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Operator:
Good day everyone and welcome to the Latino Voter Report conference call.  At this time all participants are in a listen only mode.  Later, you’ll have the opportunity to ask questions during the question and answer session.  Please note, this call may be recorded and I’ll be standing by if you should need any assistance.  It is not my pleasure to turn the call over to Mr. Frank [Sherry].  Please go ahead sir.
Frank Sharry:
Thank you Megan and thanks to all of you for joining us on this snowy Washington DC morning.  America’s Voice is releasing today a report regarding the Latino Vote.  It’s called, “The Power of the Latino Vote in the 2010 Election.”  It is currently headlining our website at americasvoiceonline.org, so if you want to download it, feel free.  I’ll be reviewing some of the key findings in the report briefly, but then quickly we’ll turn it over to our two speakers on today’s press conference, and we’re so honored to have them.  The first would be Janet Mirguia, the President and CEO of NCLR, the National Council of La Raza, and much of the work in this report draws on the excellent work that NCLR has been doing over the years in both mobilizing Latinos to participate physically in our politics of the country and also in documenting the how and why of that mobilization.  Then we’ll be hearing from Eliseo Medina, the International Executive Vice President of SEIU, the Service Employees International Union.  Many of you know that Eliseo was one of the leaders in California in the mid-90s in mobilizing Latinos to participate in citizenship and elections that really, quite frankly, ended up turning a purple State blue for the most part and in the last few years has really turned his attention to doing the same nationwide.  SEIU and Mi Familia Vota have been instrumental in mobilizing immigrants to participate in our elections, which is having a huge impact, particularly as we saw in 2008.  Let me turn to some of the key findings in the Latino vote report that we’re releasing today.  Three quick notes - first of all, while I think most political experts understand the importance of the Latino vote in presidential years and given the role that Latinos played in States such as Nevada, and Colorado, New Mexico, and also Florida in the 2008 election that they swung dramatically from supporting George W. Bush in 2004 at pretty high and unexpected rates to supporting Barrack Obama at pretty high and unexpected rates and being a real critical factor in those key battle ground areas.  What we’re saying in this report is that Latino voters will be a huge consequence in the 2010 midterms.  We document that in 29 house races, eight senate races, and three major State gubernatorial contests.  Let me give you an idea of where the Latino vote will be important.  Point two - In the Senate races.  Consider these States – Nevada, where Harry Reed is fighting for his political life and Latino voters will be a huge factor in that race.  Colorado – appointing Michael Bennett will be facing tough challenger Jane Norton and a Latino vote’s a huge factor.  John McCain – if he wins his primary, which many of us predict he will, the Latino vote which swung heavily for him in his last Senate race, will they do so again?  California – Barbara Boxer needs a huge turnout of Latino voters in her contest against either Carlos [Fiorin] or Tom Campbell.  In Illinois, again, a depressed Latino turnout can have a huge impact in the fight for Barrack Obama’s senate seat.  Florida – tough primary race with Latino candidate, Cuban-American candidate, but an Afric-American democrat is likely to win who strongly supports comprehensive immigration reform – how will that play out?  New York – Jill [Lebrand], the first time candidate, who has altered her position on immigration.  How will that play?  Will Latino voters turn out in a race that’s likely to be quite close?  Then in Connecticut, Latino voters are making up a growing percentage - nearly 10% of the electorate.  If that race is close, it’ll also be important.  Finally, let me point three - address some of our findings with respect to congressional districts.  In nearly one in five congressional districts, the Latino population is now at least 25% of the district.  Now we all know that the percentage of Latino voters, which is carefully documented in the report, lags as many are young people or many are not yet citizens, but the fact is is that the trend lines are rather clear, that in many districts, the Latino population is growing.  Their percentage of voting population is growing and this could have a huge impact both in 2010 and beyond.  For example, of the 79 districts where the Latino population is over a quarter of the district, democrats control 54 of those seats, which are nearly two-thirds.  Republicans control 25 of those seats.  If you look particularly at some of the Republican members of congress who are in States like Texas and Florida and California, their districts are changing dramatically and most of them have had traditionally a pretty hard line on immigration reform as one of those litmus test issues.  It’ll be interesting to see how that changes going forward.  Either will the control of the seats change or will the members who have had a hard line, will their positions start to evolve?  So again, everyone understands, I think, the importance of the Latino vote in the presidential year.  This report documents the huge impact they will have on 2010.  Will they show up?  Will they stay home?  Will they shift back towards Republicans as they did in 2004 or will they trend strongly towards democrats as they did in ’06 and ’08?  Now, I want to turn it over to our first speaker, Janet Mirguia, president and CEO of NCLR.  Janet?
Janet Mirguia:
Thanks Frank and thanks everyone for joining us today.  I think of America as sort of a country of mutts.  We’re sort of a lovable breed without a pure pedigree, but we put together the best country there is and for us, Latinos have been a part of that story from day one and an integral part of America’s past, present, and future.  We are a national community and our vote matters.  Although many think of Latinos only when they think of California, New York, or Texas, we are a growing part of the electorate everywhere.  We are the fastest growing population and the youngest population.  We’re not firmly democratic and we have not been definitively pushed away by Republicans yet.  Our eighteen year-olds are registering, our immigrants are becoming new Americans, our citizens are voting and NCLR and its network of community organizations are working to ensure that process continues and grows.  What matters to us, ought to matter to any wise politician seeking office.  Between 2004 and 2008 alone, Latino voting group grew by a third adding more than two million voters to the American electorate.  Just look at Senator Hagen’s victory in North Carolina or Senator McCain’s victory in the Florida primary, and you can see that the Latino vote is a decisive factor in American politics.  As for all Americans, the economy is the biggest concern for Latinos.  We want to see hard hit communities get the help they need.  Jobs that let us provide for our families with pride and the ability to keep the home we worked so hard to achieve.  We want healthcare that doesn’t break the family’s banks, schools that work, and safe streets, but there’s something else we deeply care about and it’s called respect.  That is why immigration reform and how it’s debated and too often maligned is so important to us.  Like all Americans, we are concerned about a system in chaos that politicians continue to talk about but do painfully little to fix, actively ignoring real solution.  We want a legal system with smart enforcement and laws that people follow, that upholds our national values of family, unity, and hard work.  A system where employers cannot undercut American jobs and wages.  A system that once and for all, rejects the notion that we can massively detain and deport a population about the size of Pennsylvania and instead, gets them on the books and paying taxes.  Policy wise, reform could not be more urgent and we also want to stop the use of this issue to deny the everyday contributions of Latinos across the board and our place as brothers and sisters in the American family.  These [affronts] have energized Latino’s towards citizenship, towards the voting booths, and away from those who are demonizing this community that is why the hope for immigration reform has been a powerful force behind the Latino vote.  Like all American voters, Latinos believe it’s time for politicians to stop playing politics with the problem we could’ve solved a long time ago.  As all voters, we will hold accountable those in either party to engage an obstruction or avoid it.  Frank, thanks.

Frank Sharry:
Thank you very much Janet.  Our next speaker is Eliseo Medina of the Service Employees International Union.  Eliseo?


Eliseo Medina:
Thank you very much Frank.  First of all, let me commend America’s Voice for producing what I think is an excellent report on Latino’s growing importance in key States and congressional districts.  As the report makes very clear, in 2008 an energized sophistic and discerning Latino electorate showed that they can and will decide elections. But let me make this point clear, what happened in 2008 was not a fluke.  It was not an accident or a random one time occurrence.  Rather, it was a result of a growing movement in small and large towns and cities across the United States.  A movement to join in the civic life of this country and like generations of immigrants before us, to make a Latino issues and voices heard in the public square and a part of the national agenda.  Now, this had not happened by chance.  It happened by choice and action by hundreds of community groups, churches, labor unions, and by millions of individuals who came together.  In 2006, we saw a massive mobilization of over 2 million people in 39 States to oppose the Sensenbrenner Bill that was being debated in the congress.  These demonstrations included people from all walks of life and occupations from across America and this event woke up the community to importance of civic engagement and their potential to help create change.  In 2007 a massive mobilization by Spanish language media, community groups, and unions resulted in a record 1.3 million new citizenship applications with most of these new citizens voting for the first time in 2008.  Now in 2008, Latino voters were hungry for transformational change, hungry for an end to immigrant bashing, for a humane and comprehensive immigration reform, and for more opportunity for their families and they turned out in record numbers as documented by America’s Voice report.  Yes, they did vote for candidates, but make no mistake, they were really voting for an agenda - an agenda for a better future for their families.  They expect their elected officials to deliver on that agenda and are watching very closely.  The Latino community remains hungry to participate in the civic and political process because they know that the way to action, particularly in today’s environments of record unemployment, and rising home foreclosures, skyrocketing medical costs, and immigration enforcement without reform, that the only way they’re going to get action is if they participate in the civic life of this country.  Today, the coalition that helped organize the mobilization in 2006, 2007, and 2008 is alive and stronger than ever.  It is now focused on working to urge congress to finally pass meaningful, comprehensive immigration reform.  Like all Americans, Latinos want public officials to care more about working families than catch fund pirates and corporate CEOs to focus on creating quality sustainable jobs and to restoring opportunity for everyone.  Of course, as Janet said, immigration reform is a litmus test in the Latino community.  To us, this is a policy issue, but it is also an issue of respect.  It is an issue about real people who are working hard and who just want an opportunity to create a better future for their families.  It is about strengthening communities by allowing people to come out from under the shadows of fear and insecurity and it is also the right thing to do.  Simply put, just as we saw in 2006, 2007, and 2008, Latinos are becoming more engaged with every election cycle and they will not stand for being ignored, attacked, or being taken for granted.  In the final analysis, they are an incredible patriotic, hardworking, and committed to strengthening and building a more prosperous nation.  We believe and recommend the report from America’s Voice to all of our political leaders regardless of party.  We believe that this is very good bedtime reading for them and it will do them a world of good if they spend time reading it and acquainting themselves with its content.  Thank you Frank.
Frank Sharry:
Thank you Eliseo.  Megan, could you give instructions for people on how they could ask questions?
Operator:
Absolutely.  At this time, if you would like to ask a question please press the * and 1 on your touch tone phone.  Please keep in mind that you may remove yourself from the question queue at any time by pressing the # key.  Once again, if you would like to ask a question it’s * and 1 on your touch tone phone.  We’ll pause momentarily to give all participants the opportunity to queue.  It looks like our first question will come from the site of Julia Preston of the New York Times.  Your line is now open.
Julia Preston:
Hi.  I actually have two questions.  One is how can you tell that Latinos are becoming more engaged in this election cycle?  How do you know that this triple whammy of unemployment and foreclosure and general economic disenfranchisements that has affected the community so much isn’t having a dispiriting effect?  That’s my first question.  My second question is have you been able to register any impact in the Latino community from the T-Party movement?
Janet Mirguia:
Frank, you want me to try that?

Frank Sharry:
Please.


Janet Mirguia:
Well, Julia, I would just say that it’s because they have so much at stake and they have this triple whammy effect in terms of lack of healthcare - their homes are at risk and their jobs.  We’re seeing that because of that, they are much more engaged with our networks to participate in information gathering and wanting to know how to call their members of congress and how to contact people because they do want to make sure that they’re getting heard in all of this.  So we’ve seen it through our network of advocacy and their engagement.  Folks are hurting out there and they want to be able to turn to institutions and individuals that can help provide guidance and leadership.  We’ve seen, I think, a growing awareness that they do need to speak up and they do need to reach out when they need help, but they need to speak up and there is a sense that they want to participate more and more.  We’re seeing that in all of our efforts as we’re in communities across the country.  On the [T-bag] question, I would just say to you, there is growing concern by Latinos in the rhetoric that is emanating from the [T-bag] convention and from that movement.  I know that most recently, I believe former congressman [Ted Cradle] surfaced yet again questioning the Latino community’s engagement in the last election and deriding and again, demonizing the Latino community.  So for us, that’s of great concern and I think there have been elements in that movement, not just from [Ted Cradle] that would alarm us considerably.  I would think that it should alarm other politicians as well.

Frank Sharry:
Julia, this is Frank.  Just to add.  I think the question is also going to be do voters turn out as you suggest?  We saw in recent elections for example, in Virginia, Creigh Deeds made no meaningful outreach to Latino voters, avoided any question of immigration while Bob McDonnell kind of polished his image and did some high level outreach to Latinos that changed his hard line image in his previous offices and Creigh Deeds - the turnout from the Latinos was quite low despite a spirited mobilization effort.  Meanwhile in New Jersey, Jon Corzine was very assertive, had a very active Spanish language advertising campaign, made very clear that immigration reform was something he was going to continue to fight for as a governor and the Latino turnout was much higher.  So I think one of the things that – take Barbara Boxer in California, and I’m sure Eliseo can comment on this from the efforts that are being contemplated on the ground in mobilized voters or the senate race in Illinois. If there is a poor Latino turnout, particularly among Latino immigrants who are feeling dispirited and that they turned out for the first time in ’06 or ’08 and maybe democrats aren’t coming through and they don’t see much to offer from republican candidates, maybe they will stay home and that alone could have a major impact on those races as well.  So democrats have to figure out if they consider Latino voters part of their base vote, how to mobilize them, and quite frankly, republicans like Bob McDonnell are trying to figure out how to be less hard line so that they’re not as easy a target for the democratic opponents.  Eliseo, do you want to comment on this question of turnout in 2010?
Eliseo Medina:
Well, let me just say quickly, here’s what I hear from the Latino community and whether it’s in Texas, California, Georgia, or other places that I’ve been visiting over the last several months, is people absolutely want some change.  For us, immigration reform is at the top of the agenda, but so are jobs, so is healthcare, so are all these other issues.  So they’re following this question very closely and I think that people are going to be in a situation where they’re going to say, “We want change.”  Now, we didn’t get it as a result of 2008.  By God, we need to continue working to make sure that in 2010 we get legislatures selected who are going to deliver on what we want, because bottom line, regardless of what Washington does, by sitting on the side lines, people are still having really difficult times without jobs. They’re losing their homes, undocumented workers are living in fear of arrest and deportation and that’s unacceptable.  Status quo is not a viable way to move forward into the future.  So my sense is, what’s going to happen is that there will be a reaction from the Latino community in terms of wanting to participate, and they will be looking very closely as to who’s with them and who’s against them.  

Frank Sharry: 
Yes.  One final plan on this is that in 2006 the rallies, one of the famous cries was, “Today we march, tomorrow we vote.”  I think there is a sense of disappointment with the fact that issues like immigration reform haven’t moved forward and that the transformational change that people voted for hasn’t been delivered, that people may take to the streets again.  I understand there’s a big rally in DC contemplated for March 21st this spring that is going to focus on jobs for all Americans and citizenship for new Americans in a way that maybe a return to the streets in order to make sure that people sense that this is a community that’s going to mobilize one way or the other until its voices are heard.  
Frank Sharry:
Next question please?


Operator:
I’ll move next to the site of [Amiya Henderson] of Politico.  Your line is now open.


[Amiya Henderson]:
Hi there.  Thank you guys for organizing this call.  I’m wondering how you see president Obama’s role in all of this?  He hasn’t exactly taken a leadership role and he for instance, in healthcare debate, has taken some slack from democrats for not being bolder and being more of a leader on the issue of healthcare reform.  I wonder if the same critique, in your view, applies to his handling so far of immigration reform and do you see at all this year being different from last year in terms of immigration reform working its way through congress?
Frank Sharry:
Janet, you want to start again?


Janet Mirguia:
Well, we know that there are lots of challenges for the president and we’ve agreed from a Latino community perspective, the economy is still the big issue, but from our perspective, we see any effort to address jobs in the economy as a compliment in a way that is something that can happen in tandem with immigration reform.  We’ve been able to put out various reports from the Center of American Progress to CATO that make the case that we can actually see a boom for the economy if we were to take on immigration reform.  We want to make sure that we can not only address the economy and jobs, but do in a way where in tandem, immigration reform could occur as well.  There is a strong economic case to be made for that.  So for us, we don’t understand why we couldn’t move forward in a careful way, but you could address jobs and immigration reform and see a boom for the economy.  We’d certainly are going to be looking or that kind of leadership coming from congress and the president and we think this is an opportunity.  
Frank Sharry:
Eliseo, you want to comment on whether there’s a critique of the president on his various leadership or lack thereof on immigration reform?
Eliseo Medina:
Well, I think that we feel confident that the president is with us.  I certainly would want him to be much more aggressive than he has been.  I think that once we have that leadership, it’ll become clear who’s with us and who’s not with us.  I think that we not only need more leadership from the White House but so do we need from the congress.  I think one of the things that is particularly important to us, we want to also see the Republican Party quit being obstructionists and be constructive.  They have a wonderful opportunity to make their case to the Latino community on immigration reform.  All we need is ten or fifteen votes from the republicans and we will get comprehensive immigration reform.  Now, are they willing to do that and not only make their case to the Latino community, but also I think finally begin to make a case that they do have a proactive agenda and I’m hoping that they do that.

Janet Mirguia:
I would just underscore again one point.  It’s that the president did make a promise to the Latino community and it’s not been forgotten.  He’s made other promises, I think, while he was campaigning, but for us, that was an important one that we’re going to continue to hold him accountable for.  At the same time, Eliseo is right.  We’re also looking to the congress and democrats and republicans, but in particular, republicans can’t just continue to say no either because that will be extremely evident to our community that that is a lack of leadership and we will be seen as obstructionists and our community will hold all these elected officials accountable.


Frank Sharry:
Okay.  Next question please.

Operator:
Then we’ll move next to the site of Katie Brandenburg of the Houston Chronicle.  Your line is now open.


Katie Brandenburg:
Great.  Hi.  The report mentions a lot about sort of the results of the 2010 census, and I was just wondering if States gaining congressional seats through that process owe much of the growth through the Latino population, what kind of hopes do you have for that re-districting especially in Texas, do you think that there should be more districts with Latino majorities?
Frank Sharry:
Well, let me just do a quick advertisement for a previous report we did documenting, a project with NDN on how the census is likely to produce a shift in seats for States like Texas, where there’s a growing Latino population and even in States that are losing seats, they would’ve lost more had it not been for the growth of their Latino population.  In fact, most of the shift is from States where democrats tend to dominate to areas where republicans tend to dominate.  So it’s going to be very interesting to see not only how the census results in fact turn out, but how the redistricting happens.  I’ll turn it over to my colleagues to comment on how the districts are likely to be drawn and how they should be drawn.
Eliseo Medina:
This is Eliseo.  Let me just add that I think that the census is particularly important to make sure that everyone is counted and making sure that resources and seats flow in accordance with the population.  SEIU and Mi Familia Vota both have joined together with NCLR and NALEO and [Uni Mision] to make sure that we carry on a comprehensive program throughout the country to ensure that they Latino community particularly, gets the information they need in order to participate in the census.  I think that if everyone gets counted correctly, there will be a change in terms of the allocations of seats.  That’s what the constitution calls for, that’s what makes sense, and I think it’s also going to be a very good indication for the Latino community in terms of its ability to have an impact in the civic and political life of this country, so we’re looking forward to it.  I feel very good about the community’s participation and I think it has implications for 2010 and beyond, obviously.

Frank Sharry:
I just want to give the URL for the report.  It’s called the New Constituents.  It documents the shift in seats to States like Texas and others – it’s americasvoiceonline.org/thenewconstituents.  Janet, did you want to comment on that?


Janet Mirguia:
No, not really.  I feel like you all have covered that ground.  It’s just to us, it’s clearly evident that State projected the gain in seats following the 2010 census do include Texas, Georgia, South Carolina, and Florida.  States projected to lose congressional seats would have fared worse had immigrant and Latino populations not grown there.  So there’s no question that the Latino community and immigrant community are very relevant in terms of the future distribution of resources and power in terms of the electorate.
Frank Sharry:
Well, it’s also why in 2010 the battle for control of State legislatures will be key and that they’ll, for the most part, be in charge of the re-districting and there are many of these swing States in which that’s up for grabs.  So down ballot races relating to State legislature control will be of huge consequence in the future composition, particularly in the House of Representatives.  Megan, next question please?


Operator:
Yes.  Our next question comes from the site of Jill Laurence of Politics Daily.  Your line is now open.
Jill Laurence:
Thank you.  I just wanted to ask one other question about immigration reform.  It was pretty clear in the president’s State of the Union address that he’s not putting on a push for that this year.  So the question is does that make it harder to mobilize Latino voters?  Basically, other groups are coming first like the Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell is going to come first.  So do you think it’s going to be harder to get them out or is the economy such a driver that you may be able to work that way?
Frank Sharry:
Let me take a little issue, with all due respect to the premise of the question.  Certainly, we were disappointed by the scant reference to immigration reform in the president’s State of the Union address, and all major reform efforts have been affected by the recent developments in Massachusetts and the delays in healthcare reform, etc., but we’re still alive.  The final chapter has not been written on whether immigration reform is going to happen in 2010.  I mean, as the smoke clears and there’s a premium on bipartisan approaches, there’s a very good chance that Senator Schumer and Senator Lindsay Graham are going to present a bipartisan package this spring.  Harry Reed has made it very clear he’d like to bring the issue up to the floor and there’s going to be a major mobilization in favor of immigration reform and other issues in March.  Congressman Gutierrez and his band of congress have continued to pressure leadership to take this issue up.  So yes, our chances have been affected like all reform efforts have been affected, but I don’t think we’re prepared to write it off and I should say about the White House, I think the reason that we’re not as tough on the White House as some others might want us to be is that we see daily activity on the inside, which they’re really mobilizing to get ready for a bipartisan approach in the senate and have not given up themselves.  So it may turn out that it doesn’t happen this year and I’ll leave it to others to suggest what impact that would have on Latino turnout in 2010, but just wanted to make the case for immigration reform – still alive for 2010.  We’re not prepared to give up and as long as there’s a chance, we’re going to continue fighting.  Janet/Eliseo if in fact immigration reform doesn’t happen this year, what do you think the impact would be on Latino turnout in 2010?
Janet Mirguia:
Well I think if it doesn’t happen, there’s no question that it will affect the Latino turnout, in my mind.  I believe that there will be a huge sense of disappointment and that will be reflected on Election Day.  I couldn’t agree more with Frank and that it is not over yet and I think we are very much still focused on that possibility that there could be a bipartisan act/legislation put forward.  Let’s face it, the president and congress have to show that they’ve done something.  If we could find this bipartisan agreement around this, I think it would be a great testament to those incumbents who are looking to seek the support and the turnout that they’d like to see.


Eliseo Medina:
Let me just say from my point of view, if we absolutely insist that it is critically important that the president and the congress deliver on immigration reform in 2010.  I think the best opportunity is the next 100 days for them to get this done.  It is the only issue where there is a possibility of a bipartisan solution that makes sense.  Here you have an issue that has the support of labor, of a united labor movement, of community groups throughout the country, of church groups, and the business that is also united with labor on this issue is critically important to this country.  So here’s an opportunity where they have a chance to show that they can work together for the benefit of the country.  Now if they choose, in the congress, not to take that, I believe from the perspective of SEIU that we are going to be working really hard with our community to say, “This is not the end of the road.  This is a continuation of a fight that we’ve been doing now for a long time.  The need for immigration reform is still there and we’re not going to be shy by pointing out and calling out which party tried to pass immigration reform and which party was an obstruction.”  I think that it’s up to the democrats and the republicans to self identify which one of those sides they’re going to pick – the one moving forward on a constructive path or an obstructionous path.  I think the community will be well informed and I expect that they would really react to that information.


Frank Sharry:
This is Frank.  We at America’s Voice did a number – and along with NCLR and SEIU and others – we really followed closely the results in 2008 and there was this conventional wisdom before the 2008 election that Latinos wouldn’t turn out in significant numbers, that immigration was not a mobilizing issue for that community, and that anything that would benefit Latino immigrants such as immigration reform would create a huge backlash among swing voters.  Well, we tested that every which way possible.  We have numerous reports and polls that show that all three of those points were wrong in 2008: that Latinos did turn out in record numbers – 2.5 million new voters turned out in 2008 compared to 2004.  Based on exit polling done by Sergio Bendixen, immigration was indeed a mobilizing issue particularly among the nearly half of Latino voters who come from immigrant families.  A third that Republicans who took a hard line in Charlie Cook’s competitive battleground districts that the hard line lost 20 of the 22 senate and congressional races where immigration reform positions differed between a comprehensive view and an enforcement only view.  So the conventional wisdom that has been driven – the so-called smart political thinking on this in 2006 and 2008 – has really given way to a new reality that hasn’t quite been absorbed by the chattering classes but is very much what smart folks who were watching this closely are starting to get.  Certainly the White House gets it.  I think they understand that immigration reform for them is going to be a very critical issue.  They also understand, as smart Democrats do and smart Republicans, that the very loud but not very large constituency that strongly opposes this doesn’t really turn elections.  They just turn on their fax machines come congressional debates and that voice they make is not reflected in the votes they bring.  So I think the political context for immigration reform is beginning to undergo a shift in understanding as it should.

Eliseo Medina:
Frank, this is Eliseo.  Let me just make one additional point.  I think it’s important – and I would warn or caution the parties to believe – that not acting on immigration reform will result in depressing of the vote and therefore, that it would work to the advantage of a particular party because that means less voters going to the polls, or I would also caution that the believe that Latinos have nowhere to go and therefore, they have no alternative but to show up and vote in one way.  I believe that we have an extremely motivated constituency in the Latino community.  There’s a tremendous consensus from people that they want t to see comprehensive immigration reform and that they will fight to get it.  So if any party things that somehow, not acting is going to work to their advantage by depressing turnout, I think they’re mistaken.  At the same time, I would also think that any party that believes that they have a lock on this community because they don’t have anywhere to go is also a mistake.  I think that this is a constituency that’s highly motivated, that will participate, and we’re going to do our darnedest to make sure that they do but I would caution them to think that somehow they are going to be benefited by not acting.

Frank Sharry:
Megan, I guess next question.

Operator:
It looks our next question will come from the site of Suzanne Gamboa of the Associated press.  You line is now open.

Susan Gamboa:
Hi.  I’m sorry if I’m asking a question that is maybe spelled out in the report but I only got to see the report as the call started.  I have two questions:  one, since 2008 was a presidential year, I’m wondering if you saw – I think you say you saw an uptake in 2007 – I guess which would be the last midterm election – and I’m just wonder how much of an increase it was over the other non-presidential election year.  Then, whether you’ll see as big of a turnout or if you’re expecting an increase despite the fact that it’s not a presidential election year this coming year and it light of the history that the party in power doesnt usually win seats although I know that history’s was changed once by a Bush.  The second question I have is whether you took any kind of  of look at the Massachusetts race whether there was any – well, I have some questions on that race but on that if you took a look at it – but can you answer the question first and then can I follow up?

Frank Sharry:
Yes.  Well, Janet, do you...?

Janet Murguia:
I just want to make sure I understood.  You said you want to know what the difference was between....
Susan Gamboa:
If you do a comparison of what we can expect this year based on the last  non-presidential election year where there were congressional and senate races and Hispanic turnout.  Is that in your study or does you report look at that at all?  Did you see more turnout in that year than the previous presidential year?

Frank Sharry:
Yes, it’s a good question.  Right, because there’s normally a drop off in all the groups.

Susan Gamboa:
Right.  In all goups.  Yes.

Frank Sharry:
[Crosstalk] The Presidential year or midterms.  Here are the raw figures.  In the presidential race in 2004, Latino turnout was estimated at 7.5 million.  The turnout in the 2006 midterm was estimated at 8 million.  Now remember, that was on the heels of a very high visibility debate in ’06 and ’07 regarding immigration and an attempt by Republicans to demonize and imprison immigrants in the United States illegally and those who help them.  So in 2010, approximately 10 million Latino voters turned out.  So if you want a good comparison, obviously the numbers of voters coming of age and registering continues to go up.  Voter participation beyond registration – I mean those who register and those who vote – the rate is really quite good.  The question for 2010 is maybe you should compare it to 2008, 8 million voters but you’ll have to account for the increase.  So it’s a good question.   We’re going to have to take a hard look at it.  I don't know if others have figures regarding it but I don't think in any group, people expect the same level of turnout as in 2008 but...

Susan Gamboa:
But you can overall say that you’re seeing an uptake even when there’s not a presidential race at the top of the ticket?  An increase in turnout?

Frank Sharry:
You certainly have.  The report does document that there’s been a 4 million person increase between 2000 and 2008 in voting rates and during that same period, voter registration grew 54% and turnout grew 64%.  

Susan Gamboa:
Okay.

Janet Murguia:
I think one element – and Frank maybe you have the exact statistic on this – but one element that’s important to know is that in this last push leading up to the presidential election in 2008, you have to remember there was an effort – and a successful effort – to naturalize 1.5 million new citizens.  I’m almost certain that – I don't know what the statistic was on that percentage-wise – but they all vote in above the 80 percentile if not higher.  So I’m just saying that is a new element that we could almost track as a cohort of themselves.

Susan Gamboa:
So on the Massachussetts race – I don't know much about the Massachuessetts Hispanic population – is there much of a population there and did you take a look at it at all and whether it turned out?  I have an accompanying question if you did.

Janet Murguia:
There is a population there.  I’m not certain of the total population but what we’re finding is that in states like North Carolina where even a small bloc can make the difference.  I’m sure that that is true in Massachusetts as well.  But what we found in the Massachusetts race is that there was no effort to engage the Latino community directly at all.  In contrast to what Frank had pointed out in New Jersey where Corzine had really worked hard even though he wasn't able to get over the top.  The Latino vote was an important bloc.  When you can engage them directly and make a priority of that, it can be a difference and there’s no question.

Susan Gamboa:
Do you know how low the turnout was versus it’s potential?  Had it been engaged?

Janet Murguia:
I don't.  We just got all reports that there was no effort to engage the Latino Community.

Susan Gamboa:
Okay.

Frank Sharry:
There’s no meaningful polling on the Latino population in Massachusetts which is – if my memory serves – is about 5.5% of the vote.  But again – and I got reports as Janet says – suggest that there was very little outreach and as a result, a much lower turnout.

Susan Gamboa:
I wonder if that might be more your problem that actual anti-immigration rhetoric because it seems – I mean Brown was backed by ALIPAC.  He has his own record saying his anti-amnesty.  He’s against the DREAM Act.  He’s for border security, all of that.  I just wonder – but it was never really an issue in the race – as big of an issue as it is in other races.  I wonder whether you can lose interest when it isn't made an issue one way or the other. And the emphasis is more on healthcare and – also an issue that affects Hispanics – jobs, the economy.  In other words, is immigration having to take – if the opponents give that a back seat, isn't that just as difficult for you as trying to fight an opponent who’s anti-immigration altogether?

Frank Sharry:
Yes. This is Frank.  Look, I don't think Scott Brown won or lost because of his decision on immigration or support from ALIPAC.  I don't think his position was well-known in the Latino community because certainly the Coakley campaign didn't make an effort to make it an issue.  Very different than quite in New Jersey where of course, I ran hard, advertised hard, and turned up the Latino vote.  I think there’s a message in this report for both parties if that’s your point, which is that if Republicans are going to continue with a hard line and the Democrat points it out, it’s likely to mobilize Latino voters where then this is a litmus test issue.  If, on the other hand, Republicans soften their edge and the Democrats don't deliver or don't fight for it, it could in fact depress turnout among voters for whom this is a threshold issue and for many socially conservative Latino voters who voted for George W. Bush in 2004, then voted for Barack Obama in 2008.  If they’re going to vote in the midterm election, they may say, ”Well, there’s no meaning difference between the two parties on immigration, I’ll vote on values.”  So I think we’re going to see multiple effects and we’re going to study it.  But yes, if this isn't an issue, and if the democrats don't lean into it, or if Republicans adopt the hard line and it’s not called on, and if Democrats fail to lead, this could have a huge impact on – look at Harry Reids’ reelection.  If something like 25% of the vote in the state is Latino, if folks aren't mobilized for some reason and don't see him as fighting for their issues on which this is one, is that going to affect turnout?  We’ll find out.  Barbara Boxer.  If there’s a huge disillusionment, the Latino immigrant vote in California, will that make the race more competitive?  Most likely.  So all of these things have  to play out.  That’s why what the Senate does this year is going to be hugely – I think of consequence.  I frankly have very little sympathy for Blue Dog Democrats who say, ”Oh, this isn't my issue.  This isn't my district.”  When in fact the Democratic majority owes its majority in some significant part to the huge turnout of Latino voters in ’06 and ’08 who helped deliver the majority to the Democrats.  If they’re going to enjoy the perks of chairmanship, they should recognize that this vote has been a huge impact within the drive for majority status.  So this is a dynamic and growing population.  We’re all trying to make sure we understand what move the population in different sectors within it. But quite frankly the simplistic canards that have been thrown out in previous years about the Latino vote, I think is being revealed as hollow and that it’s a much more sophisticated community, as Eliseo says, and a community that wants respect as both of them have said.

Susan Gamboa:
Thanks.

Frank Sharry:
Any more questions, Megan?

Operator:
It looks like we do have more questions.  Our next one will come from Antonieta Cadiz from La Opinion.  Your own line is now open.

Frank Sharry:
Antonieta.

Antonieta Cadiz:
Hello everbody.  How are you?  Going back to the Tea Party topic, I was wondering if we can say that this movement is anti-immigrant per se, what do you think about that?  Second, as you know, on health reform, President Obama will hold a televised meeting on February 25th with the Republicans and Democrats.  So, I mean going back to this issue that this is still on the agenda, how do you see the future of healthcare reform and particularly Latino interest in healthcare negotiations?

Janet Murguia:
Well, on the Tea Party piece, I would just say we’re still evaluating all of this and it seems to still be in formation, but the early signs for us indicate that we have reason to be concerned that it is a growing anti-Latino element out there.  It’s part of – that there’s an anti-Latino sentiment reflected in the Tea Bag Movement.  So we are concerned but I wouldn’t say – I do think that even they acknowledge that they’re still formulating their full agenda and the way that they’re going to move forward.  I think right now the early signs are that we have reason to be concerned and for us, that would be a very negative [laughter] element. And I would think that independent voters would be quite concerned because it’s one thing to say they want to see the change that they’re looking for in the different reforms. But all the evidence we’ve seen and the polling and data we’ve seen is that independent voters very much support a comprehensive bipartisan solution to immigration reform, and that the rhetoric that would be deemed anti-Latino, anti-immigrant, is something that would turn off these same independent voters that they seem to be seeking as part of that movement.  

Frank Sharry:
Yes.  Having Tom Tancredo be a headline speaker and suggest that many of the people who voted for Obama couldnt speak English and then having Roy Beck of Numbers USA down there blaming every problem in American society on immigration and stating that there’s a million and a half immigrants coming in the country which he knows is greatly exagerrated and saying they all go on welfare.  Most of them go on welfare.  Wow!  So yes, we’ll see whether the Tea Partyers make this a priority but I think the real effect is quite frankly on those Republicans who are pandering to the Tea Party Movement who are afraid to speak up.  I think quite frankly, brave and spare Republicans who understand that if they continue to alienate this fast-growing population, they’re going to make it harder and harder to regain majority status and certainly regain the White House or are the ones that are on the right side of history. But in the mean time, you have a lot of gutless politicians who are afraid of primary challengers and therefore are not standing up for what they believe in which is comprehensive immigration reform.  Remember, 23 Republicans voted for McCain candidate in 2006.  Twelve voted for it in 2007.  The universe of those who are possible is probably a little less than that.  That’s a party that has really gone from 2004 when they were winning roughly half the Latino immigrant vote to 2008 where they won just a quarter of an expanded Latino immigrant vote.  That’s huge.  I think it’s one of the under-reported political stories and if the Republicans tend to – going to continue to embrace the Tea Partyers, it seems to me that it’s going to be very hard for even Latinos who are socially conservative to vote for a party who says we don't like you and we don't want you.  Soryy.  I feel a little strongly about that.  Your second question was about healthcare reform and it’s prospects.

Antonieta Cadiz:
Yes.

Frank Sharry:
Eliseo, you want to tackle that one?

Eliseo Medina:
Well, I think that obviously, we have a very difficult road ahead.  We still – like on immigration reforms – have not given up on the possibility there are a lot of conversations going on, and we’re hoping that this is still an issue that something can be done with.  I think this is critically needed and we’ll continue to fight for it.  We do have a difficult road ahead but we haven't given up on it.  

Frank Sharry:
Let me do a process right now...

Antonieta Cadiz:
There are a lot of issues pending on that. I mean, assets to exchange this idea of bar [limit].  I don't know specific issues that affect Hispanics.

Eliseo Medina:
Absolutely, and we’re looking at each and all of these actions and seeing what it is that we have to do but we think this is something that we need to do something on and we’re just in the process of working it through and evaluating and see what we can them.
Antonieta Cadiz:
Janet, do you have something to add to that?

Janet Murguia:
On the healthcare piece?

Antonieta Cadiz:
Yes.

Janet Murguia:
Yes.  Look, healthcare is very important to our community.  We’ve worked very hard with both the House and Senate and with this admnistration before we saw the breakdown occur.  The president has talked about getting the bipartisan summit together or folks to go almost I guess element by element in terms of the key provisions of healthcare reform.  We very much want to see a healthcare reform still happen.  It affects our community almost more than any other community because we have a high rate of uninsured in our community and yet we have the highest workforce participation rate.  So it is still a very important issue and we are still engaged as long as there is a process. The problem has been that there’s been a breakdown in the process.  It’s been hard to know where they engage because the Senate is saying one thing, the Speaker is saying something else in the House and the President, until yesterday, had been clear about what kind of process was going to move forward.  But we are very engaged in the elements that we were seeking in the House bill and the House bill had the most favorable elements for the Latino community.  We’re going to still work hard to make sure that as many of those elements in the House bill can survive a final package. But at the end of the day, it’s pretty clear that it is going to be scaled back and we have to just make sure the elements that survive are the ones that can benefit Latino community and do our best and ensure that that is the outcome; and also remind folks of some of the dangerous provisions that we’re into that could have created problems for citizens, not just undocumented immigrants.  So we’re going to continue to work and engage the Congress.  Now that we have potential for a new process to get kickstarted on this, we’ll be very involved.

Antonieta Cadiz:
Thank you.

Frank Sharry:
Eliseo and Janet, we have – it’s an email.  There are about four more questions.  I know we’ve gone beyond the hour.  Can you all stay on or should we encourage the people waiting to make individual calls to us?

Eliseo Medina:
I can stay on.

Janet Murguia:
Okay, Frank.

Frank Sharry:
Okay, great.  Well, let’s go ahead.  Megan, we’ll try to be a little bit more clipped in both questions and answers so we can get through them.  Thanks.

Operator:
Our next question comes from Louie Lopez of Hispanic Link News.  Your line is now open.

Louie Lopez:
Hi.  Thanks for having me.  You touched on this a little bit but I wanted specifics. If the current administration drops the ball with immigration reform, how, if at all, is the Republican Party prepared to offer specific help and aid to provide immigration reform?  To your knowledge, is there anything to your knowledge that says Republicans are maybe preparing to offer perhaps a more firm and more bold stance on the issue?

Frank Sharry:
Well, look, let’s be clear.  There’s a majority of Republicans who their stated position is opposition to comprehensive immigration reform.  But there’s a small but hardy and brave group of Republicans that are strongly in favor of comprehensive immigration reform.  Obviously, you have people in the house like Lincoln Diaz-Balart, Mario Diaz-Balart, Ileana Ros-Latinen, Jeff Flake and some others.  In the Senate, you have people like Lindsey Graham and Dick Lugar, George Voinovich, that are strongly in favor of comprehensive immigration reform as well.  So look, the way forward is on a bipartisan basis.  That’s how we get to 60 votes in the Senate and 218 in the House.  If the Democrats drop the ball and do nothing on immigration reform, do we expect the Republican proposal on immigration reform?  No.  [Laughter]  We don't.  If there is one, it’ll be probably from the hard right saying, ”Let’s deport them all.”  I heard recently there was a House – yes, this is House immigration reform caucus dominated by Republicans and that they were working on a bill – I think the acronym was LEAVE.  L-E-A-V-E.  I’m guessing that that is probably not going to very popular among Hispanic voters.  I’m just guessing.

Louie Lopez:
Okay.  Thank you.

Frank Sharry:
Thank You.  Next quesiton please.

Operator:
We’ll go next to the site of Jeffrey Diamant of Newark Star Ledger.  You’re line is open.

Jeffrey Diamant:
Hi, good afternoon.  I just like to follow up on that issue.  You just talked – there’s something that several of you have discussed and I’ll keep it quick.  I know we’re late.  You just said there’s no reason to expect a Republican proposal on immigration reform that wouldn’t be anything that didn't come from the hard right.  What leverage do Hispanic voters really have then?  In the way that you’re talking about, in the way it’s been promoted during this call, aside from maybe individual districts where a Republican is more in favor of immigration reform than a Democrat – if that exists at all and I guess I don't know if it does – what leverage do you really have that wouldnt be self-destructive?  If you’re going to stay home not vote for a Democrat because their not promoting this issue, that makes it more likely the Republicans win the election.  I just want to draw you out a little bit on that, [crosstalk] come too close.

Frank Sharry:
Yes.  This is Frank.  You know, if I’m dominating Janet and Eliseo, shut me up.  Look, Karl Rove and George Bush got it.  In 2004, they ran a brilliant campaign directed primarily at Spanish dominant Hispanic voters.  While John Kerry was standing up without a smile saying, ”I’m for affirmative action,” George Bush was running ads in Spanish saying ”We share values and we know each other.”  He connected with those voters.  In January of 2004, he stood in the East Room at the White House and made a big speech, a major speech on the need for comprehensive immigration reform.  He used his faith-based outreach office to connect with many Hispanic evangelicals and it’s estimated that he won something like 60% of the Hispanic evangelical vote in 2004; and that again, between Kerry and Bush, among Spanish dominant voters in 2004, it was 52% for Kerry, 48% for Bush.  In other words, they were making dramatic inroads with a fast-growing group of new voters who were up for grabs. Since then, the demonization Latino immigrants has definitely mobilized and pushed Latino voters into the hands of Democrats.  The question going forward is, if this is a dynamic swing vote that is they stay home or show up or may switch back to Republicans or change allegiances after falling in love with Obama but feeling like he hasn’t kept his promise, all that’s to play out.  I”ll give you a classic example right now.  Meg Whitman who’s leading as the Republican gubernatorial candidate in the primary has come out for comprehensive immigration reform, distanced herself from a vocal councilman, who said he was a proud racist who was part of her campaign, and is doing everything possible to position herself as a pro-immigrant Republican in the primary.  That is where the Republican party may well head as it moves forward and if she wins the gubernatorial race, she is going to be talked about as a presidential candidate.  So it’s far from over.  Mitt Romney, who thinks he’s the presumed Republican gubernatorial candidate in 2012, has shifted from a hard line position that he took in the campaign back to his previous support for comprehensive immigration reform because the smart people in the party know that if you don't win a minimum of 40% of the vote in the Latino population of the presidential map, you put forward on the Southwest into the Democrat hands.  I don't think Democrats quite get it and I don't think most Republicans quite get it.  The Latino immigrant vote is a swing within a swing.  If parties don't get more sophisticated in their understanding, it’s at their own peril.  So all of these factors are likely to play out in a way where Republicans either say to the community, ”We like you and we get you” the way George W. Bush is, as opposed to, ”We hate you and you should leave,”  which is how they’ve communicated the last few years if they want to be viable in key states and nationally and in key districts.  And Democrats either have to say we’re not only going to come around election time and take you for granted.  We’re actually going to deliver or else, there’s going to be depressed turnout and a drift back to Republicans.  So I think it’s very much not a Democrat this is some leftwing vote the Democrats need to consolidate.  This is a swing vote that is growing, that is looking for respect, and both parties have failed to truly deliver on the big issues. 

Janet Murguia:
I would just reiterate the respect part.  I think that the community is looking at all these candidates and assessing their platforms in what they’re saying, and seeing who is out there that gets our community and respects our community.  We’ll make judgments based on those individuals and I want to be clear on something I said earlier.  I think the potential for Latinos to stay at home is a possibility.  It is a possibility. But I’ll tell you what, they will not stay at home if there is a candidate out there bashing Latinos.  That will inspire them to move out of their houses and into the voting booths and to act.  I can tell you that will be a compelling fact as we continue to see this immigration issue play out.  So yes, they may not be thrilled with all the candidates, but don't assume that they’re going to stay at home while someone’s out there in an anti-immigrant or anti-Latino platform or agenda and that they’re going to be satisfied to let that continue.  

Jeffrey Diamant:
I’ve heard an increasing amount of that type of rhetoric.  What you’re say you’re seeing than Democrats who are skittish about going forward with this for other reasons. I think that maybe they don't have to.  Latinos will still vote for them anyway.

Janet Murguia:
Well, I’m just saying, I think that that could be a windfall for some Democrats because I think there would be Latinos who will definitely reject the anti-Latino rhetoric and anti-Latino agenda. But I think for Democrats to assume that they can ride that wave is one, it’s very insulting, it’s disappointing.  I think people – not just Latinos have higher expectations of that.  It is not a sustained way for them to maintain their seats or their offices.  That is a risky proposition and they may want to try to risk it, but that to me reflects really a dearth of leadership and cowardice.  I’ll tell you what, Latinos don't like cowards.  I don't think the American people like cowards.  We want leaders and we want people to solve tough issues.  It’s possible to do that and politicians and elected officials who do that will be rewarded.  Look, we may see some fits and starts of folks who are reading these tea leaves, these different things that are happening; but at the end of the day, the Latino voting bloc will mobilize for strong leaders who are respecting in our community and advancing agendas that we think are in the best interest of this country and our community.  For the ones who are spewing anti-Latino and anti-immigrant rhetorics, they do so at their own peril because our voting bloc will respond.

Jeffrey Diamant:
Thank you.

Frank Sharry:
Well said.  Next question.

Operator:
It looks like our final question will come from the site of Kitty Felde of KPCC.  Your line is now open.

Kitty Felde:
Hi.  Thanks very much.  Now, I want to go back to California.  I looked at the report online and we’ve had some changes in the races since the report came out specifically; Tom Campbell jumping into the Senate race on the Republican side, and the latest polling out on that shows that if you went head to head with Barbara Boxer, it’s really close – 45% to 41%.  In light of what you’ve said about politicians and both the weakness of the Republican Party in California but their stance on immigration, Campbell of course is further to the right than the other Republican candidate and it’s likely he may get the nod despite the money on the other side.  Help me out with this race.  How will Latinos play a role specifically when it comes to the Senate race in California?

Frank Sharry:
Eliseo, you want to to take that?

Eliseo Medina:
Well, let me just say that the first thing is that the candidates have to make their case to the community.  Barbara Boxer can not just simply assume that it’s on her corner.  I think she needs to get up and do some homework, talk to the community, discuss what the issues are that are important to them and I think on the Republican side, they start off with a bad situation because they have an R next to the name and in California, with the Latino community, being a Republican is a bad letter.  So they have to do even more in terms of gettin up and having that conversation.  Because at the end of the day, if you look at the growth of the Latino electorate, it has been growing every election cycle and every indication that it’s going to be even more important this year than in ’08 and there will be many, many more Latino voters that have already gone through the citizenship process and are coming online for voting not to mention of course what Janet mentioned about kids turning 18.  So there’s a whole  new electorate that needs to be focused on that is motivated, but the candidates are going to need to sell their brand and their plans to this community.  I think that up to this point, they haven't that done that yet and I think that they need to get to it.  

Frank Sharry:
Yes and I was just looking at the report.  There is a quote from Mark Di Camillo of the Field and he said, ”A low Latino and minority voter turnout could doom the Boxer and Brown campaign.” So it just underscores what Eliseo was saying.  If you take them for granted or ignore them, it’s not a very good strategy. And particularly in California, who turns our this vote and who connects with them and how – whether positively or negatively – is going to be a huge factor in the outcome of the Senate and gubernatorial races.  Huge.  

Janet Murguia:
I think we can pick up from that next generation.  People who may not remember, may not even have been aware of Prop 184 – this new generation might swing the other way if the Democrats don't do their homework.  

Eliseo Medina:
187.  Yes, I think that what happens is that we have had – you know, [the genes] that was what – almost twenty years ago.  So we have a whole generation of new voters.  However, unfortunately, too many of the politicians keep reminding Latino voters on how they felt with Prop 187.  Tom Tancredo the other day and many more of these Republican politicians that keep bashing on immigrants, they are doing their darnedest to keep it in front of them and keep them motivated, as Janet said, but I don't think it’s enough for the Democrats to just assume that the other side is going to demonize immigrants and they’ll be the beneficiaries of that.  I think they also need to get out and do their homework because I think this particular electorate is becoming more sophisticated as time goes by and are much more focused on issues than they would have been in the past.  

Frank Sharry:
Okay.  Well, thank you very much.  I appreciate all of you hanging in there for the call and especially Janet Murguia of NCLR and Eliseo Medina of SEIU.  You’ve been very generous with your expertise and your time and feel free, anyone on the phone, to follow up with us to get further comment if you need it.  We look forward to working with you as we go into this legilative and to electoral season.  Thanks again to Janet and Eliseo and Megan, I think this concludes the call, right?

Operator:
Yes, sir, at this time, this does conclude today’s teleconference.  You may disconnect at any time and have a great day.

END

