanya#GolashJ
Boza,#chair#of#the#Ethnic#and#Racial#
minori4es’#sec4on.#This#collabora4on#
will#result#in#a#bigger#network#of#
mentors#available#to#us#all.#

• We#are#planning#on#having#a#diversityJ
based#recep4on#this#year#in#
conjunc4on#with#Ethnic#and#Racial#
Minori4es#and#the#Asian#and#AsianJ
American#sec4ons.#The#idea#is#to#have#
the#opportunity#to#network#and#
dance.#

• We#will#support#Nancy#Lopez’s#policy#
paper#on#the#new#census#
categoriza4on,#which#makes#us#

La4nos#into#a#race.##There#are#
differing#opinions#on#this#change#but#
one#thing#that#is#clear#is#that#our#
sec4on#as#representa4ve#of#La4no#(a)#
sociologists#should#make#a#policy#
stance#on#this#categoriza4on#issue.#

We# have# developed# a# good# program# for#

NYC#with#sessions#on:

I. Immigrants,#Legality#and#Belonging,#
organized#by#Roberto#Gonzalez,#
School#of#Social#Service#
Administra4on,#University#of#Chicago#
and#Leisy#Abrego,#UCLA,#Cesar#E.#
Chavez#Department#of#Chicana/o#
Studies.#Joanna#Perez#from#the#
University#of#Illinois#at#Urbana#
Champlain,#will#be#the#discussant.#

II. La4nos,#Intragroup#and#Intergroup#
Rela4ons.#Organized#by#Lorena#
Garcia,#Sociology#at#the#University#of#
Illinois#at#Chicago#and#Elizabeth#
Aranda,#Sociology,#University#of#
South#Florida.#The#discussant#will#be#
Maura#ToroJMorm,#from#Illinois#State#
University#

III. 3)#La4no#Sec4on#RoundtablesJ#will#be#
organized#by#Giovanni#Burgos#from#
Sociology#at#McGill#and#Chalane#
Lechuga,#Sociology,#University#of#
New#Mexico.##

I#am#grateful# to# all# the#members#who# are#
volunteering# to# make# our# next# ASA#

mee4ng# the# best….# Thanks# to# those# that#
answered# the# call# for# La4nos# and# the#

elec4on#coming#up.##Please&remember&that&

I&have& challenged& every&member&to&get& a&
member&to&join!!!!!

Hola Gente Querida:

I#know#that#I#send#many#emails#

and#much#informa4on.#I#am#sorry#

if#I#clog#your#inboxes…whenever
I#can#I#will#place#several#in#one#

email.##
I#look#forward#to#the#rest#of#the#

year.##

Finally,#thanks#to#Giovani

Burgos# for# crea4ng#NOTAS,# and#

to# Jorge# Chapa# and# Rogelio#
Saenz# for# wri4ng# essays# for# this#

special#elec4on#issue#of#NOTAS.



see http://elections.nytimes.com/2012/electoral-map for other interesting scenarios of  the 2012 Presidential Election
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The rapid growth of the Latino 
population of the United States is a 
key feature of the American 
d e m o g r a p h i c a n d p o l i t i c a l 
landscape.  Over the past several 
decades and in recent years this 
growth had been similarly due to 
immigration and natural increase; 
that is births exceeding deaths.  The 
results of the 2010 Census revealed 
rapid demographic changes in the 
minority groups in the electorate.    
Figure 1 shows that the increase in 
the percentage of Black, Asian and 
Latino minorities among all voting 
age citizens.  It also shows that the 
Latino percentage is increasing very 
rapidly.  While much attention has 
been focused on immigration the 

Latino population would have 
grown rapidly even if the number of 
Latino immigrants had been zero.  
One striking aspect of Latino 
population growth through natural 
increase is  that there are now 
politically significant increases in the 
Latino citizen voting  age population 
(CVAP)  in areas  that previously had 
few Latinos.  North Carolina and 
Georgia are examples.  Another 
aspect of this  growth is that it can 
change the partisan balance in states 
that have long had an established 
Latino population, like Colorado.   
The pol i t ica l importance or 
significance of the Latino vote is 
determined by whether or not it 
makes a difference in electoral 
outcomes.  

Continued on Page 6

Figure 1 -- Minority Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) by Race, U.S. 

BY
JORGE CHAPA
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This depends on the characteristics of the 
Latino population as well as all other 
aspects of the state’s political composition.  
The demographic data upon which this 
paper is based is a “guesstimate” for 2012 
is based on the extrapolation of 2010 
Census counts with Census’ published 
estimate of the population of the US and 
individual states for 2011.  More detailed 
data will be released soon which will permit 
more careful estimate of the 2012 CVAP 
population by race. 

LATINO DEMOGRAPHICS

The Latino population as a whole is 
growing rapidly and this is particularly true 
of the Latino CVAP. Voting is limited to US 
citizens over the age of 18.   The key way in 
which the Latino CVAP changes is through 
the aging of the large number of Latino 
adolescents to age 18 and older.  Latinos are 
a young population and almost all, 93%, of 
Latinos younger than 18 are US citizens 
compared to two-thirds of the older Latinos 
(Figure 2).  So merely by becoming 18 the 
number of potential Latinos voters has 

increased by about three million between 
2008 and 2012.  There is a simple 
demographic explanation for the rapid 
increase in Latino CVAP. Latinos are a 
young population – a third (33.9%) of all 
Latinos younger than the minimal voting 
age of 18.  Moreover, there is a large 
difference between the citizenship 
percentage of Latinos younger than 18 
(92.8%) compared to those 18 years and 
above (64.1%). The future rapid growth of 
Latino CVAP is a demographic certainty. It 
does not depend on future immigration or 
fertility.  It merely depends on the large 
number of Latino teen age citizens turning 
18.  African Americans also have a 
relatively large youth population but the 
citizenship differential is very small. So the 
black CVAP proportion will not grow as 
fast. Non-Hispanic whites have the smallest 
youth proportion and while they are still the 
CVAP majority their percentage will 
decrease as the non-white groups grow. 

 
Continued on Page 7

Figure 2 -- Citizenship Percentage by Age Group &  Race, U.S. 2010
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In California, the minority electorate 
numeric growth was more than 300% 
greater than the white non-Latino growth!  
Much of this increase is due to young 
Latinos, 90% of whom are U.S. citizens, 
becoming age 18 and thus eligible to vote.   
In Texas, the Latino, Black and Asian 
CVAP increased by 50% more than the 
White non-Latino population between 2005 
and 2009.   

The political impact of this increase 
depends on a number of factors including 
the extent to which these young Latinos 
register and vote.  For the 2012 presidential 
election, the impact of Latino demographics 
also depends on the partisan political 
balance and political participation of the 
electorate of each state.  While we will not 
know any of these factors until after the 
election, it is possible to combine an 
analysis of the estimated 2012 
demographics with a range of assumptions 
about participation and partisan preference 
based on recent elections.  The 2010 
election was very different from 2008.  
Turnout was much lower and the 
Republicans won a Congressional majority.  
The main question that this analysis was 

designed to answer is, what will happen in 
2012 with the same assumptions as in the 
previous analysis, with the exception that if 
the turnout rate will be the same as 2010?   
This paper will examine the electoral 
impact of the 2010 reapportionment of 
electoral votes as it interacts with changing 
demographics as well as the projected 
impact of the Latino vote on the election 
prospects for a few key states especially 
those known as “swing” or “tossup” states.  
Specifically, this policy forum will assess 
the impact of 2012 demographics combined 
with 2008 and 2010 turnout rates and 2008 
political preferences on the 2012 
presidential election.  

 Many things have changed since 2008 
besides demographic composition and 
electoral vote distribution. Table 1 (not 
shown here) lists swing or battleground 
states identified by three different sources 
using three methodologies. At some future 
time this list may be the basis for further 
analyses.  

Continued on Page 8

Figure 3 -Percent of each group under age 18
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According to the U.S. Census, in the 2008 
presidential election, Latinos represented 
13% of all voters in Colorado, 14% in 
Nevada, 15% in Florida, and 38% in New 
Mexico. Those four states will  likely be 
swing states again in 2012. 

Reapportionment and Changes in 
Electoral Votes

The U.S. Constitution mandates 
the decennial enumeration of the population 
so that “Congressional Representation and 
direct Taxes shall be apportioned among the 
several States…, according to their 
respective Numbers” (Article I, Section 2).  
The Census tabulations are also the basis 
for reapportioning the number Electoral 
College electors.  In 2010, Texas gained 4 
votes, Florida gained two, and Arizona, 
Georgia, Nevada, South Carolina, Utah, 
and Washington each gained one additional 
elector.  On the down side, New York and 
Ohio, lost 2 electoral votes and Illinois, 
Iowa, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Missouri, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania 
each lost one.  

Results of Demographic and Electoral 
Data Analysis

The decision to concentrate on 
the potential impact of demographic change 
on the 2012 election will result in this 
paper’s focus on the Latino population 
because it is the group that is growing most 
rapidly and experiencing rapid changes in 
other areas pertinent to this analysis.    
Michael McDonald has written extensively 
on the estimating the voting-eligible 
population or VEP (See Michael P. 
McDonald and Samuel Popkin, 2001; 
McDonald, 2002; and, McDonald, 2008).  
The use of VEP is an effort to determine a 
better denominator for estimating 
population proportions of voters and 

registrants among the voting age population 
(VAP).  Both VEP and CVAP control for 
the source of the largest factor between 
VEP and VAP, the non-citizen voting age 
population.  VEP also excludes felons and 
parolees who are barred from voting and 
includes estimates of persons in the military 
or civilians living overseas.  The CVAP 
estimates used here are made without 
correcting for these factors.   However, 
McDonald’s VEP data does not identify 
racial or ethnic groups.  Information on race 
and ethnicity provides a very important 
dimension of electoral analysis and will be 
the demographic basis of most of the data 
presented in this paper.

My analysis shows that this is 
indeed the case.  This analysis is based on 
2012 demographics and reapportionment of 
electoral votes which favored states that 
traditionally vote Republican,   Taking all 
these factors into account, if the turnout 
rates and party preferences are the same as 
they were in 2008, Obama will easily win 
the electoral votes and popular votes to be 
reelected.  Of particular note is the fact that 
the Latino vote put Obama over the top in 
the tossup states of Florida, Georgia and 
North Carolina.  It also makes Colorado a 
statistical tie.  

However, the 2010 election was 
very different from 2008.  Turnout was 
much lower and the Republicans won a 
Congressional majority.  The main question 
that this analysis was designed to answer is, 
what will happen in 2012 with the same 
assumptions as in the previous analysis, 
with the exception that if the turnout rate 
will be the same as 2010?   

Under these assumptions, Obama 
still wins but by smaller margins.  The 
Republican vote is now much stronger in 
Colorado.  Under these assumptions, if 
there were no Latino vote, the Republicans 
would also win in North Carolina.  
Interestingly, in a number of states that do 

vote Democratic, the projected Latino vote 
provides the margin of victory. 
Demographic changes have made the 
Latino vote a significant determinant in 
national electoral outcomes.  Candidates 
and analysts, who ignore it, do so at their 
peril.  

Conclusion

In 2008, more than two out three Latinos 
voted for Obama.  If they express the same 
preference in 2012, Latino population 
growth should be good news for Obama.  
My analysis shows that this is indeed the 
case.  This analysis is based on 2012 
demographics and reapportionment of 
electoral votes which favored states that 
traditionally vote Republican,   Taking all 
these factors into account, if the turnout 
rates and party preferences are the same as 
they were in 2008, Obama will easily win 
the electoral votes and popular votes to be 
reelected.  Of particular note is the fact that 
the Latino vote put Obama over the top in 
the tossup states of Florida, Georgia and 
North Carolina.  It also makes Colorado a 
statistical tie.  Under these assumptions, 
Obama still wins but by smaller margins.  
The Republican vote is now much stronger 
in Colorado.  Under these assumptions, if 
there were no Latino vote, the Republicans 
would also win in North Carolina.  
Interestingly, in a number of states that do 
vote Democratic, the projected Latino vote 
provides the margin of victory.  
Demographic changes have made the 
Latino vote a significant determinant in 
national electoral outcomes.  Candidates 
and analysts, who ignore it, do so at their 
peril.
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Democracy is the foundation of 
the United States, a monument to the 
most sacred principles  that Americans 
hold dearly.   It was created by the 
people, for the people, based on the 
premise that, in a democracy,  everyone 
has his or her say. And, in the end, the 
ideas  or candidates  that gain the 
greatest amount of  support reign.

Despite the ideals of liberty and 
equality inherent in our democracy, the 
reality is  that some people are more 
equal than others,  have weightier voices 
than others.

Many Americans  have placed a 
veil over this secret, protective of our 
American mythology.   Many people 
continue to believe that it is  justifiable 
for a select few to be more equal than 
others, holding on to the possibility that 
they, too, will one day be able to join 
the select elite.   The dominant ruling 
class  protects its  interest by indulging 
such views and espousing the belief 
that we live in a true democracy where 
everyone is equal and has identical 
weight in the political process.   And an 
electorate, substantial portions of 
which don’t vote,  further enables this 
farce.

As the nation’s demography has 
shifted dramatically over the last few 
decades with the disproportionate 
growth of nonwhites, especially 

Latinos,  the political landscape has 
shifted.   No, not in the way that nearly 
a decade ago the renowned political 
scientist, Samuel Huntington, feared 
Latinos were a menace to American 
democracy.   Rather, anti-democracy 
forces  have engineered political warfare 
against Latinos and African Americans 
in an effort to minimize the political 
influence that, in a perfect world, 
would accompany their growing 
presence.  And there has been no effort 
to try to mask this  erosion of 
democracy.

How has democracy being 
weakened?

 
First, the minimal progress  that 

Latinos and African Americans gained 
following Civil Rights legislation, has 
been practically eliminated by the 
vilification of affirmative action, done 
under the pretense that this is  actually 
reverse discrimination.   The result of 
this  refusal to level the playing field–or 
to even acknowledge it is uneven–has 
been too many Latinos and African 
Americans  shut out of the American 
opportunity structure.

  Second, the establishment of 
oppressive drug and immigration 
policies over the last several decades 
has led to a massive ballooning of 
incarceration in this country, with 

Latinos and African Americans 
becoming the overwhelming majority 
of people in jails,  prisons,  or on parole 
or probation.   The United States leads 
the world in incarceration rates, 
surpassing the levels in countries we 
commonly disdain as  undemocratic. In 
many cities  around the country, a 
majority of African American males 
are in the criminal justice system.  Very 
conveniently,  a criminal record is 
tantamount to disenfranchisement and 
a life of stigma that blocks people from 
employment, housing, and social 
opportunities.

  Third, as the nation’s  youth 
population is increasingly nonwhite, 
education has become a declining 
priority at the federal and state level.  
Instead of investing in our children as 
our nation’s  future, we are undertaking 
draconian financial cuts in their 
schooling.   In Texas, where Latino 
children now represent the majority of 
kids in public schools, the legislature 
gutted the state’s funding for public 
education by $5.4 billion in its last 
legis lat ive sess ion.   This  wi l l 
undoubtedly exacerbate the low 
educational attainment level and high 
dropout rate among Latino youth.  
tend to be not civically engaged. In 
other words, they have a low 
probability of  voting. 

Continues on Page 10

By 
Rogelio Saenz  

 DR. SAENZ IS DEAN OF THE COLLEGE OF PUBLIC POLICY AND PETER FLAWN PROFESSOR IN THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEMOGRAPHY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT SAN ANTONIO. HE IS ALSO A SOCIOLOGIST AND 

DEMOGRAPHER. 
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Fourth, states around the country, 
most notably Texas, have undertaken 
overt gerrymandering efforts with a 
variety of subterfuge to dilute the 
political potential of Latinos and 
African Americans, whose population 
growth outstrips that of whites. 
N o n w h i t e s a c c o u n t e d f o r 
approximately 90 percent of the 
population growth of Texas between 
2000 and 2010. Yet redistricting maps 
minimized the political influence of 
Latinos, as well as African Americans.

 
Fifth, numerous states around the 

country have passed legislation 
requiring photo identification for 
voting.   The argument has been that 
there is a major problem with people 
taking fa lse ident i t ies to vote.  
Empirical data indicate that this is  not 
a widespread problem, involving a 
minimal number of such cases.   It is 
ironic that in a country where such a 
small share of the electorate votes, 
barriers would be erected to keep 
people from exercising their democratic 
r ight to cast a bal lot .   Very 
conveniently, it is  Latinos, African 
Americans, the poor, the elderly, and 
young people who are most likely to 
lack a government-issued photo 
identification.  Telling is  the fact that in 
Texas, a school photo identification 
card is not a valid voter ID while a 

gun-license identification card is a valid 
voter ID.

 
These efforts, of course are not 

new in this  country. People in power 
have long used a variety of measures to 
k e e p t h e m a r g i n a l i z e d f r o m 
participating in a democratic society.  
The institution of slavery ensured that 
blacks were disenfranchised.   The 
freeing of slaves following the Civil 
War resulted in the construction of Jim 
Crow to guarantee that blacks 
continued being separate, unequal, and 
powerless.  Moreover, poll taxes, helped 
along by such institutions as  the Ku 
Klux Klan and the Texas  Rangers, 
were used to keep out and intimidate 
African American and Latino voters.

 
Contemporary efforts  to shut out 

Latinos and African Americans and, 
more widely, the poor, contribute only 
the latest acid eroding our nation’s 
bedrock of  democracy.






