
VOTING
 

The act ofvoting is one of the most importal1t pnV1­
leges of U.S. citizenship Through votlOg, AmericIOs 

are able to choose their leaders and make changes in 

governmental policv. The 15th Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States-ratIfied and en­
acted in 187()-prohiblts federal or state govell1ments 

from infringing on any citizen's nght to vote "on 

account of race, color, or previous conditIon of ser­
vitude." 

However. the federal government also gave each 

state broad powers to set up its own qualificatIOns 

and restrictions for voters. These restrictions vary 
considerably from one state to another, and within 

decades a plethora of insidious tactics were employed 
in an efiort to prevent African Americans and Latino 

Americans from exercising their voting nghts. Con­

sequently, the votll1g rights of Latinos from the 19th 

century welJ lOto the second half of the 20th cen­
tury were frequently the object of arbitrary controls 

inflicted by state legislatures and the wilJ of the state 

majority. These restrictions were most evident in two 
states with fairly SIgnificant H1spanic populations. In 

1894 the people of Calliornia voted to approve an 
English literacy requirement for Califomla's voting 

booth. Because of this test, many native-born Mexi­
can American citizens who were uneducated or 

whose primary language was Spal1lsh were unable 

to vote. In 1'-)01 the Texas legislature passed the polJ 
tax, which required voters to pay $1.75 at the vot­

ing booth, and Il1 November 1'-)02 Texas voters 

ratified the polJ tax by a two-to-one margin. Such 

an expense was equally effective in keepll1g many 

poor T ejanos from exerCIsing their right to vote. In 
effect, the poll tax was able to circumvel1t the nghts 

that had been guaranteed to Tejano citizens by the 

14th Amendment 

At the end of World War II, however, young 
Latino soldiers who had defended Ame1ica on the 

battlefields of Europe and Asia retumed home with 

new 1deas about their rights as ciuzens and, in par­

ticular, about their lights as voters. The American 
Gl Forum. founded in 1'-)48, was organized by Mexi­

can American veterans in Texas who began to 
campaign vigorously to increase electoral participa­
tion of Latinos in the political arena. In an effort to 

get H1spanics to vote, they initiated local "pay your 

polJ tax" dnves to register TeJano voters. In Califor­
111a a similar phenomenon took place. When World 

\Var II veteran Edward R. Roybal ran for a seat on 

the Los Angeles City Council. community activists 
established the CSO (ConU1lLlnity SerVIce Organiza­

tion) The CSO was effective in registering 15,UOO 
new voters in the Latino neighborhoods of Boyle 

Heights, Belvedere, and East Los Angeles. With this 

new-found support, Roybal was able to win the 
1'-)49 election race against the incumbent Anglo 
councilman and become the first Mexican Amen­

can since 1881 to win a seat on the Los Angeles 

City Council. 
The Mexican American Political Association 

(MAPA), founded in Fresno, California, came into 

being In 1959 and drew up a plan for direct elec­

toral politics. MAPA soon became the primary po­
litical voice for the Mexican American community 

of California. Edward Roybal, elected the first presi­
dent of MAPA, would become the first ChICano 

representative to Congress from Los Angeles in the 

20th century, in large part owing to the efforts of 
MAPA and the CSO. 

One of the primary Latino organizations contrib­
uting to increased Latino voter registration on a 

nationwide level was the Southwest Voter Registra­

tion EducatIon Project (SVREP), founded in San 
Antonio, Texas, in 1974. Reminding Latinos that 

the democratic process was their right and privilege, 

the SVREP conducted 2,200 voter registration cam­
paigns in 14 states and initiated "Get-the-vote-out" 

campaigns throughout the Southwest. Because of 

these extraordinary efforts, Latino voter rates in­
creased from 2 million voters in 1'-)74 to 7.7 million 

In 2001. 

In 1'-)81 the National Association ofLatIno Elected 

and Appoll1ted Officials Educational Fund (NALEO) 
was established to promote the integration ofLatino 

immigrants into Amencan society and encourage 

them to become citizens so that they uright partlci­

pate In the electoral process. The efforts of MAPA, 

SVREP, NALEO, and CSO were instrumental in 

the dramatic lOcrease in the Latino electorate that 
took place between 196U and 2UOO. 

On January 23, 1'-)64, the U.S. Congress ratified 

the 24th Amendment to the U.S. Constltution, 
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which stated that "the right of Citizens of the United 

States to vote in ~l1lY primary or other election 

shall not bl' denied or ~lbndged by dIe United States 

or any State by reason of Enlure to pav ,1I1y po]] tax 

.. " The :2-1th Amendment paved the way tor the 

Voting R.lghts Act of 1965, which \V~IS signed mto 

law by President Lyndon B. Johnson on AUb'1.lst 6, 

1l)05. Section :2 of this act prohibited any mte or 

political subdivision of a state tl'om using any "stan­

dard, practice, or procedure" that would result "in 

denial or abridgel1lent of the right of ,my citIZen of 

the United States to vote on Jccount of race or 

color." This act temporarily suspended C~11itoll1ia's 

literacy test, which was subsequently mled ullConsti­

tutioml in 1970 by the Calitomia Superior Court 

The Voting Rights Act had not included a provi­

sion prohibIting poll taxes but had directed the 

attorney general to challenge its LISe. In H'Jrpcr v. 

Vi~~inia Sidle Board of Elections (1960), the Supreme 

Court held Virginia's poll tax to be unconstitutional 

under the 1-1th Aanendment, thus nullifYing Texas's 

poll tax. 

The Voting Rights Act of 1905 gave Africall 

Americans access to the votll1g booth in places where 

access had previously been denied to them and was 

beneficial in increasing the Atrion Arnerican vote 

in the southem states. The N1exIG1l1 American Legal 

Defense and Educ1tlon Fund (MALDEF) and other 

Latino activist groups took note of this tict and beg'1l1 

to lobby intensely for an extemion of the Voting 

Rights Act tor Latinos. On hearing extensIve testi­

mony ~lbout voting chscrimination that had been 

suffered by Hispanic citizens, Congress responded to 

these lobbving efforts in 1l)75 by amending the Vot­

ing R.ights Act to include provIsions that affected 

Latinos and "ll1inority-langu,lge citizens." The re­

vised act now prohibited dlscnminatorv eleniorl 

devices, mcluding both lrterKv tests ,wd poll ta;;l'S. 

The act also req uired bllinf-,'l.lal ballots 111 are,IS where 

a minority group exceeded) percent of the \'l)te, 

and It safeguarded lI1inOlities ,lgJil1St :;errYJJJ'1l1der­

ing scheJJJes that \\ould dilute tire pO\\er of their 

vote. These Je6'1sLltive inrc'[\'elltiom pellllitted the 

Lltlno vot1l1g base to e;;pand ill the \'ears to COl1Je. 

In 1(01) Hispanics represented only .):2 percent 

of the natiol1Jl population. But It \VJS dUling the 

1900 presidential election that the potential Influ­

ence of Latinos 111 very close elections was llrst 

recognized and apprec],1[ed. Early in the veal', "Viva 

Kennedy" clubs were organized by Mexican Amer-
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ican activists In n1l1e s(,Jte, to mpport the election of 

John F. KelJl1edy to the presidency. When the gen­

eral election \vas held Jl1 November, it was one of 

the closest in 11lStory, with Ke'llnedy winning by a 

pluralrty· of only 1-1-1,(,73 votes. With such a small 

margin of VICtory, lll,my pohticl1 ~malysts believe that 

the HispaniC \'ote helped Kennedy to win. Although 

Latinos made up J verv small portion of the elector­

ate, thev voted In large numbers tor Kennedy, who 

received about 1\) percent ot- tire national Hispanic 

\ote. Even more sigl1lficmt was the frct that Kennedy 

receivedl) I percent of the H ispJnic vote in Texas, a 

state With a slgnillcant Mcxlcm Amelican popula­

tion. However, even with the Latmo vote, Kennedy's 

\ictory in Texas W,IS by a razor-thin marf-,rin, having 

carried the state by only -I6,()( I( ) votes. Kennedy also 

cJ.rried Illinois by only l),OOU votes, another state in 

which the Latino vote had been mobilized by the 

Viva Kenne'dy movement. 

With the significJ11t increase l!1 the Lltino popu­

btion, the voting power of Latinos gradually gamed 

in importance over a penod of three decades. The 

table on the toll0wing page Illustrates the evolution 

of the Latino electorate through the preside'ntiJ.l and 

Inidteml elL-ctions trOln 197:2 to :2( 1():2. The' Latino 

VOting Age POI-'ulation (VAP) is the number ofLati­

nos who were qualified by age to vote in Americrn 

elections. Traditionally, only a perCel1t.lge of these 

qLulilled indiViduals actually regrstered to vote (sec­

ond column) ,md the number ofLJ.tinos who actually 

voted W,IS even smJ.ller (third column). 

In Il)BO the SVREP drew a pro tile of the ~Iverage 

JY!c;;ICaI1 Amelican voter in the Southwest. Accord­

Jl1g to thiS prolile, the voter WJ.S an older citizen, 

probably toreign born, \\·ho \\'as ullable to speak En­

glish, li\'ed in a IO\\'-incc)l]le status. and bcked a 

ll)JlII,11 educltlon. Thcse ch,lraetemtlcs L1Sually ty'plfY 

the IlOl1\mer The SV REl) ellso pOJl1te'd out th~lt 1\5 

percent of the Hisp,lIlic voters III I'm() \\ere conccn­

trated In 111ne SUtl'S, \\'hich controlled 193 eJectonl 

vOtes. 71 percellt of thl' .27( I votl', needed to win 

the presldenc\' at that tllne. 

Bv tlle time or-tire I')1\I! ~lresldeIltial election, HIs­

p,II1JC A.lllericans had COIllC to represent 6.-1 percent 

of the national popubtlon, bLlt onlv 56 percent of 

LltJl10 residents age 11\ ,Ind over were actually Amer­

ic,m CItiZens, and, 'lCcording to U.S. Cellsus Bureau 

estimates, onlv 36..3 percellt ofqualified Hispanic citi­

zens \\'ere aetualJv regrstered to vOte. When the 
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THE LATINO VOTING AGE POPULATION,
 
REGISTRATION AND VOTING
 

STATISTICS (1972-2002)
 

Latino Percent of Percentage 
Voting Qualified Number of Latino 

Age Latinos of Latinos VAP that 
Population Registered Who Actually 

Year (VAP) to Vote Voted Voted 

1972 5,616,000 4-1.4 2,l03,000 375 
1974 6,095,000 34.9 1,397,000 229 
1976 6,594,000 37.8 2,098,000 31.8 
1978 6,788,000 32.9 1,593,000 235 
1980 8,210,000 36.3 2,453,000 29.9 
1982 8,765,000 35.3 2,217,000 25.3 
1984 9,471,000 401 3,092,000 326 
1986 11,832,000 35.9 2,866,000 24.2 
1988 12,893,000 355 3,710,000 28.8 
1990 13,756,000 323 2,894,000 21.0 
1992 14,688,000 350 4,238,000 28.9 
1994 17,476,000 31.3 3,522,000 20.2 
1996 18,426,000 357 4,928,000 26.7 
1998 20,321,000 337 4,068,000 20.0 
2000 21,598,000 34.9 5,934,000 27.5 
2002 25,162,000 326 4,747,000 18.9 

Source: Federal Election Commission Web site. 
http:/ /www.fec.gov/pages/raceto.htm 

election took place in November, only 2,453,000 
Latinos~or 29.9 percent-actually voted for presi­
dent. 

According to CBS and Ncw York Times exit polls, 
the Democratic candidate, President Jinuny Carter, 
received more than 60 percent of the Hispanic vote. 
Although his Republican challenger. Ronald Rea­
gan, received only 35 percent of the Hispanic vote, 
he received 80 percent of the vote in the predomi­
nantly Cuban American precincts of southem Florida. 
This was the beginning of a trend that would con­
tinue through all of the presidential elections into 
the 21st century. 

In the presidential elections held between 1972 
and 2000, the vast majority of the Latino electorate 
usually voted for the Democratic candidate. The pri­
mary exception to this trend was the Cuban vote, 
which began to show a distinct preference for the 
Republican Party in the late 1970s and early 1980s. 

Latino Voting Patterns in California 
The evolution of California's Latino electorate from 
1960 to 2000 is a significant event 111 the political 
arena. In 1961, after the redistricting of the Los An­
geles, political boundaries took place based on the 
1960 census, the Hispanic vote was essentially frag­

men ted. Even the majority Chicano community of 
East Los Angeles was not able to send Hispanic rep­
resentatives to Sacramento or Washington, D.C. 
Gerrymandering had split greater East Los Angeles 
into nine different Assembly districts, seven state Sen­
ate districts, and six different congressional districts. 
Most of these districts were combined with neigh­
boring Anglo communities so that Hispanics rarely 
made up more than 20 percent of anyone dlstrict's 
population. This district manipulation was effective 
111 diminishing the Latino vote and, as a result, very 
few Chicano candidates were elected to state or fed­
eral positions during the next 20 years. 

In the 1970 census, the Chicano population of 
California was tallied at 2,369,292. Although Lati­
nos at that time made up 10.8 percent of the state's 
total population, their voting power was dramati­
cally reduced by the presence of 490,892 foreign­
bom Hispamcs, who represented 22.9 percent of the 
total Hispanic population. Many of these people were 
not citizens and were therefore ineligible for Amer­
ican voting privileges. This represented a significant 
stumbling block in electing Chicanos to public of­
fice. 

In 1994 the controversial California ballot mea­
sure Proposition 187-also referred to as the "Illegal 
Immigration Act"-represented a challenge to all 
California Latinos. Proposition 187 was the first of 
several legislative initiatives that were directed against 
immigrant groups in California. Although the provi­
sions of the proposition were specifically directed at 
undocumented residents of California, many Lati­
nos saw the initiative as the hallmark of an anti­
Hispanic vendetta directed at the entire Latino 
community. Proposition 187 aroused passions among 
Latino voters throughout California and led to a 
flurry of naturalizations and voter registrations. Ac­
cording to INS (Immigration and Naturalization 
Service) statistics, a record 879,000 inmJigrant adults 
had been naturalized in California between 1994 and 
1997. These new citizens led to a dramatic increase 
in the number of voters who had been naturalized. 
In 1992 foreign-born Latino voters made up only 
19 percent of Latino voters in California; by 1996 
this had increased dramatically to 32.9 percent. 

The 1996 Presidential Election 
At the time of the 1996 preSidential election, the 
Latino voting-age population of the United States 
had reached 18,426,000, but only 11,209,000 of 



these HlspJJ1lcS were citizens qu,1litled to vote, Jnd 
of this group only 6,573,1J()(! were registered to \'ote. 

Almost h(j percent of the Lltinos regIstered to vote 
Lived in tour cruciJI stJtes: CJlifomiJ (2.1 million vot­
ers), TexJS (1.h million), FloridJ (570,l1()O), ,llld New 
York (540,(jOO). During the 100()s, these tour states 

held 133 electoLd votes between them: CalitorniJ 
(47 votes), Texcls (20), New York (3(l), and Florid,l 

(21). However, the number of HispJnics who actu­
ally voted in the election of 10% was 4,028,1)( J( J, 

representing 2h.7 percent of the total Latino POPUL1­
tion. The Latino electorate voted overwhelmingly 
Democratic, with Bill Clinton winning 71 percent 
of the Hispanic votes. The Republican senJtor Bob 
Dole received only 21 percent, \vhile j() percent of 

the vote went to third-party CJndidates. 
The Cuban vote in FloridJ turned out to be an 

importJnt factor in Clinton's reelection. Clinton re­
ceived 35 percent of the traditionJlly Republican 
Cuban American vote, J 15-percentage-point im­
provement over his 1902 showing. This vote helped 
Clinton to win the state, \vhich no Democrat had 
won since 1976. In Arizona, Clinton Jlso won 00 
percent of the Latino vote, lllaking him the tlrst 
Democrat to win the state since 1048. 

Many political analysts believe that the poor shO\v­
ing of the Republican PJrty in the 100h elections 
WJS related to the anti-illllnigrant proposals that were 
sweeping the country during the mid-1000s. For 
Cuban, Mexican, and Central American immigrants, 
the pJssage of the so-called Weltare Law in 10%~ 

which excluded noncitizen inllnigDnts trom n1Jny 
benetlts~represented a personal attack on them. 

The 2000 Presidential Election 
In the controversial presidentiJI election of 21)( J(!, the 

Democratic candidJte, Vice Presidel1t Albert Gore, 
Jr., ran agJinst George W. 13ush, the RepubliclIl C1l1­
didate, Candidate 13mh lost the popubr \'ote b\ 
53Y,Wn votes but \\'on the elector,d \"(lte by a LlZor­
thin nursrin of 271 to 2()(J, thus secunng the presi­
dency. Mmy analysts believed that the outcome of 

this election was int1uenced lw evel1ts that took pbce 
in Florida's Cuban Americ1l1 communirv months 

earlier. 
In 10Y0 a six-ye,lr-old Cub,1l1 bov named Elian 

Gonzalez had been picked up otT the Flond,1 coast 
after his mother and other Cuban reti,lgees died when 
their boat capsized after fleeing C1stro's Cuba. Mi­
ami-based Cuban relatives of Elian had gained con-
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trol of the voung boy and campaigned Vigorously to 
keep him from being returned to his t:lther in Cuba. 
HO\\"t'ver, in April 2000, the Clinton administration 

enraged Miami's Cuban community when federal 
,1gents seized Elian in a dramatic predawn raid. In 
June 2000, ,1tter several court battles, E1Lm was re­

tumed to Cuba with his tither. The anger directed 
towclrd Clinton and the Democratic Party caused 
many Cuban American citizel1S~both Democratic 
and Republican~to cast their votes tor George W. 

13ush. Nationwide, 67 percent of Latinos cast their 
votes tor Gore, but in Florida he received only 10 
percent of the Cuban vote~and lost Florida by a 
mere 537 votes. Out of 802,000 Latinos registered 
to vote in Florida, 678,OO(j showed up at the polling 

booths. This impressive tumout was attributed to the 
reaction against the Clinton administration's handling 

of the Elian Gonzalez case. 
In California, the state with the largest number of 

electoral votes (54) and the largest numbel of Latino 
voters, the Latino population in 2000 reached al­
most 11 million or 32.4 percent of the total state 
population. However, since many in this population 
were under 18 or non-U.S. citizens, only 3 million 
of California's Hispanic residents \vere registered to 
vote, of which 1.6 million actually voted in the 2000 

election, a significant increase from previous elec­
tions. Mexican Americans represented more than 77 
percent of the Hispanic population in Califomia and 
were brgely Democratic in their party affiliation, out­
numbering Latino Republicans by almost three to 
one (60 percent to 22 percent). Another 18 percent 
of the state's Lltinos were either nonpartisan or reg­
istered with ,mother party. 

In 20()() New York contained the third-largest 

concentration of Hispanic voters, 8.2 percent of the 
state electorate. An estim,lted hl)3,OO(1 Latinos were 

registered ,It the time of the 2000 presidential elec­
tion and 5112,1 I( J(! cast baIlots, representing 2Y.4 per­

cent of the total LltIno POpubtlon. As a group, 
Puc'rto RlClns ,1l1d Domilllc1l1s usually vote tor 
DemocLltic cmdldates. In the 21 I( 10 presidentiJI elec­

tiOIl, Puerto Ricans in New York gave Gore SO 
percellt of their \"elte, whde 13ush received only 1S 
percent. With 33 electoral votes, New York repre­

.sents one of the most imponant states in the electoral 

process. 
In ,Jil, 5,Y34,1)(J( I Hispanic \'oters went to the polls 

in the 2(11 I( 1 election, representing 27.5 percent of 

the Hispanic voting age population. Overall, anJ­
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Vote! It's Your Business 

Vote for Pro-Business Candidates 

For more information about registration, voting and 
absentee ballots, contact your local registrar's office or 

visit www.voteforbusiness.Cc_~.!I. 

VOTE! 
It's Your Business 
CS Chamber of Commerce 

Associated Builders and Contractors. Inc. 

iVote! Es tu negocio 

Vote para los candidatos pro-comercio 

Para mas informacion sobre la inseripcion, votacion, y 
voto por correo. favor de contactar a su oficina de 

inscripeion local 0 visite nuestra pagina web, 
_.voteforbusiness-,,-c;:~. 

VOTE! 
lfs Your Business 
CS Chamber of Commerce 

_-',f As~ciated Bu;lde~ and Con"'acto~. Inc.I 

, L':, CHAMBElt (IF COMMERCE/AP/\\"IDE WORlD PHOTOS 

English-Spanish flyer directs voters to a Web-based voter guide. 

lysts still considered the Latino turnout in the 2000 

ejection disappoint1l1g when compared with regis­

tered voter turnout 111 other groups: while white 

(non-Hispanic) registered voters participated at a rate 
of86.9 percent, A£i1Can Americans voted at 85.3 per­

cent, ASians at 83.8 percent, and Latinos at 79.3 

percent. Similarly. whites led Latino registration by 

at least 15 percentage points. 
Numerous factors contributed to the low repre­

sentatlon of Latinos at the voting booth in 2000. One 
factor \vas that the Latino population was overwhelm­

ingly young (representing 39.4 percent of the overall 
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2000 vote). More importantly. in 2000. 39 percent 
of the Latino voting-age population were stIll non­
citizens and therefore ineligible to vote in the presI­
dential election. Although naturalizations of Latinos 
increased dramatically during the 1990s, studies indi­
cated that naturalized citizens were less likely to 

register to vote (35 percent) and less likely to vote 
(26 percent) than native-born citizens. Another ob­
stacle to Latino participation in the nation's electoral 
process was the language barrier, complicated by the 
availability of bilingual ballots in some states. In the 
early years of the ~ 1st century, many Latino-cen­
tered interest groups began to work diligently to 
overcome these obstacles and to prepare for the up­
coming tide of Latino political influence. 

In the past tew elections Latino organizations have 
become actively involved in efforts to mobilize Lati~ 

nos to vote by urging eligible persons to register, to 
vote, and to become naturalized. For many elections, 
such as the Calitomia gubernatorial recall election of 
October 2003, these efforts produced a strong Latino 
turnout at the polls. A similar effect was felt in 2004, 
when a number of organizations pushed to increase 
Latino voter representation m states as diverse as Illi­
nois, Wisconsin, Florida, and New York. 

The 2004 preSidential eleetlon posed important 
issues for both political parties. Senator John Kerry, 
the Democratic candidate, and the Democratic Party 
were hopeful that Latinos would vote Democratic 
m as high percentages as they did in the 2000 presi­
dential election. But RepubEcans also courted the 
Latino vote, hoping to raise the percentage of lati­
nos voting for Republicans toward the 50 percent 
mark. Both candidates, President George W. Bush 
and Senator Kerry, spent unprecedented sums on 
Spanish-language advertisements in an effort to lure 
Spanish-speakmg voters. By the time the voting 
booths had closed on November 2. 2()()4, more than 
7.6 million Latinos had voted, em increase of 1.6 mil­
lion from 200U. According to one exit poll by the 
William C Velasquez Institute, in 11 states, 67.7 per­
cent of Latino voters supported KelTY. Other national 
polls suggested that 44 percent of Latinos had voted 
lor Bush. [n addition, two Latinos \\ere elected to 
the U.S. Senate, Democrat Ken Salazar of Colorado 
and Republican Mel Martinez of Florida,' the first 
Latinos to serve in the U.S. Senate since 1977. 

What are the party loyalties nurtured by the Latino 
minorityl [n spite of the traditional support of His­
panics for the Democratic Party, the Latino comrnu-
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11lty as a whole cannot be characterized as a monolithic 
group. Across the nation, the Latmo population dif­
iers with regard to their views on economic, SOCIal, 
cultural, and political issues; and their views cannot 
be allocated mto convenient political compartments. 
Some studies reveal that a large proportion of lati­
nos tend to tavor the Democratic Party-on eco­
nomic and social issues, for example-while others 
tavor more conservative values that are more consis­
tent with the Republican Party on issues such as 
abortion, divorce, religion, and gay rights. 

Latino Democrats tend to be more socially con­
servative than other Democrats, and Latino Repub­
licans otten take a more liberal stand on taxes and 
the size of government than non-Latino members 

of that party. Therefore, even within circumscribed 
political groups, Latinos are not easily represented. 
And although one could identifY areas of consensus 
on issues that concern the majority of Latinos, such 
as education, health policies, bilingual education, and 
economic policies, the consensus breaks down con­
Siderably when one looks at age, national origin, and 
length of time in the United States. On cultural and 
social issues, Latinos' voting patterns cannot nicely 
be plotted on a statistical scale that would offer ei­
ther party comlort. [f there is one thing that can be 
predicted with accuracy in this context, it is that the 
"Latino voter" model is a myth. The potential for 
capitalizing on Latinos' voting power clearly exists; 
however, the impetus is likely to come from the vot­
ers and organizations representing Latinos rather than 
from the parties. 

At the da\'m of the 21st century, the Latino voter 
comes trom a multitude of corrununities, with di­
verse cultural, economic, social, and educational 
experiences. The three major Latino groups are 
Mexicans-representing ,llinost 60 percent of all Lati­
nos-Puerto Ricans, and Cubans. The rest of the 
Latino population is dispersed among different na­
tionalities, mostly trom Central and South America. 
Expelts point out that political candidates Will have 
to learn the various regional, cultural, and political 
differences among HispaIllcs rather than treat them 
,IS a monolithic group. 

Although btmos live in all 50 states, the largest 
concentration is found in California and Texas. Lati­
nos also make up significant minorities in New York, 
Flonda, lllinois, Arizona, New Mexico, and New 
Jersey. The presence of a large number of eEgible 
Latino voters m these states has tremendous poten­
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tial for affecting national politics, pnmarilY because 

these states control almost 711 percent of the impor­

tant Electoral College votes. Politicians and analysts 

realize that the Laono electorate cannot be ignored 

and, 111 fact, may plav a pivotal role in all future elec­

tions. Latinos are expected to number 53 million by 
2()2( I and 97 million-roughly one-quarter of the 

population-by 2()5( I. With such incredIble growth 

rates anticipated. it IS widelv expected that in some 
areas of the counrry. Latmos will actually become 

the pllmary policymakers. 
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