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Abstract: Problem statement: Previous studies on attitudes toward capital punestt are heavily
focused on comparisons between blacks and whitgslittle attention to the Latino population. This
is problematic given the rapid growth of Latino ptagion who is now the largest and fastest-growing
ethnic minority in the United StateApproach: Empirical studies devoted exclusively to studying
Latinos’ attitude toward capital punishment are famd thus, | focus on exclusively examining the
Latino population utilizing 2007 Hispanic Religiddurvey, which is the most recent survey that
includes questions on Latinos’ attitude toward tappunishmentResults: | found that Latinos’
attitude toward capital punishment is driven byimas demographic, religious and cultural factors.
The most influential factors were gender, religaomd the country of originConclusion: Very few
studies have examined Latinos’ attitude toward igréhjustice policies in general and this study
should be extended to study other criminal jugtickcies as well.
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INTRODUCTION Convention disputes. In response to the President’s
memo, the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals, the

In 1997, a Mexican national, Jose Medellin, WaShighest criminal court in Texas, handed down a
convicted and sentenced to death in the state ©isTe e ision in November 2006 stating that the Presiden

for rape and murder of two teenage girls. What €Em iy not have the authority to impose the ICJ-

like a typical capital case received internationalyangated requirements on state courts and dismissed

attention when Medellin's attorneys appealed hiSyieqellin's appeal for relief. Then in March 2008gt
conviction on the ground that he had not been advis | g Supreme Court agreed with the Texas court’s

of his Vienna Convention right to notify his cors  jecision stating that the President did not have

(Harry, 2000). His conviction was upheld by the g ihqrity to impose ICJ requirements and, further,
appellate courts in Texas but in 2003, Mexico briw  jeq that the Vienna Convention protocols were not
lawsuit agalnsF the United States in the Intermmio. binding because they have not been implemented by
Court of Justice (hereafter, ICJ) on behalf of 'tSCongress in the past. Accordingly, Medellin's agpea

nationals, including Jose Medellin, who were cotedc 55 ejected and he was executed in Texas in August
and sentenced to death in the United States. MeX'CQOOS.

glafim%d that :chﬁ L_Jn\i;gd Staées had .fa”e?' :]O nm This case reignited the international controversy
efendants of their Vienna Convention right an surrounding capital punishment in the United Stafes

ruled in favor of Mexico ordering the United States L . . .
i : : majority of western democracies reject capital
review and reconsider their cases. In response

President George W. Bush signed a memorandum iRunlsh_me_nt in law or pra<_:t|ce and in 1999, the UN
2005 affirming that the United States would comply COmmission on Human Rights called for a worldwide
with the binding decision of the ICJ and announiied ~ MOratorium on executions (Dieter, 1999). Against
state courts would be required to review the caionis ~ this backdrop, the United States accounts for a
of those Mexican nationals who had not been advisefajority of executions with three other countries-
of their Vienna Convention rights. Interestinghppet China, Iran and Saudi Arabia (Al, 2004). There are
United States also withdrew from the Optional Pcoto many arguments for and against capital punishment
to the Vienna Convention Rights that requiredin the United States but the most notable stanéard
governments to accept ICJ decisions in Viennadetermining the constitutionality of capital
79



J. Social i, 8 (1): 79-84, 2012

punishment was noted by Chief Justice Wariign person will favor the death penalty. Very intenegly,
Trop v. Dulles 1958. they found that that racial prejudice polarized the
In this case, Warren argued that the meaning oWhites’ support in the context of racial contachites
“cruel and unusual” punishment should be settled byvho expressed high levels of prejudice againstcafri
the “evolving standards of decencghd accordingly, Americans showed stronger support for the death
the U.S. Supreme Court has responded to domestic aenalty when the racial contact increased while the
international pressures in capital punishment casesupport dropped for those with little prejudice whbe
(McGarrell and Sandys, 1996). Though Medellin andracial contact increased (Sogsal., 2003). In addition,
other Mexican nationals’ convictions were not Peffley and Hurwitz's (2007) examination of intesil
overturned, the Supreme Court has acquiesced to tfiifferences in their responses to issue framing
international pressure on the U.S. by ruling againsdemonstrated that whites and African Americans
execution of juveniles and mentally handicapped. Irresponded very differently to arguments againsttabp
fact, the Supreme Court specifically justified its Punishment. Respondents were exposed to racial and
decision noting that national and internationalgeneral arguments against capital punishment asd, a
consensus had developed against the executioresé th the authors had expected, African Americans were
categories of defendants. Nonetheless, the Amésicanshown to be significantly more receptive to arguteen
support for the death penalty has remained stronggainst the death penalty than whites were. Whites
Public support rate for death penalty has variethen appeared to be “resistant to persuasion” when ptede
range of sixty to seventy percent since the 1930ith arguments against the death penalty and furthe
peaking in the 1990s at around 80% (Harry, 2000their support for the death penalty actually insezha
Ellsworth and Gross, 1994). The support for capitawhen presented with the racial argument (Peffleg an
punishment has dropped slightly in recent yearsdamiHurwitz, 2007).
concerns over erroneous convictions ultimately It is unfortunate that the knowledge provided in
resulting in the release of death row inmates wieoew these studies are limited to two racial groups aatl
wrongfully convicted (Dwyer et al., 2000). €nough scholarly attention has been paid to howroth
Nonetheless, the majority of Americans, at arousthp racial groups perceive capital punishment. Thus, |
remains supportive of capital punishment according intend to examine the factors that influence Latino
the 2006 Gallup survey (Gallup and Newport, 2007)the largest and the fastest-growing ethnic minoirity
Because of the substantial effect that public apiias  the United States, perception of capital punishment
on policy outcomes in the United States, especially
regarding death penalty (Norrander, 2000; Sharp919 Latinos’ attitude toward capital punishment: The
McGarrell and Sandys, 1996), the scholars havevestro rapid growth of Latino population in the last seer

to identify the factors that influence public ominion ~ decades has generated interest in the politicélides
capital punishment. and beliefs of Latinos (Heret al., 2000; Martinez-

Eberset al., 2000; Branton, 2007) but the scholarly
Public support for capital punishment in the United ~ attention has largely been focused on Latinos’ viéw
States: Previous studies on public support for capitalimmigration policies and bilingualism and very few
punishment heavily focused on comparison of thehave been devoted to examining Latinos’ perspective
patterns of support among whites and Africancriminal justice policies (Martinez-Ebegs al., 2000).
Americans (Peffley and Hurwitz, 2007; Hurwitz and This must be reconciled for several reasons. First,
Peffley, 2005; Soset al., 2003; Barkan and Cohn, Latinos are the largest ethnic minority group ire th
1994) because this has become a racial issue in thénited States and thus, our understanding of public
minds of the mass public in the United States (Setar support toward death penalty cannot be completexwhe
al., 1997; Young, 1991). The Bureau of Justicewe exclude Latinos. In addition, the increase itina
Statistics record shows that the proportion of ¢ri ~ population has inevitably accounted for a non-alivi
Americans on death rows is far in excess of theifevel of increase in the proportion of Latinos ceath
general population proportion and the whites temd t row. According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
express stronger support than African Americanh(Co Which began to differentiate Latinos from the gaher
et al., 1991). Specifically, Sosat al. (2003) examined category of “whites” from the 1990s, Latinos corspd
whether demographics, political values and raciapbout 8% of defendants on death row in the mid-$990
attitudes influence whites’ support for capital it has increased to 10% in 2000, 13% in 2004 arid 11
punishment and found that racial prejudice andataci in 2006. Consequently, other countries, e.g. Mexice
contact bore significant impact on whether a whiteeXpressing more concerns regarding the execution of
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their nationals in the United States and have ptete producing a nationally representative sample ofl&,0
on a number of occasions (see e.g., Medellin vagex Latino respondents age 18 and older. This is thetmo
Thus, although there is no concrete evidence theihdé  recent and largest Latino survey of attitudes and i
interest in capital punishment has grown in respdns contains a section addressing political issues ragd
the increasing proportion of Latinos on death rovwsi dependent variable is derived from the following
nonetheless important to examine Latinos’ perspecti survey question: Do you favor or oppose the death
on capital punishment. penalty for persons convicted of murder? This is a
Uhlaner and Garcia’s (2002) study is one of fewdichotomous variable coded 1 for favoring and O for
studies that examined Latinos’ support for capitalopposing death penalty.
punishment and surprisingly, they found Latinoshé&o
more supportive of capital punishment than whites oHypotheses: Based on previous literature, | expect
African Americans. More recently, Sanchez (2006)Latinos’ support for capital punishment to vary by
provided a more systematic analysis of Latinowtts demographic, cultural and ideological factors: gand
across various issue areas including death pebalty education, income, religion, party identification,
much of his findings are not consistent with nativity, primary language and national origin. Fub
conventional wisdom regarding Latino partisanship. ~ ©OpPinion polls of general population routinely find
purported to determine whether “group consciougnessStronger support among men than among women
had a significant impact on Latinos’ attitudes tedva (L€Ster, 1998) and thus, | expect Latino males to
various public policy issues; group consciousness jexpress stronger support for the death penalty.IeWh|

developed when members of a group develops a seng(fg

of affinity and group identification, which leadbet high-i |
group to become more politically active (Sanchez expect high-income people to express stronger stppo
2006). Sanchez (2008) predicted the grou for capltal punlshmgnt because hlg_h—lncome peope a
: . OUBnore likely to experience the benefits of staterdfto
consciousness  to hav_e an impact on the po'_'t'callnaintain order and punish violent crinféhe impact of
attitudes of Latinos in salient policy areas, i.e. gjigion on political opinion tends to vary consialely
immigration and bilingual education, since group 5cross issue areas and in the area of death penalty
consciousness generates political activity. Hetiled  nolicy, two specific groups stand out: Catholicsdan
abortion and capital punishment as non-salientnbati protestant Christians. The official Catholic dawriis
issues and found that group consciousness did n@et against capital punishment whereas Protestant
significantly influence the Latino views on nonisat  Christians tend to adopt conservative positions on
issues. Instead, he found that Latinos supportdpital  social issues, including capital punishment. A nigjo
punishment varied according to some demographiof Latinos are Catholics and accordingly, | expect
factors. Specifically, he found that the oppositiorthe  Catholic Latinos to be less supportive of the death
death penalty was greater for males, Catholics,-U.Spenalty. Traditionally, ideological conservativesda
born, English-proficient Latinos. This is contraty ~ Republicans have been more supportive of capital
other studies in several aspects. For examplepinedf ~punishment but a majority of Latinos identify
Cuban Latinos to be more opposed to death penaltpemselves as Democrats (Alvarez and Bedolla,
when compared to other Latino groups but Cubarf003; Cainet al., 1991; Nicholson and Segura,
Latinos are deemed to be more conservative thaer oth2006). Thus, | expect to see a generally low |efel
Latino groups (Alvarez and Bedolla, 2003; LeighleySuPport for death penalty among Latinos and
and Vedlitz, 1999). Given the small number of stsdi €SPecially for Democrat Latinos.
devoted to the examination of Latinos’ attitude aoev The investigation of Latinos’ attitude toward
capital punishment and the inconsistency in theifigs capital punishment must also account for their uaiq

| delve exclusivelv into this issue by closely exai cultural factors. About a half of Latino population
yn e y y g growth is accountable to immigration and previous
the most recent public opinion survey of Latinos.

studies have found that foreign-born Latinos tead t
identify with the Democratic Party more than U.8rib
MATERIALS AND METHODS Latinos (Branton, 2007). Additionally, Latino attites
) ) ) tend to resemble the ideological values of whites a
The data for this analysis was obtained from thepey hecome more “attuned to American culturaltgrai
2007 Hispanic Religion Survey conducted by the Pewgnd practices (Hoodt al., 1997).” Thus, | expect
Hispanic Center and the Pew Forum on Religion angnglish-dominant, U.S. born Latinos to express
Public Life. Bilingual telephone interviewing was stronger support for capital punishment contrary to
conducted between August 10 and October 4, 2008anchez’'s (2006) findings-he found that English-
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dominant, U.S. born Latino_s were _Iess supportivth_ef I ran logistic regression to more accurately
death penalty. It would be interesting to see wéeltis  getermine the factors that influence Lationo’ suppo

findings hold up in this analy3|s. Latinos are alsogq, capital punishment and the results are predeinte
notable for their rich and diverse national andural . S :
Table 4. The logit estimation results show that fiv

backgrounds (Alvarez and Bedolla, 2003; Leighlegt an ~ ™ . .
Vedlitz, 1999) and most notably, Cuban Latinos’ Varables-gender, income, Catholics, Cubans and
political attitudes diverge substantially from athe religiosity-are statistically significant. Latino ates
Latino groups originating from Central and Southwere more supportive of capital punishment than
American nations (Lopez, 2008; Nuno, 2007). Thus, females and the support for capital punishment
expect support level to vary across Latino sub-gsou increased as the income increased. Mexicans, the
specifically for Cuban Americans to exhibit highest largest Latino sub-group, was not distinguishabéenf
level of support than any other Latino sub-groups. other Latino groups in their support for death figna
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION while Cubans were strongly supportive of death
] . penalty. Interestingly, Catholic Latinos were more
| first conducted a crosstabulation of survey sypportive of death penalty but | believe thisaisgely
responses on three variables that | suspect t0 begl,e 1o the fact that the majority of Latinos idénti
greatest impact: religion, party identification andthemselves as Catholics and in fact, two-thirds of

natlonal. origin. Re;ults_.corresponded- W'th. myrespondents in this survey identified themselves as
expectation for party identification and nationaign Catholics. To account for this, | have also incllide

but thg oppo§|te was true for religion. Table lvehthat measure of religiosity-church attendance-and fahadl
Catholic Latinos were more favorable toward death

penalty while Protestant Catholics were more oppdse more "religious” Latinos, i.e., thqse who attendixh
death penalty. | expected Catholics to be more sggbo frequently, were less S‘%pp"ft"’e of death penalty
to death penalty since the Catholic Church offigial whet_her. they are Cathths or Erotestants. Muc_h of
opposes death penalty. Table 2 shows the breakdéwn MY findings were consistent with my expectations
Lations’ support based on party identification smsi @nd confirmed conventional wisdom regarding
expected, the Republican Latinos expressed strongéatino partisanship while discrediting some  of
support for death penalty. As shown on Table 3,a@ub Sanchez’s findings from 2006. While his study is
Latinos stood out from other Latino groups by beinginvaluable in many aspects, it should be noted that
more supportive of death penalty. Other Central andhis findings regarding Latinos’ attitude toward
South American Latinos were more or less evenlycapital punishment, at best, needs to be reeanin
divided on the issue. | found that Latinos’ suppfort

death penalty is a complex issue that needs t@b@d  Taple 4: Logit analysis of Latinos’ support for éappunishment

deeper and thus | proceeded to a multivariate aisaly  Independent Variables Estimates (Standard error)
Gender 0.377**
Table 1: Latinos’ support for capital punishmentrelgion ] -0.101
Other No Don't know Education -0.060
Catholic (%) Protestant (%) religions (%) religith) / Refused (%) Total (%) -0.074
Favor 46.5 40.3 39.6 47.3 47.1 44.4 Income 0.123*
Oppose 41.9 50.0 47.4 41.4 35.3 44.3 -0.062
Don't know/ 11.6 9.8 13.0 11.3 17.6 11.3 U.S. born -0.363
Refused " _0'203
Total 20250  1111.0 285.0 493.0 102.0 4016.0 Primary language 0.107
Table 2: Latinos’ support for capital punishmentRip Catholic boél:%];**
Republican Democrat Independent Other Don't know/otal _0"101
(%) (%) (%) (%) _ Refused (%) (%) Church attendance -0.2971 %
Favor 56.4 41.8 483 413 348 44.4 .0.076
Oppose  36.6 48.8 43.2 47.6 42.9 44.3 . T :
Don't know/ 6.9 9.4 85 111 220 113 Party identification -0.055
Refused X -0.057
Total 732.0 1388.0 835.0 288.0 773.0 4016.0 Mexican -0.157
-0.116
Table 3: Latinos’ support for capital punishmentriayional origin Cuban 0()-5195%**
Mexican Cuban Other Central/ Other  Don't know/ Tota Constant :0'150
(%) (%) South American (%) (%) Refused (%) (%) _0' 254
Favor 44.4 59.3 40.6 65.8 37.0 44.4 N y
Oppose  45.3 304 474 159 483 44.3 ﬁ“mlbfrl.?]f okéservanons 1 1%1711&%00
Don't know/ 10.3 100 11.9 40 138 11.3 0g-likelinoo - .
Refused Pseudo R 0.036
Total 1502.0 460.0 1508.0 126.0 29.0 4016.0 *: p<.05; **: p<0.01; ***: p<0.001
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CONCLUSION Branton, R., 2007. Latino attitudes toward variatsas
of public policy: The importance of acculturation.
Latinos are the largest and fastest-growing ethnic  Political Res. Q., 60: 293-303. DOI:
minority in the United States surpassing the nundfer 10.1177/1065912907301983
African-Americans and demographers are predictingCain, B.E., D. Roderick Kiewiet and C.J. Uhlaner,

Latino populations to triple in size by the year5a0 1991. The acquisition of partisanship by Latinos
(Hero et al., 2000; Passel and Cohn, 2008).  and Asian Americans. Am. J. Politic. Sci., 35: 390-
Accordingly, more scholarly attention is being p#id 422.

political attitudes of Latino population (Connaugyt Cohn, S.F., S.E. Barkan and W.E. Haltman, 1991.
2005; Heroet al., 2000; Desipio, 1998) but only a few Punitive attitudes toward criminals: Racial

have examined Latinos’ perspective of various aranhi consensus or racial conflict? Soc. Problems, 38:
justice policies (Uhlaner and Garcia, 2002; Sanchez 287-96

2006).' In tthr:S sftudty, ' tﬁp?cific%lly focusLe(:_ or] Connaughton, S.L., 2005. Inviting Latino Votersrtiya
examining € factors at influence Latinos Messages and Latino Party Identification. Ist Edn.,

perspective on capital punishment and found that a Routledae. New York. ISBN-10° 0415971829 .
complex array of factors-demographic, cultural and 205 ge, ' ' » PP:

religious-influences Latinos’ view on capital D
punishment. Males and Cubans were more supportive as a new electorate. Ist Edn., University of Virgin

.Of capital punishment anq the likelihood of support Press, Charlottesville, Va., ISBN-10: 0813918294
increased as the income increased. The opposite was pp: 228

true_for ‘religious” Latin_os th attended religious Dieter, R.C., 1999. International Perspectives ba t
services frequently. Most mte_restlngly, | alsorid_uhat Death Penalty: A Costly Isolation for the U.S. Ist
Catholics were more supportive of capital punishtmen Edn Death. Penalty Information C.er;ter

which goes against the official doctrine of the Hedit : .

: . Washington, D.C., pp: 43.
Church. This study can and should be applied and, . "5 I%J Neufelgpand B. Scheck, 2000. Actual
extended on various grounds. First, it shc_)ulq be Inr’10c.énc'e'. Five Days to'Executio,n and. Other
extended to study Latino perspectives on otherinem Dispatcheé from the Wrongly Convicted. Ist Edn.,

justice policies, e.g. sentencing disparities andy j o pieday, New York, ISBN-10: 038549341X
selection bias, since most criminal justice litaratonly - 297 ' ' |

includ isons between blacks and whites payi 2
Inciude comparisons between blacks and Whites BayiNg)is\yorth, P.C. and S.R. Gross, 1994. Hardeninthef

only a marginal attention to Latinos (Martinez-Eber . . : g
" o Attitudes: Americans’ views on the death penalty.
al., 2000). In addition, more surveys should be z¢ii J. Soc. Iss., 50: 19-52. DOI: 10.1111/j.1540-

to confirm my findings. It would especially be hilp 4560 1994 th02409 x

to over-sample South and Central American Latino%allu AM. and E. Newport. 2007. The Galluo Poll:
other than Mexicans to determine possible variation P?J’b”('; dpinion .Ist Ec?n 'Rowmén and Littlgfield.

within those groups. Lastly, | want to note thatxpect Lanham, Md., ISBN-10: 0742558762 pp: 572

Latinos’ interest in capital punishment to intepsif P oo
: . Harry, J.L., 2000. Death penalty disquiet stirsiarat
the future for the number of Latinos on death rew i Corrections Today, 62: 122-28.

increasing in conjunction with Latino population Hero, R., F.C. Garcia, J. Garcia and H. Pachonp200
growth; and the pressure from the international Latino Participation, Partisanship and Office

community to eliminate capital punishment will Holding. PS: Polit. Sci. Polit., 33: 529-34
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