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immigrants took part in the preelection survey. 
Contact information for respondents was ob-
tained from the marketing research firm 
Geoscape. Individuals identified on Geoscape’s 
Hispanicity index as likely to have emigrated 
from Latin America were contacted at random 
and invited to take part in the investigation 
once it was confirmed that they fit the study 
profile. Both landline and cellular numbers 
were selected (AAPOR RR 4 = 0.31; Cooperation 
Rate = 0.93). Professional bilingual interview-
ers affiliated with the polling firm Latino Deci-
sions conducted the surveys; nearly all (95 per-
cent) were in Spanish.

Following the elections on November 6, 
2012, we contacted as many immigrants as pos-
sible again for another round of interviewing. 
The fielding period for this installment lasted 
until December 20, 2012. Up to fifteen attempts 
were made to reach each respondent. A total 
of 435 participants from the preelection study 
took part in this second round, for a recontact 
rate of 51 percent. This rate is less than what 
is typically obtained in household panel sur-
veys such as the ANES, but it is somewhat bet-
ter than that in recent election- year telephone 
panel surveys of the Mexican- born population 
(see McCann, Cornelius, and Leal 2009; Mc-
Cann and Nishikawa Chávez, forthcoming). As 
noted in the LINES codebook, panel attrition 
biases were relatively minor. Immigrants who 
were politically attentive were slightly more 
likely to take part in the second survey wave, 
as were those who primarily spoke Spanish at 
home. Age, level of formal education, family 
income, gender, naturalization status, the 

The Latino Immigrant National Election Study 
(LINES), conducted in two installments during 
the fall of 2012, is a nationally representative 
telephone survey of foreign- born adult resi-
dents of the United States who emigrated from 
one of the Spanish- speaking countries of Latin 
America. The Russell Sage Foundation, the 
Carnegie Corporation of New York, Purdue 
University, and Cornell University provided 
support for the study. Much of the instrumen-
tation for LINES was adapted from the ques-
tionnaire of the 2012 American National Elec-
tion Study (ANES), so that the political attitudes 
and behaviors of Latino immigrants can be sys-
tematically compared with other groups within 
the United States. Unlike the ANES, sampling 
for LINES was not conditional on civic status 
or voting eligibility.

How politically engaged are Latino immi-
grants vis- à- vis Latinos who were born and 
raised in the United States? Vis- à- vis African 
Americans or Anglos (whites)? Are immigrants 
without voting rights less inclined to take part 
in civic life? Are immigrants who remain in-
volved in politics in their country of birth less 
likely to follow public affairs in the United 
States? Or does engagement in one national 
context complement involvement in the other? 
Such questions, among others, may be exam-
ined as never before through the 2012 LINES. 
The articles in this issue of RSF amply demon-
strate the diverse scholarly literatures to which 
this survey contributes.

The first installment of the study was fielded 
at the height of the campaign season, between 
October 10 and November 5, 2012. In total, 853 
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number of years spent in the United States, 
and frequency of church attendance were not 
significantly correlated with panel attrition.

While this second survey round was being 
administered, an additional 451 Latino immi-
grants were randomly selected and interviewed, 
so that the postelection N is comparable in size 
to that from the preelection wave. The full N 
for LINES is thus 1,304. Interviewing Services 
of America surveyed these fresh 451 postelec-
tion respondents, who were recruited for the 
study using procedures that were identical to 
those employed in the preelection round.

The distributions of socio- demographic 
variables in LINES were compared with those 
of Latino immigrants over eighteen in the 2011 
American Community Survey (ACS). In most 
respects, the LINES sample conformed to the 
ACS, though significant discrepancies were 
found for education, age, and gender. A weight-
ing variable was consequently calculated 
through iterative proportional fitting (that is, 
“raking”). When the LINES data are weighted, 
the distributions for educational group, age 
group, and gender match the ACS. Users wish-
ing to pool LINES with the 2012 ANES may cal-
culate additional weights as needed.

Table A1 provides a breakdown of selected 
social and demographic variables for LINES re-
spondents. These variables have long been as-
sociated with orientations toward politics and 
participation: formal education, family in-
come, gender, age, marital status, country of 

birth, years living in the United States, and 
civic status. For each of these items, variation 
is considerable. Researchers wishing to exam-
ine how socioeconomic resources, exposure to 
American society, or civic status, among other 
factors, shape democratic engagement among 
immigrants have much analytical leverage. At 
the same time, comparative benchmarks from 
the 2012 ANES indicate how foreign- born Lati-
nos differ from the public at large. Most nota-
bly, Latino immigrants tend to be younger, less 
educated, and less affluent.

Nearly all of the telephone contact records 
for LINES respondents also included current 
street addresses. To protect anonymity, these 
addresses cannot be publicly archived. Users 
wishing to incorporate contextual geographi-
cal variables into multilevel analyses may con-
tact the PIs for five- digit Federal Information 
Processing Standard (FIPS) codes, which iden-
tify the counties of residence for respondents. 
In the current version of the study, a number 
of politically relevant county and census tract- 
level variables have been incorporated, includ-
ing age distributions, home values, education 
levels, percent receiving public assistance, and 
size of the noncitizen population. A full listing 
of these variables and the data sources is given 
in table A2. The 2012 LINES is archived for gen-
eral use; citation instructions are given in the 
study codebook. Questions concerning the de-
sign and use of LINES data can be directed to 
the PIs.
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Table A1. Socio-Demographic Profile of Participants 

LINES ANES

Education
Less than high school 49 10
High school graduate 26 30
Some college 16 30
College degree 9 29

Family income (2011)
Less than $20 K 40 15
$20 K to $40 K 25 19
$40 K to $60 K 9 13
$60 K to $80 K 3 12
$80 K to $150 K 2 19
More than $150 K 1 7
No answer 20 17

Gender
Male 52 48
Female 48 52

Age
Eighteen to thirty-four 34 29
Thirty-five to forty-four 26 18
Forty-five to fifty-five 19 17
Fifty-five and older 20 36

Marital Status
Married 59 53
Divorced/separated/widowed 17 26
Never married 24 21

Country of birth N/A
Mexico 68
Central American country 9
Cuba 5
Dominican Republic 5
Other 13

Time in United States N/A
Less than ten years 14
Ten to nineteen years 36
Twenty to twenty-nine years 29
Thirty or more 21

Civic status N/A
Naturalized U.S. citizen 36
Noncitizen, legal permanent resident (LPR) 13
NonCitizen, non-LPR, valid photo ID from  

U.S. government
29

NonCitizen, non-LPR, no valid photo ID from  
U.S. government

22

Source: Authors’ compilation based on ANES 2012 and McCann and Jones-Correa 2012.
Note: Numbers in percentages. Weighted N = 1,306 (LINES) and 2,054 (ANES).
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Table A2. Contextual Variables Currently Incorporated in the 2012 LINES

Variable Name Variable Description Data Source

 otpop Total population 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 
Profile (DP1) 

Tothouse Total housing units 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 
Profile (DP1) 

Over18 Percent over the age of eighteen 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 
Profile (DP1) 

Over65 Percent over the age of sixty-five 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 
Profile (DP1) 

Owner Percent owner occupied housing 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 
Profile (DP1) 

Med_homeval Median home value 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Housing Characteristics in the United States 
(DP04)

Hiq_homeval Home value upper quartile 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Population Tables (B25078)

Lowq_homeval Home value lower quartile 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Population Tables (B25076)

Hsgrad Percent with a high school 
diploma or equivalent

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

Collgrad Percent with a college degree 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

HSgrad_plus Percent with at least a high school 
degree or equivalent

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

collgrad_plus Percent with at least a bachelor’s 
degree

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

foreign Percent foreign born 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

25k Percent making less than $25k 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

50k Percent making $25k to $50k 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

75k Percent making $50k to $75k 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

100k Percent making $75k to $100k 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

150k Percent making $100k to $150k 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)
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150k_pl Percent making $150k or more 
annually

2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

noncitz Percent noncitizens 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

esl Percent ESL speakers 2006–2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

esl_ltvw Percent ESL speakers who speak 
less than very well (less than 
very well/total population)

2006-2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

esl_vw Percent ESL speakers who speak 
very well (very well/total 
population)

2006-2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Social Characteristics in the United States 
(DP02)

medinc Median income 2006-2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Selected 
Economic Characteristics in the United States 
(DP03)

pubast Percent receiving public 
assistance

2006-2010 ACS Five-Year Estimates, Public 
Assistance Income or Food Stamps/SNAP in 
the Past 12 Months for households (B19058)

sqkm Square kilometers 2010 Census TIGER/Line Shapefiles
sqmi Square miles 2010 Census TIGER/Line Shapefiles
latino Percent Hispanic/Latino, 

nonwhite 
2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
black Percent African American 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
native Percent Native American 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
asian Percent Asian 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
white Percent white, non-Hispanic 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
api Percent Asian-Pacific Islander 2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1)
othrace Percent some other racial-ethnic 

group
2010 Census Summary File 1 Demographic 

Profile (DP1) 

Source: Authors’ compilation based on McCann and Jones-Correa 2012.
Note: Contextual variables collected by the firm Latino Decisions. 

Table A2. (cont.)

Variable Name Variable Description Data Source
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