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Latines are one of the fastest growing racial-ethnic groups in the United States and are expected 

to make up the majority racial-ethnic group by 2043. As a result of this changing population, 

scholars have begun to investigate Latine environmentalism. While research continues to find 

that Latines have greater environmental concern, perceptions of risk, and support for 

environmental policy than whites, few studies have examined the factors that motivate and 

inhibit Latine environmental attitudes and behavior. This dissertation aims to expand our 

knowledge of the motivators of Latine political participation, but also develop a more robust 

understanding of the ways in which Latines conceptualize environmental action, are socialized 

into environmental engagement, and participate in both civic and political pro-environmental 

behaviors. Utilizing a mixed-methods research approach, I specifically explore the role of racial-

ethnic identity, cultural values (e.g., familism and collectivism), and generational cohort as 

critical factors to our understanding of U.S. Latine environmentalism. I found that cultural 

values—particularly familism and collectivism values—play a critical role in understanding 

Latine concern for environmental problems, support for policy, environmental attitudes, and 

intentions to engage in pro-environmental behavior. My findings suggest that a combination of 

cultural and political socialization in environmental programming and education may help to 

mobilize U.S. Latines around environmental issues.   
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CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION 

Who are Latines?  

Latine1 is a label that is used to refer to the broader group of individuals in the U.S. who 

are of Spanish or Latin American descent. Latine or Hispanic are pan-ethnic labels utilized by 

the U.S. government and other actors that reflect a wide variety of individuals from different 

countries, who speak diverse languages, and fit into different racial categories (Beltrán, 2010; 

Sáenz & Morales, 2015). As of 2020, 62.1 million individuals in the U.S. identified as Latine or 

Hispanic—accounting for about 19% of the total U.S. population1 (Krogstad & Noe-

Bustamante, 2021). While there has been an increase in the ethnic diversity of Latines in the last 

two decades, the largest three Latine ethnic groups have remained the same with 

Mexican/Mexican Americans representing the largest group at about 61% of all U.S. Latines, 

followed by Puerto Ricans at about 10%, and Cubans/Cuban Americans reflecting 4% of the 

U.S. Latine population (Krogstad & Noe-Bustamante, 2021).  

Latine Political Power and the Environment 

With the increase in not only the U.S. Latine population but other BIPOC groups, the 

U.S. is expected to become a majority-minority country by the year 2044 with Latines 

 

 

 

1In the U.S., individuals of Latin American or Spanish descent are labeled as Hispanic or Latine. While the term 

Hispanic has been used historically the most and remains relevant to individuals in this group today, there has been a 

shift to more individuals identifying with Latine or one of its variations (i.e., Latino/a/x, Latin@). Latine is believed 

to decentralize the focus from Spain’s colonizing influence on Latin America to include perspectives from 

indigenous peoples as well and reflects all countries in Latin America not just those that speak Spanish (Sáenz & 

Morales, 2015). While I recognize that the most inclusive term that is used is Latino/a/e; however, to maintain 

clarity of the results within this dissertation I utilize the gender-neutral term Latine(Lee, 2020).  
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constituting the majority racial-ethnic group (Colby & Ortman, 2015). This change to the U.S. 

population has been called the “Latinization” or “Browning” of the U.S. and has vast 

implications for U.S. politics (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008). With the increase in the Latine 

population within the U.S., Latines are believed to hold a critical resource to political power—

people power (i.e., numbers) (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008). However, utilization of this power is 

difficult as there remains no clear Latine political agenda that is adhered to by all Latines in the 

U.S. (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Geron, 2005). This is due in part to the heterogeneity of the 

Latine population in their political views, experiences, and concerns as well as the variance in 

who identifies with the pan-ethnic labels (i.e., Latine/Hispanic). Scholars have found that Latines 

share many of the same political interests as other racial-ethnic groups in the U.S.—with an aim 

to generally advocate for policies that improve their quality of life—namely with a focus on 

education, immigration, discrimination, and health (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Sáenz & Morales, 

2015). However, with environmental problems like climate change growing more severe and 

having disproportionate impacts on BIPOC and low-income communities in the U.S. and across 

the globe, there is a need to better understand Latine political views and engagement within the 

environmental sector as well (Cutter et al., 2009; Pearson et al., 2017).  

Since the late 1980s, studies have found that Latines engaged in both civic (i.e., non-

voting behaviors) and political behaviors at lower rates than white non-Latines (de la Garza et 

al., 1992; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016; Verba et al., 1995). Taking a closer look at the types of 

Latine behaviors in these studies, the one behavior that they engaged in more frequently than 

white non-Latines was informal community engagement. Furthermore, discussions of the Latine 

political agenda have focused on the dual role that Latine organizations often have within 

communities. The organizations seek to not only create community, but also provide necessary 
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resources to folks through community care or advocating for the needs of the community on a 

local level (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Geron, 2005).   

Within the environmental sector, scholars have predominantly quantitatively examined 

the differences in environmental concern, attitudes, and behaviors between Latines and other 

racial-ethnic groups (e.g. Ballew, Goldberg, et al., 2019; Jones et al., 2014; Macias, 2016b, 

2016a). However, Latines consistently report some of the greatest levels of environmental 

concern for climate change and other local environmental issues (e.g., pollution) (Leiserowitz & 

Akerlof, 2010; Macias, 2016b; Whittaker et al., 2005). Yet, the translation of concern to 

mobilization and engagement in civic and political behaviors remains little studied. Scholars 

have found that generally, Latines are supportive of climate policy (Pearson et al., 2021a) and are 

willing to contact government officials in support of such policy (Ballew, Goldberg, et al., 2019); 

however, it is unclear the level of Latine general environmental engagement in broader civic and 

political behaviors outside of the realm of climate change.  

Similar to the work examining broad Latine politics, the majority of the literature 

examining Latine environmental politics has treated Latines as a monolith; however, studies 

exploring the heterogeneity of Latines report that Latines differ significantly in their civic and 

political participation based on their country of origin, generational cohort, time spent in the 

U.S., and geographic location within the U.S. (García Bedolla & Sánchez Loza, 2016). 

Historically, quantitative examinations of Latine political participation have had limited capacity 

to examine these differences due to low sample sizes within comparative surveys (Ramakrishnan 

& Shah, 2016). Additionally, there has been limited understanding of the mechanisms that 

impact Latine political participation—especially within the environmental sector. To address this 

gap within the broader literature, below I review three potential mechanisms that have been 
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discussed as critical to the socialization and mobilization of Latines in broader political 

participation and may help us to develop a more robust understanding of Latine environmental 

engagement: racial-ethnic identity, immigration, and family (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Sáenz & 

Morales, 2015). 

Latines and Racial-Ethnic Identity 

Similar to the concept of race, ethnicity is a social and political construct utilized to 

determine who has power, resources, and influence on political action (Márquez, 2007; Sáenz & 

Morales, 2015). Social categorization has been utilized in the U.S. to construct hierarchies in 

which populations with proximity to “whiteness” and U.S. nativity are seen as more superior and 

non-white, foreign-born populations as inferior (Bryant et al., 2022). Unlike other immigrant 

groups (e.g., Irish, Italian), who were seen as non-white, but were eventually adopted into the 

white social category in order to maintain white power and majority in the U.S., Latines have 

consistently been othered within the U.S. leading them to continue to be a marginalized group 

(Bonilla-Silva, 2004; Warren & Twine Winddance, 1997). In fact, the emergence of a pan-ethnic 

label for individuals of Spanish and Latin American descent emerged and has continued as a 

result of xenophobic feelings that led to the implementation of discriminatory anti-immigration 

and anti-citizenship policies that negatively impact Latines to this day (Beltrán, 2010).  

As a reflection of hierarchical structures, it is not surprising that one’s assignment to a 

social category does not inherently mean that an individual identifies with that label or that it 

impacts their thoughts and behaviors in a meaningful way (Brewer, 1991). In fact, examinations 

of Latine racial-ethnic identity have found that Latines report identifying more with their country 

of origin than the pan-ethnic labels “Latine” or “Hispanic” (Lopez et al., 2017b; Taylor et al., 

2012). While racial-ethnic identity on an individual level can influence what experiences mean to 
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a person, what types of behaviors they can perform in a given context, and their preparedness to 

act in a way that is congruent with themselves or their in-group (Lewis & Oyserman, 2016; 

Oyserman, 2008; Oyserman et al., 2012), it has been critiqued in terms of its ability to politically 

mobilize Latines (Beltrán, 2010). 

Early movements around civil rights and immigration policy in the 1960s, 70s, and mid- 

2000’s effectively utilized the pan-ethnic label as a unifier to advocate for policies and change; 

however, as a result there has been an inappropriate assumption with using the label to reflect a 

political group as the individuals do not always share interests (Beltrán, 2010). As a result, 

despite their large political potential, it has been difficult to mobilize Latines on various issues on 

which they may be divided. Instead, scholars have proposed the use of bridging pathways—

appealing to similar interests and across racial-ethnic, class, or other groups—and the use of 

targeted coalitions may be a more effective strategy when focusing on Latine mobilization in the 

U.S. as there is not always feelings of similarity in terms of Latine politics, governmental 

support, or lived experiences in the U.S. (de la Garza et al., 1992; Garcia & Sanchez, 2008). 

Despite these differences, there are common experiences that many Latines share in terms of 

their immigration to the U.S., experiences with colonization, shared language and religion, and 

some associated cultural values (e.g., familismo, respeto, collectivismo) that may still help us to 

better understand the factors that impact Latine political power and participation within the 

environmental sector despite their heterogenous nature (Sáenz & Morales, 2015). 

Immigration and Acculturation 

In addition to racial-ethnic differences in the U.S. population, the heterogenous 

dimension that has received the most attention is intergenerational differences and the role of 

acculturation on individuals’ attitudes and behaviors (Macias, 2016a, 2016b; Ramakrishnan & 
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Shah, 2016). Scholars have suggested that Latines may bring their cultural worldviews, 

perspectives, and norms from their country of origin that may impact the ways in which they 

self-identity, navigate the world, and engage in political participation (Beltrán, 2010; Márquez, 

2007; Sabogal et al., 1987). In fact, foreign-born Latines are more likely to self-identify with 

their national origin (e.g., Guatemalan, Peruvian) than U.S.-born Latines (Lopez et al., 2017b). 

Additionally, sociologists have found that first-generation Latines report greater levels of cultural 

values such as familism than later generations (Gil et al., 2000). These differences are believed to 

be a result of the acculturation of U.S. with U.S-born Latines receiving cultural and political 

socializations outside of the family (e.g., school, peers, mass media) (Sáenz & Morales, 2015). 

However, there have been mixed findings regarding the role of generational cohort in 

both political and environmental participation based on the types of behaviors measured. In 

examining civic, non-voting behaviors, scholars have found that foreign-born Latines reporting 

greater engagement in religious organizations and performance of private-sphere pro-

environmental behaviors (e.g., recycling, buying organic food) than U.S.-born Latines (Macias, 

2016a; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016). However, looking at political participation, U.S.-born 

Latines—particularly 3+ generation—report greater levels of volunteering, voting in midterm and 

local elections, contacting government officials and generally discussing politics with family and 

friends than their foreign-born counterparts (Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016), suggesting that 

external political socialization from media and school may play a role in increasing Latine civic 

and political participation among Latines (Sáenz & Morales, 2015). Despite increases in Latine 

participation over time and across generations, there remains a significant gap in participation in 

comparison to their U.S.-born white counterparts, leading scholars to advocate for more nuanced 

research into identity, socialization, and mobilization to improve current political and 
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environmental strategies. Below I discuss the role of various structures and values that may be of 

critical importance to our understanding of Latine participation. 

Cultural Values: Familism 

Though there are many ways in which Latines learn about and adopt political practices, 

one of the most important structures for Latines is the role of family. Since family plays a critical 

role in the political and ethnic socialization of Latines (García Bedolla & Sánchez Loza, 2016; 

Garcia & Sanchez, 2008), it is not surprising that the associated family values (e.g., obligation to 

take care of family, familial honor, respect for elders, etc.)—also known as familism values—are 

a core value associated with Latines and are believed to be critical to Latine concern for and 

intention to engage in political and environmental behaviors (Pearson et al., 2021a; Sabogal et 

al., 1987; Sáenz & Morales, 2015). Unlike most white families in the U.S., the Latine family 

includes not only immediate biological family members, but also extended family and other 

close friends/community members they rely on for social support (e.g., comadres/copadres, 

padrinos/madrinas) (Keefe & Padilla, 1987). 

As a result of these broader family relationships and social ties, scholars have questioned 

whether familism is a value that is unique to Latines or instead reflects a larger collectivistic 

worldview—where they put the needs of others over oneself—a worldview that is held by many 

non-European cultural groups (Arevalo et al., 2016; Gaines et al., 1997; Oyserman et al., 2012; 

Schwartz, 2007). The debate has lasted decades with some scholars arguing that Latine cultural 

values, particularly machismo—the expectation of the man as a protector of the house and family 

in the public sphere—and marianismo—the willingness of women to make sacrifices for their 

children—may serve as direct motivation for Latine political participation as well (Sáenz & 

Morales, 2015). In contrast, researchers have also argued that Latine care for the broader 
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community is another critical value that is on par with or exceeds the influence of familism on 

Latine behaviors (Smith-Morris et al., 2012). As a result of this debate, further examination as to 

the distinction between these two interrelated concepts is needed.  

The existing work on familism values has focused on understanding Latine cultural 

socialization (Cortés, 1995; Halgunseth et al., 2006) and their role in attenuating health risks 

among Latine youth (Germãn et al., 2009; Peña et al., 2011; Prado et al., 2013); however, 

recently scholars have begun to explore the role of the family in our understanding of heightened 

U.S. Latine environmental concerns, risk perceptions, and support for climate policy (Goldberg 

et al., 2020; Pearson et al., 2021a). Environmental scholars have argued that Latine obligations to 

take care of family in conjunction with their awareness of the impacts of environmental problems 

like climate change to their immediate and distant family plays a critical role in determining their 

belief in climate change and support for climate policy in the U.S. (Pearson et al., 2021a). 

However, there has been limited examination familism’s role in our understanding of broader 

Latine environmental concern, attitudes, and political participation.  

Dissertation Objectives and Structure 

 Pulling from the growing literature around Latine politics reviewed above, this 

dissertation aims to expand our knowledge of the motivators of Latine political participation, but 

also develop a more robust understanding of the ways in which Latines conceptualize 

environmental action, are socialized into environmental engagement, and participate in both 

civic and political pro-environmental behaviors. Particularly, across three chapters, I explore the 

role of racial-ethnic identity, generational cohort, and familism values in improving our 

understanding of heightened Latine concern/attitudes and Latine participation in pro-

environmental.  
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 Prior to beginning my dissertation, I was extremely interested in the role of racial-ethnic 

identity and its potential influence on improving our understanding of how Latines conceptualize 

environmental problems and engage in pro-environmental behavior. Utilizing a nationally 

representative survey that included both measures of racial-ethnic identity strength and 

environmental outcomes—a combination that is not commonly included in many surveys—I 

investigated the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity strength, familism values, and 

generational cohort in predicting U.S. Latine environmental concern, climate risk perceptions, and 

support for climate policy. In Chapter 2, I discuss my findings that racial-ethnic identity strength 

was a significant predictor of Latine environmental outcomes, but familism values served as a 

much stronger predictor. Due to the strength of familism values within this study, I shifted the 

focus of my dissertation to examine the role of cultural values that are associated with Latine 

identities.  

Building from Chapter 2, I expand the scope of the research from a focus on climate change 

to explore U.S. Latine environmentalism more broadly. In Chapter 3, I utilize qualitative 

interviews with forty-two self-identified Latine adults living in New York City, Miami, and San 

Antonio to develop a fundamental understanding of the ways in which Latines conceptualize 

environmental problems, the types of pro-environmental behaviors they engage in, and potential 

mechanisms that may help us understand what motivates and inhibits Latine performance of pro-

environmental behaviors  

Finally, Chapter 4 draws from the findings of both Chapters 2 and 3 to quantitatively 

investigate the predictive power of familism, racial-ethnic identity, and generational cohort on 

Latine environmental attitudes and their intentions to engage in both political and lifestyle pro-

environmental behaviors in the next 12 months. As a result of the findings that familism was a 
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significant predictor of Latine environmental concern and support for climate policy, I sought to 

further investigate its role in explaining Latine environmentalism in comparison to a related 

concept—collectivism. Finally, to account for the limited analyses examining ethnic differences 

in Latine environmentalism, I explore the prevalence of significant differences in environmental 

attitudes and intentions to engage in pro-environmental behaviors based on ethnicity (e.g., 

Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban).  

I conclude the dissertation by discussing the implications of all three studies on our 

understanding of Latine environmentalism, future directions for the research, and real-life 

applications for building relationships and garnering Latine support for pro-environmental policies 

and change.  
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CHAPTER 2 PREDICTING LATINE ENVIRONMENTAL OUTCOMES: AN EXPLORATORY 

ANALYSIS OF THE PREDICTIVE POWER OF IDENTITY, FAMILY, AND GENERATIONAL 

COHORT ON LATINE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN AND POLICY SUPPORT  

ABSTRACT 

Latines are one of the fastest growing racial-ethnic groups in the United States and are 

expected to make up the majority racial-ethnic group by 2043. As a result of this changing 

population, scholars have begun to investigate Latine environmentalism. While research 

continues to find that Latines have greater environmental concern, perceptions of risk, and 

support for environmental policy than Whites, few studies have examined the mechanisms that 

motivate Latine environmental attitudes and behavior. This study seeks to expand our 

understanding of these motivators by examining the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity 

strength, generational cohort, and familism on key environmental outcomes. Using a national 

probability-based sample of self-identifying U.S. Latines/Hispanics (n=306), I conducted a path 

analysis investigating the relationship between Latine racial-ethnic identity, generational cohort, 

and familism values on individuals' level of environmental concern, perceptions of climate risk, 

and support for climate policy. Of the variables examined, I found that familism values were the 

strongest predictor of all three environmental outcomes even when controlling for political party. 

This research suggests that more work should explore the ways in which familism values 

influence the ways in which Latines engage in environmentalism. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 With the rapid increase in Latine/Hispanic population in the U.S., scholars have begun to 

focus on the role Latines play in influencing environmental policy and solutions to looming 

environmental problems like climate change. Studies comparing climate beliefs of U.S. Whites 

and Latines have found that U.S. Latines not only reported greater levels of concern and its 

impact on their families, communities, and the U.S. public than their white counterparts, but U.S. 

Latines also reported greater belief than whites that climate change exists, is a major problem in 

the U.S. and is human-caused (Jones et al., 2014; Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Sahagun, 2010; 

Speiser & Krygsman, 2014). As a result of these elevated levels of climate concern, U.S. Latines 

report high levels of support for climate and energy policies that address climate change 

(Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Speiser & Krygsman, 2014).  

 Although research has found that U.S. Latines report high levels of climate belief, 

concern, and policy support, the reason for these high levels among the racial-ethnic group 

continue to be understudied. Scholars have discussed the role of immigration and family as 

important cultural factors for U.S. Latines (Macias, 2016a, 2016b; Speiser & Krygsman, 2014). 

Additionally, recent findings suggest that Latines significantly underestimate the level of 

environmental concern of their own racial-ethnic group (Pearson et al., 2018) illuminating the 

potential role of racial-ethnic identity as both a negative factor (i.e., misperceptions and negative 

stereotypes) and positive factor (i.e., immigrant and identity-based cultural values) in our 

understanding of the motivations of U.S. Latine environmental concern and policy support. As a 

result, I sought to examine the role of the Latine racial-ethnic identity, familism, and 

generational cohort in predicting Latine general environmental concern, climate risk perceptions, 

and climate policy support.  
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I begin with a review of the literature on racial-ethnic identity, identity-based motivation, 

and U.S. Latine environmentalism before describing the methods of this analytic study. I then 

report my findings that explore the role of racial-ethnic identity and cultural values in predicting 

Latine environmental and climate outcomes. I conclude by discussing the implications of my 

findings for future research on U.S. Latine environmentalism.  

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Racial-ethnic Identity and Identity-Based Motivation Theory 

Race is a social construct that is used to classify individuals and differentiate them within 

a hierarchy where “whiteness” is superior and BIPOC and other marginalized groups are inferior 

(Bryant et al., 2022). This is an external process in which individuals are assigned to a racial-

ethnic category, but it does not presume that the race or ethnicity is a chosen identity through 

which the individual makes sense of the world (Brewer, 1991). Individuals develop various role-

based (e.g., caretaker, student) and social identities (e.g., Puerto Rican, queer, environmentalist) 

through exploration of what it means to the individual or related social group, a decision to 

commit to the identity as a representation of themselves, and finally develop an affirmation of 

the identity (i.e. the degree in which an individual has positive feelings about their racial-ethnic 

group) (Umaña-Taylor et al., 2004). Individuals may hold multiple identities—each varying in 

strength or salience based on the extent to which individuals have explored and committed to the 

identity and how often the identity is activated and used in a variety of contexts and settings 

(Stryker & Serpe, 1994).  

While work in the environmental field has explored the influence of social identities such 

as green (Sparks & Shepherd, 1992), environmental (Clayton, 2003; Whitmarsh & O’Neill, 
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2010), and environmentalist identities (Schuldt & Pearson, 2016), little research has explored the 

effect of a racial-ethnic identity on environmentalism. Within the education and health spheres, 

scholars have developed and applied theories (e.g., identity-based motivation theory) that 

examine how racial-ethnic identity can influence individuals’ understandings of situations and 

their subsequent behavior (Lewis & Oyserman, 2016; Oyserman, 2008; Oyserman et al., 2012; 

Oyserman & Lewis, 2017). According to identity-based motivation theory, identities are believed 

to influence what experiences mean, what types of behaviors an individual can perform in a 

given context, and an individual’s preparedness to act in a way that is congruent with themselves 

or their in-group (Lewis & Oyserman, 2016; Oyserman, 2008; Oyserman et al., 2012). Given its 

regular activation within society, racial-ethnic identities may be particularly salient to and thus 

have an impact on the ways in which individuals consciously or reflexively act in a variety of 

situations including environmental contexts (Oyserman et al., 2012; Wheeler & Petty, 2001).  

Latinidad and Racial-ethnic Identity 

Examining U.S. Latines and their associated racial-ethnic identity is often difficult as the 

way in which they are categorized by the U.S. government and how they self-identify often 

differ. The U.S. government and other actors utilize the terms “Hispanic” or “Latine/o/a”—pan-

ethnic labels that describe individuals of Latin American or Spanish descent. However, this pan-

ethnic label often does not necessarily describe the ways in which U.S. Latines self-identify. In 

fact, Latines prefer to describe their identity in terms of their national origin (e.g., Mexican 

American, Puerto Rican, Dominican, etc.) (Lopez et al., 2017a; P. Taylor et al., 2012). Not only 

do Latines vary in their country of origin, but also in their level of assimilation to the U.S.—

often reflected by generational cohort (i.e., first-generation vs. second and third generation 

individuals)—and associated cultural values. As a result, what a racial-ethnic identity means to 
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U.S. Latines is more diverse than just an individuals’ country of origin or heritage within the 

pan-ethnic group. Additionally, U.S. Latines may have varying interpretations of their racial-

ethnic identity based on other intersecting elements such as immigration, assimilation, 

discrimination, and other lived experiences. Despite the heterogenous nature of U.S. Latines, 

their racial-ethnic identity, however they prefer to identify—as a nationality or pan-ethnic 

identity—and the associated values, norms, and cultures associated with these identities (e.g., 

biophilic relationships with land, familism values, respect) may still help us to better understand 

the factors that impact Latine political power2 within the environmental sector—particularly U.S. 

Latine environmental concern, attitudes, and behaviors.    

Latine Response to Climate Change: The role of Immigration and Culture 

Prior to reviewing the literature on U.S. Latines and climate change it is important to 

acknowledge that despite the diversity in the Latine population in the U.S., the majority of the 

literature examining Latine cultural values and environmentalism, has focused on Mexican 

Americans (e.g., Armenta et al., 2011; Macias, 2016a; Williams & Florez, 2002)—as they reflect 

the largest proportion of Latines within the U.S. (PEW Research Center, 2021). However, due to 

the heterogeneity of Latine populations it is important for us to examine whether there are 

differences in Latine environmental attitudes and policy support based on individuals’ ethnicity 

and country of origin. Few studies have examined the differences in Latine outcomes based on 

country of origin, but what has been done has found significant differences in Latine civic 

 

 

 

2 Latine political power reflects the historic and current ability for Latines to come together and advocate for 

changes towards shared political goals—most notably education, immigration, and education (Geron, 2005). 
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engagement and support for various U.S. policies based on Latine ethnicity (Fraga et al., 2012). 

We believe that these differences that may translate to Latine attitudes and political support 

within the environmental realm as well and are worth exploration.  

Studies of environmentalism across various racial-ethnic groups have revealed that 

Latines in the U.S. have significantly greater environmental concern and perceptions of 

environmental risk for global environmental issues (e.g. climate change, rainforest deforestation, 

and ozone depletion) than do whites (Jones et al., 2014; Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010). 

Examinations of the role of immigration on Latine environmentalism suggest that Latines—

particularly recent immigrants or first-generation individuals—retain values from their country 

of origin that influences their conceptualization of environmental problems, perceptions of risk, 

environmental values, and engagement of environmental behaviors (Carter et al., 2013; Lynch, 

1993; Macias, 2016a, 2016b; Schultz et al., 2000). Empirical investigations of foreign-born 

Mexican Americans have found that first generation Mexican-Americans reported greater 

perceptions of environmental risk and greater engagement in sustainability behaviors than U.S.-

born Mexican Americans and whites (Macias, 2016a, 2016b). The lack of difference between 

whites and U.S.-Born Mexican Americans suggests that acculturation may play a role in Latine 

environmentalism and that some of the cultural values held by Mexican Americans and other 

Hispanic-identifying groups may influence environmentalism. In fact, scholars examining the 

relationship between generational cohort and the retention of cultural values have found that 

second generation Latines (i.e., U.S.-born Latines) report significantly lower scores on cultural 

awareness, including associated cultural values (Keefe & Padilla, 1987; Knight et al., 2011; 

Sabogal et al., 1987).  
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One of the most central cultural values that Latines may bring from their country of 

origin is familism, the strong connection individuals have to their immediate and extended 

family in which individuals have an obligation to take care of the family over themselves 

(Sabogal et al., 1987; Speiser & Krygsman, 2014). Empirical examinations of familism have 

found that there are at least three unique subdimensions of familism: family as obligation, family 

as referent, and perceived familial support (Sabogal et al., 1987). The subdimension family as 

obligation reflects the need of the individual to provide material and emotional support for 

members even if it is at the expense of themselves. Family as referent reflects the notion that the 

family is an extension of oneself; thus, actions and beliefs of the individual reflect that of the 

family. Finally, perceived familial support measures an individual’s perceptions that their family 

members provide reliable help and support.  

Within the environmental realm, recent summary reports from public opinion surveys 

have begun to examine the role of family on U.S. Latines’ environmental concern, and risk 

perceptions of climate change. In an EcoAmerica report on of the climate beliefs and values held 

by racial-ethnic minorities in the U.S., Speiser & Krygsman (2014) found that Latines’ 

obligation to provide and support their family was a key cultural value as family is to consider 

when engaging Latines on climate solutions. Given that Latine immigrants to the U.S. often have 

transnational ties (i.e., family members, friends, and land in their country of origin), concern for 

the family and obligations to provide for the family may extend beyond local family in the U.S. 

to family members that live abroad. In fact, surveys have found that Latines with transnational 

ties think about both the impact of climate change on their family abroad and local 

environmental concerns (e.g., pollution) that impact their family in the U.S. (Latino Decisions, 

2013, 2015). Furthermore, these obligations may have implications for Latine environmental 
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behaviors. In a survey of Latine conceptualizations of climate change, Leiserowitz et al., (2017) 

found that about 60% of Latines—in comparison to 45% of non-Latines—reported that it was of 

moderate to extreme importance to their friends and family that they take action to reduce global 

warming. Thus, familism values may be more salient and have a broader impact on 

environmental outcomes especially around climate change for Latines. 

RATIONALE 

Based on literature that demonstrates significant differences between U.S. Latine and white 

environmental attitudes and concerns, I explore whether Latines racial-ethnic identity and 

associated cultural values help to improve our understanding of the motivators of U.S. Latine 

environmentalism. Specifically, I sought to explore the following research questions:  

1. To what extent does the strength of an individual’s racial-ethnic identity predict 

individuals' level of general environmental concern, climate concern, and support for 

climate change policy? 

2. What is the relationship between an individual's generational cohort, country of 

origin, the strength of an individual’s racial-ethnic identity, familism values, and 

sociodemographic variables in predicting Latine general environmental concern, climate 

concern, and level of support for climate change policy? 

METHODS 

Procedure 

To examine the predictive power of Latine racial-ethnic identity and its relationship to 

other relevant factors (i.e., generational cohort and familism values), I analyzed a nationally 

representative survey of U.S. adults (n=1,212) that included an oversample of self-identified 
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Hispanics and Latines (n= 306) that was fielded by GfK/Knowledge Networks between April 15 

and May 1, 2016. The survey was focused on environmental and sustainability attitudes, beliefs, 

and policy support, and included measures of respondents’ race/ethnicity, perceived strength of 

their racial-ethnic identity, familism strength, environmental outcome measures (i.e., general 

environmental concern, perceived climate risk to themselves, their family, and their community, 

and support for various climate policies), and demographic information (i.e., birthplace, age, 

gender, income, and education). Only individuals who self-identified as Hispanic were included 

in the analyses.  

This paper reanalyzed the data utilized in (Pearson et al., 2021) where I worked with 

colleagues to compare the greatest predictors of belief in climate change across race/ethnicity. In 

our analyses we found that familism was the greatest predictor of Latine climate change belief, 

belief that there was a scientific consensus on climate change, and support for climate policy 

support. In contrast, political party identification was the strongest predictor of white climate 

beliefs and policy support. The current study and analyses were conducted concurrently with the 

analysis and write-up of the (Pearson et al., 2021) piece; however there are key differences 

between the two pieces of work. First, this analysis solely focuses on the Latine/Hispanic 

subsample to investigate predictors of general environmental concern, climate risk perceptions, 

and climate policy support. Second, the models presented in this analysis differ from those 

included in Pearson, et al., (2021). I included commonly used controls (i.e., age, gender, income, 

education, and political party identification) as well as Latine-specific variables (i.e., familism, 

generational cohort, and racial-ethnic identity strength) for a more robust analysis of the 

predictors of Latine environmentalism.  

Measures 
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Summative scales were constructed using exploratory factor analysis. Items were 

grouped based upon previously established scales and theoretical ties. Theory-based item groups 

with three or more items were analyzed using principal component analysis to assess whether 

they measured multiple or single constructs. Scales were developed based upon their factor 

loading and reliability values. Full scales were constructed using the Latine/Hispanic-Only 

Sample and can be found in the referenced tables in Appendix A. 

General Environmental Concern 

Utilizing a 5-point Likert scale from “Not at all concerned” to “Extremely concerned”, 

respondents’,” general environmental concern was measured by their response the single item, 

“Generally speaking, how concerned are you about the state of the natural environment?”. 

Perceptions of Climate Risk 

Respondents were also asked to indicate how much they agreed or disagreed with the following 

prompt: “When I think about whom climate change will harm, I think about:.” Using a 5-point 

Likert Scale from “Strongly disagree” to “Strongly agree”, individuals reported their perceived 

impact of climate change on the following groups: myself, my children, my grandchildren, and 

my community. The items were loaded onto a single reliable factor (α=0.94). The distribution of 

climate was non-linear reflecting two peak distributions around 3.00 and 5.00. As a result, I 

transformed the variable into a dichotomous variable with respondents whose average response 

was between strongly disagree to neither agree nor disagree (1.00-3.99) were labeled as “low 

climate risk perceptions” (n=118) and those whose average responses was between agree and 

strongly agree (4.00-5.00) were labeled “high climate risk perceptions (n= 191). 
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Support for Climate Policy 

Individuals were asked their level of support for various climate policies using a 5-point Likert 

Scale from “Strongly oppose” to “Strongly support”. Specifically, they were asked “How much 

do you support or oppose the following policies aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions?.” 

Individuals were then provided a list of five different policies (i.e., regulating carbon dioxide as a 

pollutant, requiring electric utilities to produce electricity from renewable sources, requiring 

automakers to increase fuel efficiency, funding more research into renewable energy sources, 

and providing tax rebates for people who purchase energy-efficient vehicles or solar panels). 

Together these items together onto a single factor with a Cronbach Alpha of 0.93. 

Familism Values 

Within the dataset there were three items that reflected familism values and factored onto a 

single reliable scale (α=0.76). Reporting their level of agreement with a 5-point Likert Scale 

from Strongly Disagree to Strongly Agree, individuals responded to the following three items: “I 

would sacrifice an activity that I enjoy very much if my family did not approve of it,” “A person 

should help his or her elderly parents in times of need, for example, helping them financially or 

sharing a house,” and “Children should be taught to always be good because they represent the 

family”. 

Racial-ethnic Identity Strength 

The strength of an individual’s racial-ethnic identity was evaluated using a single measure, 

“Would you say that your racial/ethnic group is an important part of your identity?.” Participants 

reported their response using a 5-point Likert Scale from “Not at all important" to “Extremely 

important”. 
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Generational Cohort 

Respondents were asked “Were you born outside of the U.S.? Participants responded yes or no. 

Individuals who responded that they were born outside of the U.S. were coded with a “0” and 

labeled as a first-generation respondent. Alternatively, those who responded as “1” reflected 

individuals who were the second or more generation. While there was the ability to further 

separate second generation from third generation and greater, I chose this scheme because 

literature suggests that the effects of generational cohort on factors such as cultural values and 

identity strength are the greatest between the first and second generation, then stabilize for 

further generational cohorts (3+) (Keefe & Padilla, 1987).  

Age 

Respondents reported their current age at the time of taking the survey. 

Gender 

Respondents were asked to select their gender from “Male” or “Female” categories3. 

Income 

Respondents reported their household income level in the survey by selecting a bucket category 

that reflected their income bracket. Participants were presented with nineteen different options 

that ranged from “less than $5,000” to $175,000 or more”. From $5,000 to $99,000 the 

categories increased by $2,500 and categories above $100,000 increased by $25,000. Household 

income categories were recoded into low-income (<$50,000), middle income ($50,000-$99,999), 

 

 

 

3 In recent years there has been more widespread adoption of more robust measures of gender that classify 

individuals as “Man”, “Woman” “Non-binary or gender non-conforming”, etc. However, these new measures had 

not been widely adopted at the time of the design and implementation of the GfK survey.  
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and high income (>$100,000). Individuals who reported low-income were coded with a “0”, 

middle income with a “1”, and high income with a “2”.  

Education 

Respondents’ level of education was attained by asking them to select the highest degree that 

they received. Fourteen options were available for participants to choose from. They ranged from 

“No formal education” to “Professional of Doctorate Degree.” These categories were condensed 

into four categories: “Less than high school diploma,” “High school diploma”, “Some college”, 

“Bachelor’s Degree or higher”. 

Political Party Identification 

Respondents were asked to respond to a single item: “Which Political Party do you identify 

with?.” Individuals were given the following response options: “Democrat,” “Republican”, 

“Independent”, and “Other”. For analyses, Democrats were coded as “0”, Republicans as “1”, 

Other as “2”. 

Data Analysis 

To explore the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity on Latine environmental outcomes, I 

began by running simple model regressions that included only racial-ethnic identity strength as 

the independent predictor and age, gender, income, and education as control variables. I ran 

linear regressions to predict general environmental concern and climate policy support and a 

logistic regression to explore the prediction of high Latine climate risk perceptions. To further 

examine the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity on Latine environmental outcomes and 

explore the relationship between identity, familism and generational cohort, I conducted a 

regression-led path analysis based on a theoretical model (Figure 2.1). All analyses were 

conducted utilizing the unweighted dataset.  
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The analysis began with a linear regression model (Model 1) that explored the predictive 

power of generational cohort (foreign vs. native-born U.S. Latines), racial-ethnic identity 

strength, and other demographic factors (i.e., age, gender, income, and education) on the strength 

of Latine familism values. Second, I examined the predictive power of familism, generational 

cohort, racial-ethnic identity strength, and demographic factors on Latine general environmental 

concern (Model 2). My third model was a logistic regression measuring low vs. high perceptions 

of climate risk among Latines. I ran the third regression model (Model 3) using general 

environmental concern, familism, generational cohort, racial-ethnic identity strength, and 

demographic variables as my independent predictors. In the fourth and final model, I analyzed 

which of the aforementioned factors (familism, generational cohort, racial-ethnic identity 

strength, general environmental concern, and climate risk perceptions) predicted Latine support 

for climate policy while controlling for demographic variables of age, gender, income, education, 

and political party. 
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Figure 2.1 Theoretical Framework for Regression-led Path Analysis

 

Note:1Logistic Regression Model predicting odds of reporting low vs. high climate risk perceptions.  

Each model included the following controls: Age, Gender, Income, Education, and Political Party Identification. 

Finally, to examine whether there were significant differences in Latine environmental 

concern, climate risk perceptions, and public policy support, I ran a series of t-tests and chi-

square analyses for each DV in my path analysis model comparing self-identified 

Mexican/Mexican Americans and Other Latines. Due to a small number of cases for specific 

ethnic groups (e.g., Puerto Rican, Colombian, Cuban), I collapsed them into a single group 

entitled “Other Latines” and was unable to conduct more fine-tuned analyses within this sample.  

RESULTS 

Respondent Characteristics 

Most of the respondents reported being white Hispanic/Latine (85%) and the majority of the 

sample identified as Mexican or Mexican American (63%). On average, participants reported 
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that their race/ethnicity was moderately important to identity (x̄ =3.23 ± 1.26) and held moderate 

familism values (x̄ =3.88 ± 0.86). About half of the sample were males, born outside of the U.S 

and on average were 44 years old (SD =16.5). Most of the sample identified as “Democrat (66%) 

and reflected a lower socioeconomic status, with 66% of the sample receiving a High School 

Diploma or less and about half of the respondents reporting a total household income of $50,000 

or less. On average, respondents reported moderate to high general environmental concern (x̄ 

=3.57 ± 1.12 on a five-point scale), somewhat supported climate policies (x̄ =3.98 ± 0.9), and 

about half of the sample reported low climate risk perceptions (56%). Descriptive statistics for 

all variables can be found in Table 2.1. 
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1
Response Categories 1=Not at all Concerned, 2=Slightly Concerned, 3= Moderately Concerned, 4= Very 

Concerned, 5= Extremely Concerned 
2Response Categories 1= Strongly Disagree 2=Disagree, 3= Neutral, 4=Agree, 5 =Strongly Agree 
3Response Categories 1 = Strongly Oppose 2=Somewhat Oppose, 3= Neither Support nor Oppose, 4=Somewhat 

Support, 5 =Strongly Support  
4 Response Categories 1=Not at all Important, 2=Slightly Important, 3= Moderately Important, 4= Very Important, 

5= Extremely Important I 

 

 

 

Variable Mean (SD) and Percentages 

General Environmental Concern1 3.57 ± 1.12 

Climate Risk Perceptions2 

Low 

High 

 

171 (55.9%) 

135 (44.1%) 

Support for Climate Policy3 3.98 ± 0.90 

Racial-ethnic Identity Strength4 3.23 ± 1.26 

Familism Values1 3.88 ± 0.86 

Generational Cohort 

Foreign-born 

U.S.-born 

 

144 (48.6 %) 

152 (51.4 %) 

Ethnicity 

Mexican 

Other Latine/Hispanic 

 

194 (63.4%) 

112 (36.6%) 

Gender 

Male 

Female 

 

166 (54.2%) 

140 (45.8%) 

Age 44.03 ± 16.48 

Income 

Low (<$50,000) 

Medium ($50,000-$99,999) 

High (>$100,000) 

 

157 (51.3%) 

96 (31.4%) 

53 (17.3%) 

Education 

Less than High School Diploma 

High School Diploma 

Some College 

Bachelor’s Degree or Greater 

 

106 (34.6%) 

87 (28.4%) 

67 (21.9%) 

46 (5.0%) 

Political Party 

Democrat 

Republican 

Other 

 

195 (65.7%) 

76 (25.6%) 

26 (8.8%)  

Table 2.1 Means and percentages for variables and demographics (Bolded items are reference 

categories) 
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Analysis 1: The Predictive Power of Racial-ethnic Identity on Latine environmental outcomes 

To investigate my first research question, I first ran a series of regressions that explored 

the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity strength on U.S. Latine environmental outcomes 

(Table 2.2). The initial regression model (i.e., Regression 1) explained about 14% of the 

variation in general environmental concern. Racial-ethnic identity strength was a significant 

positive predictor (β = 0.35, p<0.05), with those whose race/ethnicity was more important to 

their sense of identity reporting greater general environmental concern than those whose identity 

was less central to their sense of self. In terms of controls, older individuals reported 

significantly greater environmental concern than younger individuals (β = 0.16, p<0.01), males 

reported greater concern than females (β = 0.16, p<0.01), and those with lower SES reported 

greater environmental concern than those in higher SES groups. Specifically, individuals with 

low income reported greater environmental concern than those with high income (β = -0.14, 

p<0.05). Additionally, those with less than a high school diploma reported greater environmental 

concern than those with some college (β = -0.10, p<0.05). 

Due to the dichotomous transformation of climate risk perceptions, Regression 2 was a 

logistic regression that provided the odds of reporting high climate risk perceptions over low 

climate risk perceptions. This model accounted for about 16% of the variation in climate risk 

perceptions. Similar to the first model of general environmental concern, I found that 

respondents whose racial-ethnic identity was more important to their sense of self were almost 

1.5 times more likely to report greater climate risk perceptions than those whose racial-ethnic 

identity was not as important to their sense of self (odds ratio= 1.41, p<0.01). Of the controls, 

political party was the only significant factor in the model with Republicans being about half as 

likely as Democrats to report high levels of climate concerns (odds ratio= 0.44, p<0.01). 
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Finally, I examined the predictive power of racial-ethnic identity strength on individuals’ 

support for various U.S. climate policies. Regression 3 accounted for about 7% of the variation 

in climate policy support. However, racial-ethnic identity strength was significant within the 

model. Political party was the only negative significant factor within the model with Democrats 

reporting significantly greater support for climate policies than Republicans (β = -0.21, p<0.01).  
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Table 2.2 Racial-Ethnic Identity Regression Models with Standardized Betas 

*=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***p<0.001 
A= Logistic Regression Model 

1Nagelkerke 

 

 

 Regression 1: 

General 

Environmental 

Concern 

Regression 2: Climate 

Risk PerceptionsA 

Regression 3: 

Climate Policy 

Support 

 β SE Odds 

Ratio 

SE β SE 

Identity Strength 0.13* 0.05 1.48*** 0.11 0.11 0.04 

Controls       

Age 0.16** 0.004 1.01 0.01 0.08 0.003 

Gender 0.16** 0.12 1.29 0.26 -0.13 0.10 

Income: Low vs. 

Medium 

-0.04 0.15 0.54 0.32 0.02 0.13 

Income: Low vs. High -0.14* 0.19 0.60 0.39 -0.07 0.16 

Education: HS Diploma 0.02 0.16 1.61 0.33 0.07 0.13 

Education: Some College -0.10* 0.18 1.08 0.38 0.13 0.15 

Education: Bachelor’s 

Degree or Greater 

-0.01 0.21 1.01 0.44 0.14 0.18 

Politics: Democrat vs. 

Republican 

-0.24 0.15 0.44** 0.30 -0.21*** 0.12 

Politics: Democrat vs. 

Other 

-0.04 0.22 0.55 0.50 -0.003 0.19  

    

Adjusted R2 0.14 0.161 0.07 

df 286 8 286 

F-Statistic 5.78 Hosmer & Lemeshow 

Sig.: 0.25 

3.09 
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Table 2.3 Regression-Led Path Analyses with Standardized Betas 

*=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***p<0.001 
A Logistic Regression Model 

1Nagelkerke

 Model 1: 

Familism 

Model 2: 

General 

Environmental 

Concern 

Model 3: Climate 

Risk PerceptionsA 

Model 4: Climate 

Policy Support 

 β SE Β SE Odds 

Ratio 

SE β SE 

Generational 

Cohort 

-0.17* 0.11 -0.15* 0.14 0.36** 0.33 -0.07 0.11 

Identity Strength 0.10 0.04 0.14* 0.05 1.24 0.12 0.03 0.04 

Familism -- -- 0.17** 0.07 2.60*** 0.20 0.12* 0.06 

General Env. 

Concern 

-- -- -- -- 2.13*** 0.15 0.32*** 0.05 

Climate Risk 

Perceptions 

-- -- -- -- -- -- 0.21*** 0.11 

Controls         

Age 0.07 0.003 0.09 0.004 1.00 0.01 -0.03 0.003 

Gender -0.09 0.10 0.17** 0.13 0.91 0.30 -0.18** 0.10 

Income: Low vs. 

Medium 

-0.10 0.16 0.01 0.16 0.86 0.37 0.08 0.12 

Income: Low vs. 

High 

-0.11 0.15 -0.09 0.19 1.35 0.45 0.02 0.14 

Education: High 

School Diploma 

0.07 0.13 -0.01 0.16 1.71 0.39 0.03 0.12 

Education: Some 

College 

0.05 0.15 -0.11 0.19 1.57 0.45 0.15* 0.14 

Education: 

Bachelor’s Degree 

or Greater 

0.18* 0.17 -0.02 0.22 0.90 0.53 0.14* 0.16 

Politics: Democrat 

vs. Republican 

0.01 0.12 -0.24*** 0.14 0.55 0.37 -0.11* 0.11 

Politics: Democrat 

vs. Other 

0.05 0.18 -0.05 0.22 0.36 0.64 0.03 0.17 

     

Adjusted R2 0.05 0.19 0.451 0.27 

df 281 281 8 281 

F-Statistic 2.31 6.52 Hosmer & 

Lemeshow Sig.: 

0.07 

8.49 
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Analysis 2: Generational Cohort, Familism, and Racial-ethnic Identity Models 

To answer my second research question, I ran a series of regression models that 

investigated the independent predictive power of racial-ethnic identity, familism values, and 

generational cohort on Latine environmental outcomes (See Figure 2.1 and Table 2.3).  

Predicting Familism Values 

I started examining the relationship between generational cohort, racial-ethnic identity 

strength and familism values (Model 1). This model accounted for 5% of the variation in Latine 

respondents’ familism values (Table 2.3). Within the model, I found that foreign-born Latines 

reported significantly greater familism values than U.S.-born Latines (β = -0.17, p<0.05). 

Additionally, I found that those with less than a high school diploma reported lower familism 

values than respondents with a bachelor’s degree or Greater (β = 0.18, p<0.05). None of the 

other controls were significant within the model.  

Predicting General Environmental Concern 

In the second model, I included generational cohort, racial-ethnic identity strength, and 

familism values as independent predictors of respondents’ general environmental concern. This 

model explained about 19% of the variation in respondents’ general environmental concern 

(Table 2.3). Foreign-born Latines reported significantly greater general environmental concern 

than U.S.-Born Latines (β = -0.15, p<0.05). Additionally, respondents with stronger racial-ethnic 

identities reported greater environmental concern than those whose racial-ethnic identity was not 

as important to their self-concept (β = 0.14, p<0.05). Finally, I found that those with stronger 

familism values reported greater general environmental concern than those who reported weaker 

familism values (β = 0.17, p<0.01). With respect to the control variables, gender was a 

significant positive predictor (β = 0.17, p<0.01) of general environmental concern and political 
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party was a significant negative predictor within Model 2 (β = -0.24, p<0.01). Thus, females 

reported greater environmental concern than males and Democrats reporting significantly greater 

concern than Republicans.  

Predicting Climate Concern 

For the third model, general environmental concern was added as a predictor of high 

climate risk perceptions within a logistic regression model. The model accounted for about 45% 

of the variation in respondents’ climate risk perceptions (Table 2.3). Again, I found a significant 

negative relationship between foreign born Latines and U.S.-born Latines. U.S.-Born Latines 

were 0.36 times less likely to report high climate risk perceptions than foreign-born Latines 

(Odds Ratio=0.36, p<0.01). Identity strength was not a significant predictor within the model; 

however, both familism values and general environmental concern were significant positive 

predictors. Individuals with stronger familism values were 2.6 times more likely to report high 

climate risk perceptions than those who reported lower familism values (Odds Ratio= 2.60, 

p<0.001). With respect to general environmental concern, individuals with greater general 

environmental concern were 2.13 times more likely (Odds Ratio= 2.13, p<0.001) to report high 

climate risk perceptions than those who reported lower general environmental concern. None of 

the control variables were significant within this model.  

Predicting Climate Policy Support 

The final model (Model 4) included familism values, general environmental concern, and 

climate risk perceptions in addition to generational cohort and racial-ethnic identity strength as 

independent predictors (Table 2.3). This model including controls accounted for about 27% of 

the variance in climate policy support within the sample. In this model, generational cohort and 

racial-ethnic identity strength were not significant. However, familism values (β = 0.12, p<0.05), 
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general environmental concern (β = 0.32, p<0.001), and climate risk perceptions (β = 0.21, 

p<0.001) were significant positive predictors of climate policy support. Investigating the relative 

strength of predictors, familism values had about half of the predictive power of either general 

environmental concern or climate risk perceptions within Model 4. Finally, with regards to the 

control variables, males reported greater support for public policy than women (β = -0.18, 

p<0.01). There were significant differences in policy support based on political party and 

education as well. Again, Republicans were significantly less likely than Democrats to support 

climate policy (β = -0.11, p<0.01). Individuals who received less than a high school diploma 

reported significantly lower support for policy than those with some college (β = 0.15, p<0.05) 

and individuals with bachelor’s degrees or greater (β = 0.14, p<0.05). None of the remaining 

control variables were significant within the model.  

Exploring Ethnic Differences 

The final set of analyses explored the relationship between ethnicity or country of origin 

with familism values, generational cohort, racial-ethnic identity strength and Latine 

environmental outcomes. Utilizing t-test and chi-square analyses examining the differences 

between Mexican and Other Hispanics (Table 2.4), I found that the only significant difference 

between the two ethnic groups was in climate policy support with individuals of Mexican 

heritage reporting significantly greater support for climate policy than Other Hispanics (p<0.05). 

Robustness Testing 

Within my models, I found that racial-ethnic identity strength and familism values were 

significant positive predictors of U.S. Latine environmental concern and policy support. 

However, familism was also a significant positive predictor of climate policy support. To assess 
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the robustness of my path analysis, I reran Models 1-4 excluding the control variables to examine 

whether their inclusion impacted the significant relationship between my key factors of interest 

(i.e., racial-ethnic identity strength, familism values, and generational cohort) and environmental 

outcomes among U.S. Latines. From my robustness test, I found that the racial-ethnic identity 

strength had a significantly positive correlation with familism values once the control variables 

were excluded but was no longer significant when controls were included in the model. Within 

Models 2-4, I found no change in the significance of any other predictors. (See Appendix A).   

Table 2.4 T-Test and Chi Square Analyses examining differences between Mexican and Other 

Hispanics 

*=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***p<0.001 

DISCUSSION 

Within this study, I conducted secondary data analysis on a nationally representative 

online survey to explore racial-ethnic identity, generational cohort, and familism values as 

potential predictors of U.S. Latine climate outcomes. My findings demonstrate that while racial-

ethnic identity strength is a significant predictor of Latine general environmental concern (Model 

Variables Mexican 

(n=194) 

Other Hispanic 

(n=112) 

Df p-value 

Racial-ethnic Identity 

Strength 

3.24 ± 1.24 3.22 ± 1.30 296 0.733 

Familism Values 3.93 ± 0.85 3.80 ± 0.88 289 0.783 

General Environmental 

Concern 

3.63 ± 1.24 3.24 ± 1.08 294 0.204 

Perceptions of Climate Risk 

Low Climate Risk 

High Climate Risk 

 

n = 104 

n = 90 

 

n = 67 

n = 45 

 

1 

 

0.339 

Climate Policy Support 4.05 ± 0.83 

 

3.85 ± 1.00 293 0.01* 
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2) and high climate risk perceptions (Model 3), political party identification was a stronger 

predictor of climate policy support. These findings provide support for the importance of racial-

ethnic identity in understanding Latine climate attitudes and support (Schuldt & Pearson, 2016). 

The significance of political party in predicting climate policy support (Model 4) is not 

surprising given that there is a large body of literature suggesting that political polarization is a 

key variable in understanding the public’s belief in climate change and support climate policy 

(e.g., Ballew et al., 2021; Dunlap & McCright, 2008; Hoffarth & Hodson, 2016). However, this 

work does expand upon previous findings that measures of political ideology were significant 

predictors of climate outcomes (Pearson et al., 2021a) to include the significance of political 

party identification as well.  

Interestingly, despite the inclusion of political party within my model, we found that 

cultural values (i.e., familism) were consistent significant predictors of Latine general 

environmental concern, climate risk perceptions, and climate policy support. While familism was 

a weaker comparison of climate policy support in comparison to historic measures (i.e., general 

environmental concern and risk perceptions), it was an independent predictor of climate policy 

support and added to the overall predictive power of the model. This provides support for 

findings that political polarization is not as strong of a determinant of climate attitudes and 

policy support for U.S. Latines in comparison to U.S. whites (Pearson et al., 2021a). Instead, 

familism and other cultural values are significant in our understanding of Latine climate support  

(Ballew et al., 2021; Pearson et al., 2021a; Schuldt & Pearson, 2016). Thus, there is a need to 

better understand how familism values relate to environmental outcomes among U.S. Latines. 

Without this foundational understanding, familism values is of limited practical use for climate 

advocates. Future research should qualitatively examine Latine familism values and their 
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connection to Latine environmental concern, environmental attitudes, and pro-environmental 

behaviors. Additionally, due to the significant positive correlation between familism and general 

environmental concern, scholars should explore whether familism is positively correlated with 

broader environmental attitudes and actions outside of climate change.  

Regarding the relationship between generational cohort, familism values, and racial 

ethnic identity, I found support for existing literature that foreign-born Latines reported greater 

familism values, general environmental concern, and risk perceptions than U.S.-born Latines 

(Knight et al., 2010; Macias, 2016b, 2016a). Thus, providing additional evidence for the role of 

acculturation processes impacting environmental outcomes among the U.S. Latines (Caro & 

Ewert, 1995; Carter et al., 2013; Schultz et al., 2000). However, it was surprising that racial-

ethnic identity was not a significant predictor of familism—a cultural value that is prominent 

among Latines. One potential explanation may lie in the measurement of racial-ethnic identity. 

Within the dataset, the measure of racial-ethnic identity strength reflects an individual’s level of 

commitment to the identity and its general salience; however, it alone may not reflect one’s 

understanding of the culture, norms, practices, etc. associated with the identity (i.e., exploration) 

or even the valence of one’s relationship to the identity (i.e., affirmation). Thus, it may be the 

exploration aspect of racial-ethnic identity on an individual level or ethnic socialization from 

family members that may be more closely tied to an individuals’ adoption of identity-based 

cultural values such as familism (Armenta et al., 2011; Umaña-Taylor et al., 2009). Future 

research should include measures of racial-ethnic identity exploration to determine if the extent 

to which an individual has developed an understanding of their cultural heritage plays a role in 

not only their adoption of familism values, but also if it has an impact on Latine environmental 

attitudes, support for policy, and subsequent pro-environmental behaviors. 
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Examining the heterogenous nature of U.S. Latines, there were only significant 

differences in Latine climate policy support based on ethnicity. I found no other significant 

differences between groups in terms of racial-ethnic identity strength, familism values, general 

environmental concern, or climate risk perceptions. While I expected to see some differences in 

concern and policy support the lack of difference may be for two main reasons. First, scholars 

have discussed the possibility that racial differences are more indicative of significant differences 

in Latine experiences more so than their ethnic background (Bonilla-Silva, 2004). Second, I 

believe that the averaging of the means of non-Mexican Latines into a single “Other Latine” 

category may have dampened the signal. Future analyses should consider a more robust sampling 

of the three largest Latine ethnic groups in the U.S. (i.e., Mexican, Puerto Rican, and Cuban) to 

allow parallel examinations of Latines within the political sphere (see Fraga et al., 2012) as well 

as include measures of race in addition to the Latine ethnicity. This would allow for more 

specific analyses that reflect the greatest proportion of Latines living in the U.S. 

Finally, regarding the control variables, my significant findings around age and gender, 

contradict historical findings that women report greater environmental concern and performance 

of pro-environmental behaviors than men and that younger individuals report greater 

environmental concern than older individuals (Diamantopoulos et al., 2003). Further research 

should examine whether these findings are a result of the measures included in the models or if 

this is a phenomenon that is more broadly associated with Latines and environmental outcomes.  

Limitations and Future Directions 

 This study utilized a nationally representative dataset with an oversample of Latines—a 

sample that is often not easily accessible within online databases. While this provided an 

opportunity to conduct analyses examining the heterogeneity of Latine environmentalism, it did 



 

43 

 

limit the variables available for analyses, how they were measured, and types of analyses that 

could be conducted. Particularly, familism was measured utilizing only three items; however 

within the literature the existing familism scales have a minimum of 16 items to be able to 

adequately reflect the various subdimensions associated with the construct (Lugo Steidel & 

Contreras, 2003; Sabogal et al., 1987). Future research should examine if these findings hold 

with a more robust measure of familism values amongst U.S. Latines. Additionally, there were 

no measures of behaviors or behavioral intentions within the dataset. As existing literature 

suggests there often can be a gap between individuals’ concern for environmental problems such 

as climate change and their willingness to engage in behaviors or take action to address said 

problems (Farjam et al., 2019; Redondo & Puelles, 2017). Particularly, there has been a focus on 

Latine performance of lifestyle behaviors (Johnson et al., 2004; Macias, 2016a; Takahashi et al., 

2018), but limited understanding of their engagement in various political behaviors (e.g., 

attending a protest, contacting their representatives) (Ballew, Goldberg, et al., 2019; Williams & 

Florez, 2002). Future research should examine if familism values and generational cohort not 

only predict Latine environmental concern and support for policy, but their willingness to engage 

in various environmental behaviors—particularly those in the political sphere.  

CONCLUSION 

 This study examined the extent to which racial-ethnic identity, generational cohort, and 

familism values can help to explain Latine general environmental concerns and climate 

outcomes. My findings suggest that familism values are a significant positive predictor of Latine 

environmental concern, risk perceptions, and support for policy. Given the importance of social 

relationships and support within Latine culture, further exploration of familism is needed (e.g., 

familism as a construct, how aspects of familism are related to environmental outcomes, and its 
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differentiation from other similar cultural constructs like collectivism). Furthermore, future 

research may explore how appeals to family or programs designed with families or 

intergenerational relationships in mind may be more successful for garnering Latine 

environmental support going forward.  
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CHAPTER 3 ¿QUÉ SIGNIFICA EL AMBIENTALISMO LATINE? [WHAT IS LATINE 

ENVIRONMENTALISM?]: PERSPECTIVES FROM MIAMI, NEW YORK CITY, AND SAN 

ANTONIO 

ABSTRACT 

Due to the unique history of Latines in the U.S., and their rapid growth in recent years,  

there has been an increased focus in understanding Latine politics and participation (Colby & 

Ortman, 2015; Sáenz & Morales, 2015). In the last three decades, scholars have found that 

Latines report some of the highest levels of environmental concern and perceptions of risk; 

however, we have a limited understanding of the nuances of what drives this environmental 

concern and the mechanisms that help translate Latine environmental concern to environmental 

participation. Utilizing a grounded theory approach, I conducted forty-two semi-structured 

interviews with self-identified U.S. Latine adults living in Miami, New York City, and San 

Antonio to identify similarities in the ways in which U.S. Latines 1) conceptualize environmental 

problems and 2) engage in pro-environmental behaviors (PEB) and 3) are motivated or inhibited 

in their environmental participation. I found that Latines have a broad conceptualization of 

environmental problems and what constitutes environmental participation. In the examination of 

potential mechanisms, cultural values, social relationships, and injustice emerged as critical 

motivators and barriers to Latine engagement in PEB. From my findings, I suggest that 

educators, organizers, and government agencies interested in mobilizing U.S. Latines reframe 

environmental messages to encompass environmental justice concerns, reflect collectivistic 

values (e.g., respect, reciprocity, obligation to care for others), and emphasize the importance of 

informal participation pathways (e.g., talking with others about environmental problems and 

community-level collective action) to address Latine environmental concerns.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 With the increasing prevalence and impacts of environmental problems like climate 

change there is a need for greater support of environmental policies within the U.S. (Cutter et al., 

2009).  One critical piece in the implementation of more pro-environmental policies is the 

developmental of political power either as an interest group that advocates for pro-environmental 

change in policy and pro-environmental representatives or gaining power through representation 

with members of a group being placed in critical positions of power (Geron, 2005). However, not 

all groups of individuals are politically active or represented by existing political structures. In 

fact, individuals from low-income and BIPOC groups report significantly lower engagement in 

traditional political behaviors and advocate for their interests in a way that significantly differs 

from their white and wealthier counterparts (Campbell, 2016; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016). 

This is increasingly important as the unique histories and identities of historically oppressed 

groups (e.g., Latines, Indigenous peoples, African Americans) plays a critical role in the ways in 

which they conceptualize problems, navigate the world, and the types of behaviors they believe 

they should engage in (Oyserman & Lewis, 2017). Understanding of these populations has 

become increasingly important as the U.S. is currently amid a major shift in its population with 

Latines and other BIPOC groups expected to constitute the majority of the U.S. population by 

the year 2044 (Colby & Ortman, 2015).  

Despite these changes within the U.S. population, environmental research has continued 

to focus on the views of white, middle-class Americans while the perspectives and 

environmental engagement of racial-ethnic groups, including Latines, remain understudied. 

Historically, Latine environmental concern has been underestimated by the public (Pearson et al., 

2018); however, recent findings suggest that Latines have greater environmental concern than 
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any other U.S. ethnic group, indicate greater support for climate policies and greater intentions to 

contact government officials about climate change than whites (Ballew, Goldberg, et al. 2019; 

Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Pearson, Schuldt, Romero-Canyas, Ballew, & Larson-Konar, 

2018). Despite these findings, there is limited understanding of broader Latine 

environmentalism, what motivates Latine environmental engagement, and barriers to Latine 

engagement in pro-environmental behaviors.  

 The majority of  Latine environmentalism scholarship has been empirically focused and 

comparative to other racial-ethnic groups (Ballew, Goldberg, et al., 2019; Johnson et al., 2004; 

Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Macias, 2016a). While that can help to illuminate racial-ethnic 

differences in environmental engagement, it is limited by the use of traditional quantitative 

measures that were developed for white, middle-class individuals. As a result, there is a need to 

take a more in-depth, grounded look at how Latines and other racial-ethnic groups conceptualize 

environmental problems, the types of behaviors they engage in and see as pro-environmental and 

explore the mechanisms that motivate and inhibit their behavior within the environmental sector.  

Through the use of 42 semi-structured interviews with Latines living in New York City, 

San Antonio, and Miami, this study seeks to develop a foundational understanding of Latine 

environmental concern and engagement in the U.S. Below, I begin with a review of the literature 

on Latine conceptualization of environmental problems, engagement in various pro-

environmental behaviors, and general mechanisms that may impact Latine environmental 

engagement. I then shift to discuss my methodological approach to my data collection and 

analysis before sharing the insights and perspectives of my Latine interviewees and discussing 

their implications for the mobilization of Latines in the U.S.  
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LITERATURE REVIEW 

Latine Conceptualization of Environmental Problems 

 Investigations into Latine environmental concern have predominantly been conducted in 

comparative studies that explore whether there are differences in concern for various 

environmental problems based on race/ethnicity —with the most commonly studied being 

climate change and pollution (Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Macias, 2016b; Sahagun, 2010; 

Speiser & Krygsman, 2014; Williams & Florez, 2002). With consistent findings that Latines and 

other BIPOC groups report greater environmental concerns than their white counterparts, 

scholars have begun to investigate the factors underlying these differences (Naiman et al., 2018; 

Pearson et al., 2017). Pulling from literature on Latine cultural values and BIPOC 

environmentalism more broadly, potential mechanisms emerge that may explain greater Latine 

environmental concern: 1) the environmental deprivation hypothesis, 2) environmental justice 

framing, and 3) collectivistic cultural values. 

Environmental Deprivation Theory  

 According to the environmental deprivation hypothesis, exposure to environmental harm 

leads individuals to hold greater environmental concerns and even seek to engage in behaviors 

that would protect them from the harm (Whittaker et al., 2005). Since the 1980s, scholars have 

documented that BIPOC and low-income communities have been disproportionately been 

impacted by environmental harms, had less access to environmental goods, and were excluded 

from environmental agenda-setting and decision-making processes (Schlosberg, 2007; Taylor, 

2000). In a qualitative study exploring the motivations and barriers to Latine environmental 

engagement in Chicago, Latine participants were motivated by their experiences with 

environmental hazards such as pollution and general environmental inequities in comparison to 
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other communities in the city (Naiman et al., 2018). As a result, exposure to environmental 

harms may not only increase concern for environmental problems, but also motivate individuals 

to take action to address the problems impacting their communities.  

Environmental Justice: Social and Environmental Intersections 

Recently, scholars have begun to investigate whether there are differences in the ways in 

which various racial-ethnic groups conceptualize environmental problems. Song and colleagues 

(2020) administered a survey asking participants of various racial groups to rate the extent to 

which a series of societal issues could be considered as “environmental.” They included 

traditionally eco-oriented problems (e.g., climate change, pollution, flooding) as well as human-

oriented or social problems (e.g., poverty, racism, unemployment). Results revealed that BIPOC 

and lower-class respondents were more likely to rate a variety of social problems (e.g., poverty) 

as environmental problems. This interconnection between social and environmental problems is 

commonly used within environmental justice framing. According to environmental justice 

scholars and advocates, the environment is “Where we live, work, and play” (Taylor, 2000). 

Through this lens, individuals deem a broader set of issues to be environmental and thus their 

increased levels of concern may reflect not only the ways in which local toxins or weather events 

impact their lives, but also the intersection of these issues with poverty, health care, and overall 

well-being. While Latines and other BIPOC and low-income communities are more likely to see 

the connection between environmental and social problems than their higher income and white 

counterparts, it does not speak to the types of environmental problems that come to mind for 

Latines or the scale in which they think about environmental problems. 
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Collectivism 

Finally, although Latines are a diverse group of individuals and may exhibit differences 

in environmental engagement based on their ethnicity and generational cohort, they also share a 

similar collectivist worldview and related cultural values that may help to explain the general 

differences between white and Latine environmentalism. Among U.S. and Western European 

cultures there is an emphasis on individualistic values and thinking in which the individual is 

seen as unique, autonomous, and self-reliant (Hofstede, 1980; Oyserman, Coon, & 

Kemmelmeier, 2002). In contrast, East Asian and Latine cultures are considered more 

collectivist in that individuals commonly think in terms of their relationships to others and act in 

ways that are beneficial for the group over the individual (Oysermamn, et al., 2002; Triandis, 

1993). A meta-analysis conducted by Oyserman, and colleagues (2002) found greater 

collectivism among U.S. Latines than European Americans; however, both U.S. Latines and 

European Americans reported similar levels of individualistic values. Therefore, the higher 

reports of collectivism values among Latines than whites may help to explain the differences 

between Latine and white environmentalism.  

A public opinion report conducted by Latino Decisions in 2013 found that Latines were 

almost equally concerned about global and local environmental problems, with 63% of 

Latines reporting concern for environmental harms impacting family members living abroad and 

69% expressing concern for local problems (e.g., pollution) affecting their community. The 

ability to consider the well-being of others as well as oneself on both a global and local level 

may help explain the high levels of environmental concern reported by Latines for both local and 

global environmental issues (Jones, et al., 2014; Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Leiserowitz, et al., 

2017; Pearson, et al., 2018). Furthermore, the impact of environmental problems on the proximal 
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and distal communities that Latines may be connected to may also promote Latine support for 

environmental policy and their motivations to engage in pro-environmental behaviors.  

Latine Political and Environmental Behaviors 

The majority of the literature on Latine environmentalism has focused on Latine concern, 

attitudes, and support for various environmental policies (Johnson et al., 2004; Leiserowitz et al., 

2017; Macias, 2016b, 2016a; Pearson et al., 2021b). What little that has been done to explore 

Latine environmental behaviors has been similar to the work on environmental concern in that it 

has primarily used survey-based approaches focused on racial-ethnic comparisons with white 

individuals in the U.S.  

Within the environmental behavior literature, actions that aim to protect, improve, or 

reduce harm to the natural environment are considered pro-environmental behaviors (PEB) 

(Lange & Dewitte, 2019; Larson et al., 2015; Steg & Vlek, 2009). These behaviors can be 

classified as lifestyle/consumer behaviors (e.g., recycling, environmental reading, green 

purchases, and water conservation), political behaviors (e.g., contacting elected officials, 

attending protests, signing petitions), or stewardship behaviors (e.g., planting trees, removing 

invasive species, etc.) (Monroe, 2003). Research examining Latine performance of PEB has 

focused on lifestyle (e.g., recycling, environmental reading, green purchases, and water 

conservation) and political behaviors (e.g., contacting elected officials, attending protests, 

signing petitions). Scholars have found that Latines engage in lifestyle behaviors at similar if not 

greater levels than whites (Johnson et al., 2004; Macias, 2016a; Takahashi et al., 2018). 

However, there are differences in Latines’ intention to engage in lifestyle behaviors based on 

their generational cohort (i.e., U.S.-born vs. foreign-born), with later generational cohorts 
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reporting lower interest in engaging in lifestyle behaviors than first-generation Mexican 

Americans and Latines (Macias, 2016).  

With respect to Latine political engagement, some studies have found that Latines are 

significantly less likely than whites to engage in political advocacy behaviors (i.e., as contacting 

elected officials, writing letters to newspapers, protesting, and joining an environmental group) 

(Johnson et al., 2004; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016; Williams & Florez, 2002). More recently, 

research into political activism around climate change found that Latines were more likely than 

whites to have contacted an elected official about climate change and to engage in the same 

behavior in the future (Ballew et al., 2021). While this suggests that there may be a shift in 

Latine political participation as a function of time, the latest study only reflects one form of 

political behavior and does not reflect other critical behaviors such as joining an environmental 

organization or attending protests. Furthermore, current measures of political engagement may 

not reflect the ways in which Latines work together to address their concerns. For example, in a 

national study of Latine political participation, about two-thirds of Latine individuals reported 

that they either met informally or utilized existing organizations to address their concerns (Fraga 

et al., 2012), suggesting that informal forms of collective action may also be important to Latine 

political activism.  

Mechanisms Impacting Latine PEB 

While scholarship has focused on establishing Latine concern for environmental 

problems and their willingness to engage in various PEB, little has explored the mechanisms that 

motivate and inhibit Latine behavior. I pull from research in social psychology and political 

science to discuss the sources of political socialization, structural barriers, and 

sociopsychological barriers that may impact Latine performance of lifestyle and political PEB. 
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According to political science scholars, there are several resources that are necessary for 

successful political participation: time, money, and political socialization or the development of 

civic engagement (e.g., knowledge/education, effective communication, leadership) (Garcia & 

Sanchez, 2008; Klofstad, 2016). While time and money are often closely tied to social economic 

status, the development of one’s civic engagement and skills are believed to be learned through 

important social institutions such as the family, religious institutions, school, and the mass media 

(Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Klofstad, 2016). Through these sources of socialization, individuals 

have opportunities to develop an interest in key issues and politics, gain knowledge of interests 

that impact them and their communities, and can develop the skills needed to build collective 

power and advocate for meaningful change. Additionally, social influence can impact 

individuals’ adoption of various behaviors. According to Centola (2018), individuals are more 

likely to adopt behaviors when people in their social networks—especially those with whom they 

have strong relationships (i.e., family, and close friends)—engage in or reinforce that behavior. 

This influence of others is stronger the more individuals in one’s social network have adopted 

behaviors. Thus, a broad framework of political socialization and social influence can be applied 

to our understanding of environmental engagement and participation highlighting the importance 

of the transfer of values, beliefs, knowledge, and behaviors between individuals in promoting 

individuals’ environmental awareness and engagement in PEB.  

Additionally, social psychologists have also developed several behavioral models (e.g., 

Theory of Planned Behavior and Values Beliefs Norms) that help to explain what generally 

motivates and inhibits individuals’ intention to engage in behaviors. Within the environmental 

sector, there are many antecedents that have been explored in relation to the prediction of 

consumer or lifestyle behaviors (e.g., green purchasing and recycling), stewardship and place-
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protective behaviors (e.g., removing invasive species and supporting nature preserves), and 

political behaviors (e.g., attending protests and calling government officials) (Ballew, Goldberg, 

et al., 2019; Bamberg & Möser, 2007; Naiman et al., 2021; Steg & Vlek, 2009). However, of the 

work that has been done on Latine environmentalism and political engagement, scholars have 

found significant relationships between cultural values (i.e., individualistic and collectivistic), 

environmental concern/perceptions of risk, pro-environmental attitudes or values, and sense of 

responsibility to take action and various PEB that may be relevant to our understanding of Latine 

engagement (Bamberg & Möser, 2007; Goldberg et al., 2020; Story & Forsyth, 2008; Wells et 

al., 2010).  

 Due to difficulties in measuring individuals’ behaviors, these models often focus on the 

prediction of one’s intentions to engage in behaviors—a measure that is highly correlated with 

the performance of PEB; however, an individuals’ intention to act may not be sufficient to 

perform behaviors. In fact, scholars have found that behavioral intention is often mediated by 

structural and sociopsychological barriers such as perceptions of self-efficacy, lack of resources, 

etc. (Bamberg & Möser, 2007; Fishbein & Ajzen, 2010). Structural barriers may include not 

having the resources to engage in the behavior (e.g., money, time, power, access) (Klofstad, 

2016). For Latines, one’s citizenship status may inhibit them from voting or a lack of bilingual 

materials and translators at events may inhibit individuals from being able to meaningfully 

participate in environmental programs, organizations, or events like public townhalls (Fraga et 

al., 2012; Naiman et al., 2018; Williams & Florez, 2002). In addition to structural barriers, there 

are also sociopsychological barriers or internal factors that may inhibit an individual’s behaviors. 

A commonly cited sociopsychological barrier within behavior models is self-efficacy—one’s 

belief in their ability to perform a behavior. Individuals may believe that behaviors are not 
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effective at achieving their goal and thus may not engage in them—a sentiment associated with 

Latine populations in the U.S. (de la Garza, et al., 1992) 

Finally, and perhaps most relevant to Latine environmental engagement, are the barriers 

associated with stereotypes and stigmas surrounding environmentalism.  A common stereotype 

held by Latines in the U.S. and Canada is that mainstream environmental groups and 

environmentalism is for middle-class and white individuals (Gibson-Wood & Wakefield, 2013; 

Naiman et al., 2018). This narrative has been perpetuated by historic harmful stereotypes that 

Latines, BIPOC, and low-income individuals are not concerned about environmental problems. 

These stereotypes have the potential to be internalized with Latines significantly underestimating 

the level of environmental concern of their own social group (Pearson et al., 2018). In addition to 

stereotypes regarding concern, Latines and other BIPOC individuals currently engaged in 

environmental activities have experienced bullying, a lack of support, and a lack of safety in 

environmental spaces that can inhibit their willingness to continue engaging in pro-

environmental activities (Gibson-Wood & Wakefield, 2013; Harrison, 2017; Naiman et al., 

2018). As a result of these systemic issues and a lack of Latine representation within the 

environmental field, many Latines have reported feelings of isolation and tokenism that have 

served as a barrier for their retainment and desire to remain engaged in the work (Harrison, 2017; 

Naiman et al., 2018).  

THE PRESENT STUDY 

Most of the literature exploring U.S. Latine environmentalism has focused on 

quantitatively comparing Latine concern and engagement with that of U.S. whites. These studies 

use metrics of concern and behavior that were not created to reflect Latine audiences. Given the 

increased importance of Latines within the U.S., there is a need to develop measures and an 
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overall improved understanding of Latine environmental concern, PEB, and the mechanisms that 

impact their environmental engagement. This study aimed to develop a deep level of 

understanding of Latine environmentalism. To accomplish this, I examined the following 

research questions:  

1. How do U.S. Latines conceptualize environmental problems? 

2. What types of environmental behaviors do U.S. Latines engage in? 

3. What mechanisms motivate and serve as barriers to Latine engagement in PEB? 

METHODS 

Given the limited understanding of the mechanisms that motivate and inhibit Latine 

environmental concern and engagement, I utilized a grounded theory—an approach that is 

commonly used when the process being studied is not well known (Charmaz, 2006). Grounded 

theory seeks to generate theory directly from data through a constant comparative methodology 

(Glaser & Strauss, 1967). The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board at Cornell 

University (#2006009645). 

Procedure 

Study Sites and Recruitment 

Utilizing purposeful and snowball sampling methodologies, I conducted 42 semi-

structured interviews with adults (18+) who self-identified as Hispanic or F/e or have 

Hispanic/Latine cultural heritage. Due to the predominant focus in previous research on Mexican 

Americans and Latines in the Southwestern United States (e.g. Carter et al., 2013; Macias, 2016; 

Peña, 2005; Williams & Florez, 2002), I purposefully sought geographic and ethnic diversity 

within my interviews. To accomplish this, I recruited individuals living in the greater San Antonio, 

Miami, and New York City areas. Each city was among the top 10 Latine metropolitan areas in 
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the U.S., were located in different geographic regions in the U.S. with varying environmental 

problems/issues, and most importantly reflected different Latine ethnic groups—with the majority 

of Latines in San Antonio identifying as Mexican and Mexican American, in Miami the majority 

being Cuban/Cuban Americans, and New York City serving as the home to a dominant Puerto 

Rican and Dominican/Dominican American population (Table 3.1) (PEW Research Center, 2016).  

Table 3.1 Study Site Latine Demographics based on PEW 2016 Research Center Data 

 

To ensure that participants from one city did not dominate the sample, I created quotas 

(n=15) for each city and sought maximum variation in participants’ backgrounds (e.g., gender, 

SES, occupation) and level of environmental engagement. I began recruiting an initial cohort of 

participants by reaching out to three community-level organizations in each of the cities: one 

climate organization, one social justice organization, and one local cultural/arts organization. I 

informed them about the study and asked them to share a bilingual recruitment flyer with their 

members and networks. Despite these efforts, due to COVID-19 and its impacts on individuals’ 

 San Antonio, TX Miami, FL New York City, NY 

% of Population 

Hispanic/Latine 

55.7% 43.3% 23.9% 

Top 3 

Hispanic/Latine 

Ethnicities  

Mexican (89.6%) 

Puerto Rican (2%) 

Spaniard (1.2%) 

Cuban (42.2%) 

Colombian (9.3%) 

Puerto Rican (9.3%) 

Puerto Rican (26.7%) 

Dominican (21.3%) 

Mexican (13.6%) 

Foreign-born vs. 

Native-born Latines 

16.0% Foreign-born 60.7% Foreign-born 42.1% Foreign-born 
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work and personal lives, I had difficulty fulfilling my quotas for all the cities. To identify more 

participants for the interviews, I posted my bilingual recruitment flyer on social media (i.e., 

Facebook) and in online listservs within my existing networks (e.g., Environmental Fellowship 

Program, Cornell Cooperative Extension, and Cornell Latin@ studies program/alumni network). 

Finally, to expand my sampling beyond the initial cohort of participants, I implemented a 

snowball sampling methodology in which participants were asked to suggest other individuals 

who also meet the criteria, had differing experiences or views than themselves, and may be 

interested in participating in the study (Patton, 2002).  

Interested individuals were invited to contact the researcher via email or telephone for 

more information regarding the study and to schedule an interview. During this correspondence, 

I asked individuals their current city of residence, their language and interview form preferences, 

and sociodemographic questions (e.g., age, gender, ethnicity/cultural heritage) to ensure I had 

representation from diverse perspectives and could fill in the needed gaps to the best of my 

ability within each city sample.  

Data Collection 

While I initially planned to conduct interviews in-person, due to social distancing 

protocols and health risks related to COVID-19, I conducted interviews by phone or virtual 

teleconference platform (i.e., Zoom). All interviews took place between September 2020 and 

January 2021. To accommodate differences in language proficiency and preferences, participants 

were provided the option to conduct the interview in the language of their choice (English or 

Spanish). Prior to the interview, participants were read an oral consent script, asked a series of 

screener questions to confirm their qualification for the study, and asked to verbally consent to 

participate in the study and to be audio recorded.  
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During the approximately 30-60-minute interview, participants were asked questions on 

1) the environmental issues/problems that are of greatest concern, 2) what is being done or can 

be done to address these environmental problems, 3) how their relationship with their family has 

impacted their environmental perspectives and behaviors, and 4) cultural values or elements that 

impacted the way in which they thought about or acted towards the environment. To take extra 

care around sensitive topics that may have been brought up during the interview (e.g., citizenship 

status, potential identifiers, etc.), participants were asked towards the end of the study if there 

was anything that they shared in our conversation that they would like removed from the study. 

Finally, participants were asked to help identify other individuals who may be interested in the 

study and meet our selection criteria. Following the completion of the interview, participants 

were paid $20 in the form of an online or physical Visa gift card.  

Analysis 

 In line with grounded theory analytic approaches, I concurrently conducted interviews 

and documented my thought process and insights through analytic memo-writing (Charmaz, 

2006; Saldaña, 2016). Following each interview, I wrote memos that highlighted the main points, 

compared their responses with previous interviews (e.g., support, contradicting, or new 

perspective), and allowed for adjustments to the interview guide as new avenues of interest were 

revealed. Due to time, resources, and other extenuating factors I conducted most of the 

interviews prior to the transcription and coding of the data. The interviews were then initially 

transcribed utilizing online AI software (Otter. AI for English interviews and Happy Scribe for 

Spanish interviews in the dialect of the participants). External transcribers listened to the audio, 

edited the transcripts for accuracy, and removed identifying information. Once the interviews 

were transcribed, I uploaded the English and Spanish transcripts into ATLAS.ti—a qualitative 
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analytic software that enabled me to code the interviews, store associated memos with the coding 

process, and identify relationships between codes using various analytic tools within the 

software. 

Utilizing the constant comparative method, I began with initial coding to identify all 

large-scale codes that emerged from the data and utilized in-vivo/emic codes where code labels 

emerged from language within the text itself to reflect the language/mindset of participants 

(Charmaz, 2006; Glaser & Strauss, 1967; Saldaña, 2016). Once I completed the first cycle of 

coding, I moved onto the second cycle of coding where I used 1) focused coding to develop 

categories based on conceptual or thematic similarities, 2) axial coding to describe the properties 

and subdimensions of each category, and 3) theoretical coding to examine the relationships 

between codes and begin developing a theoretical framework (Charmaz, 2006; Saldaña, 2016). 

Each major code was revisited to verify that the code definitions were clear and reflective of the 

data prior to moving forward with exploration of their relationships and identification of key 

subthemes and trends. From these analyses, I was able to identify key codes and their 

relationships for each research question and develop visual frameworks to better understand the 

relationship between the mechanisms that motivate and inhibit U.S. Latine environmentalism.  

 

RESULTS 

Of the forty-two respondents, sixteen were from Miami, fifteen from New York City, and 

eleven from San Antonio. The sample included slightly more females (57%) than males (43%), 

and age ranged from 18-67 with a median age of 30 years old (see Table 3.2 for a full list of 

sample demographics). In terms sample heterogeneity, I spoke with individuals from many 

countries of origin/heritages with the most common being Mexican/Mexican American, 

Dominican, Puerto Rican, and Cuban. However, individuals from Argentina, Colombia, 
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Venezuela, Peru, Uruguay, Brazil, and Honduras were represented in the sample as well. 

Additionally, participants varied in their generational cohort with the majority being foreign-born 

and first-generation individuals (60%). Finally, participants were asked to share what 

terminology they used to describe themselves. About half of the interviewees utilized a single 

ethnic label to identify themselves, with the most common label being their country of origin 

(e.g., Puerto Rican, Dominican). The second half of the sample utilized multiple labels to 

describe their race/ethnicity. Some accepted the use of both pan-ethnic terms and their country of 

origin while others reflected on the importance of race to their identity (e.g., Afro-Latine, white 

Latine, Mulatto).  

Table 3.2 Demographics of Interviewees 

Variables Frequency 

(Percentage) 

Location 

Miami 

New York City 

San Antonio 

 

16 (38.1%) 

15 (35.7%) 

11 (26.2%) 

Gender 

Male 

Female 

 

18 (42.9%) 

24 (57.1%) 

Generational Cohort 

Foreign-born/ “Immigrants” 

1st Generation 

2+ Generation 

 

8 (19%) 

 17 (40.5%)  

17 (40.5%) 

Racial-Ethnic Categorization 

Single Label  

Pan-ethnic (e.g., Hispanic or Latino/a/e) 

Country of Origin (e.g., Mexican) 

Race (e.g., white, Black, Afro-Indigenous) 

Other (e.g., Tejano/a) 

 

2+ Labels 

Pan-ethnic + Country of Origin  

Racial-ethnic (e.g., white Latine, Black Puerto Rican, Afro-

Latina) 

 

19 (45.2%) 

6 (31%) 

10 (52.6%) 

2 

1 

 

23 (54.8%) 

14 

13 
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1. How do U.S. Latines conceptualize environmental problems? 

Types of Environmental Problems 

Participants were asked to describe the environmental problems that impacted their 

communities and what aspect of those problems concerned them the most. Interviewees in each 

city discussed a wide array of problems that reflected traditionally eco-oriented problems (e.g., 

climate change, pollution, litter/waste) as well as human-oriented problems (e.g., poverty, lack of 

access to food, gentrification, health). Importantly, building off my previous work examining the 

extent to which various groups conceptualize social problems as “environmental” (Song et al., 

2020), I found that all but one participant discussed environmental problems as connected to 

social problems. These relationships emerged as environmental justice problems that centered 

around inequitable exposure to harms and lack of access to goods (e.g., food, healthcare, clean 

air) (See Figure 3.1).  
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Figure 3.1 Types of Environmental Problems Identified by Participants 

 

For many, the connection was made when discussing the disproportionate impact environmental 

problems have on their communities (i.e., Latine, immigrant, or low-income individuals). A 

college student from Miami reflected on how health and environmental inequities impact their 

neighborhood:  

I guess, with having like, less green space and like, along with more fast-food places and 

liquor stores…that's obviously affecting their behavior, but not only their behavior, it's 

affecting their families as well and how like, they're being treated. And, just in general, 

like, their overall health. With Hialeah, or just Miami being such like a hot spot, I would 

say for Hispanics and Latinos, and just already not having enough access to health care. I 

think what, these environmental problems are doing are just adding to that. And 

definitely taking a toll on the health of minorities, specifically looking at Latinos. 

Similarly, a Texas father reflected on economic disparities and the immobility of poorer 

individuals to escape harm:  
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For example, you talk about Flint, right? Where the water's contaminated, right? Well, 

the poor, they have no choice, they have to live off that water that was contaminated by 

factories dumping, you know, all their pollution into that water, which was the city water. 

So they have no way of getting out of it, you know? But the rich people can just move 

away to another part of the city or somewhere else, and then not have to deal with that. 

Others elaborated on this point discussing how development and environmental issues like 

climate change exacerbate issues of environmental, health, and economic inequities in their 

communities. A young professional from Miami described:  

As more and more like luxury condo type buildings pop up, it. It does scare me, 

especially thinking about how climate change is going to make everything more difficult. 

I am scared with thinking how communities are going to survive this, like one wave or 

another. So yeah, I'm definitely worried about displacement and about the dissolution of 

communities. 

Expanding upon the relationship between social and environmental problems, participants 

discussed how environmental and social problems are driven by similar factors such as racism, 

colonialism, and capitalism. In San Antonio, an immigrant talked about displacement in the U.S. 

and Latin America: “You go the communities, Afro Indigenous communities who are being 

displaced from their homelands due not only to racism and systemic oppression, colonialism, but 

also because of environmental degradation.” In Miami, a young professional similarly shared 

how race intersects with environmental problems like climate change:   

So of course, they're interrelated for sure. And inextricably tied, I would say because, you 

know, essentially everything in America is tied to race in some respect, given, you know, 

what I spoke to about the systems being structured as they are. So, for climate 

specifically, I think we talked about it already in a certain extent, right. So, the poorer 

communities have less resources to really combat some of these challenges, where, you 

know, what people typically make up these, you know, less well, off communities? 

Typically, minority folks. And so, naturally, they're bearing more of the brunt of that 

burden because they don't have the resources to protect themselves. 
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Not only do individuals not have resources to protect themselves from environmental harm, but 

also generally, but another participant from New York City, shared how systems of oppression 

inhibit communities’ ability to advocate for their social and environmental needs:  

So, without adequate representation, they’re not going to have a seat at the table to really 

dictate the terms that would benefit them… it's just a lack of resources and lack of 

representation that they can't really get to the heart of the problems, they always have to 

have to ask for help. And then the people in the positions to give that help, don't look like 

them. 

Across these quotes, participants emphasized the need to address the root causes of social and 

environmental inequities (i.e., systems of oppression) to promote communities’ ability to have 

resources to effectively advocate for their needs and protect themselves from harm.  

Scale of Impact 

When identifying and discussing various environmental problems, participants focused 

on the local scale—predominantly discussing problems impacting their neighborhood or city. 

While individuals vocalized concern for various environmental problems, their greatest concerns 

were around the impact of various environmental harms on their communities and the inadequate 

response from various actors (e.g., government, industry, people) in addressing these problems at 

a neighborhood, community, or city level. Participants talked about the dangers to themselves, 

their families, and communities that will impact individuals’ health and overall well-being.  

On a personal level, a young professional in New York talked about the direct impact the 

pollution had on her body: “O sea que yo estoy consumiendo los esos tipos de esa suciedades en 

mi cuerpo cuando respiro y cuando sea fuera de sea hace contaminación, eso me preocupa que 

que mi cuerpo lo está absorbiendo” [So I'm consuming the kinds of that dirt on my body when I 

breathe and when it's outside it causes contamination, that worries me that my body is absorbing 

it]. 
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Others talked about concerns regarding their family—particularly the next generation. A 

lawyer from New York City shared how her environmental concerns have impacted her desire to 

have children: “I don't want kids right? Because my thought process is, if I have kids, what am I 

having kids for? I don't want to bring them into a world that's like burning, it's in flames.” 

A father in San Antonio similarly shared concerns about the impacts of severe weather events 

and the future for his two-year old daughter: 

Tropical storms, hurricanes, whatever they were, right? But it's, they've been nonstop. 

And to think, how, when we were hit with Hurricane Harvey, life had to stop. And, just 

like this pandemic. Not, it doesn't stop, but you had to pivot, right? And I think about my 

daughter, what kind of world is she going to be in? Is this going to be constant? 

While interviewees spoke about the impact to their immediate family in the U.S., several also 

discussed the impacts on their families in Latin America. A consultant living in Miami shared 

her grandmother’s experience in Colombia and how that has impacted her while she lives in the 

U.S.: 

And the droughts that have been taking place [in Colombia] are horrible. My grandma 

has the little garden of like, tomato and lettuce and the whole thing, and they die every 

single winter. Which, seasons there are relative, of course. But they die every winter and 

it just breaks my heart, because I see how sad she is. It needs to not be like that, like, 

weather in Colombia is supposed to be stable, you know, like, we're in the equator, it 

should be tropical year-round. And it's not. And that just for me, is sad.  

Though the participant did not directly experience these issues, she was worried and impacted by 

the experiences of her family members afar. 

Outside of the family, Latine participants discussed the impact of environmental 

problems on their communities—which included not only geographic communities, but also 

individuals from their racial-ethnic group, fellow immigrants, and other lower-class 

communities. A student living in Miami spoke about his previous experiences living in low-
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income BIPOC communities in Chicago, New York City, and Miami. Across these experiences 

he discussed how people in his communities disproportionately suffered from heat waves, 

gentrification, and flooding. He summarized his environmental concern: “I’m really worried that 

no matter what it is with climate change. It's going to be my communities that are hurt.” This 

emphasized the importance of not only individuals’ geographic location or familial relationships, 

but concerns that were tied to their other social identities (e.g., queer, racial-ethnic, gender, 

class).  

Environmental Concern of Friends, Family, and Communities 

Finally, interviewees were asked the extent to which their family and friends shared their 

environmental concerns. While many agreed that their family shared their concerns, the extent to 

which their family members were willing to see environmental problems as a priority for the 

family or take action varied within the sample.  Family members—especially the heads of 

household (i.e., parents, grandparents)—were believed to be more concerned with economics 

and ensuring the family had the essentials for survival (e.g., food, housing, education, safety). A 

participant from New York City reflected: “My extended family, probably not too much. My 

grandparents were just too worried about like, putting food on the table.” On a more macro scale, 

a participant discussed how poverty has impacted people’s concerns:  

I don't think the average Miamian-- Like, it's not even that they don't care, but 60% of 

Miami Dade County is like classified as like working for or like under the poverty line. 

So it's not even that they don't care, but like there's just so much going on that, you know, 

these like subtle, you know, systemic issues...it's just out of their priority list. 

One way in which an interviewee discussed addressing this was to try to illuminate the 

connections between individuals concerns about survival and environmental problems, “I would 

venture to say, helping families or Latinos understand the connections between the environment 

and health because I don't know if they always think in those terms like why is mijo [my baby] 
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suffering from asthma? Well, let's talk a little bit about all the things involved in asthma, you 

know.” Thus, the intersection between environmental and social problems appears to be pivotal 

not only to how Latines think about environmental problems, but the recommendations they 

provided to garner environmental change and Latine engagement going forward.  

2. What types of environmental behaviors do U.S. Latines engage in? 

Previously Performed Behaviors 

Latine interviewees were asked about the types of behaviors they themselves, their 

friends and family, and communities were performing to address environmental problems. While 

coding, behaviors mentioned by different individuals were marked as distinct instances with a 

total of 452 behaviors identified across the forty-two interviews. A summary of the most 

discussed behaviors can be found in Figure 3.2. Most participants reported that they and their 

friends and family engaged in lifestyle behaviors—actions that individuals could engage in 

within their home such as conserving energy/water, reducing waste, and educating themselves on 

environmental issues. Lifestyle behaviors accounted for 52% of the 452 behaviors mentioned 

within the interviews (Figure 3.3). Participants also engaged in political behaviors—actions 

aimed at advocating for social and political change. This accounted for about 37% of the total 

behaviors mentioned. Finally, a small proportion of the behaviors discussed (11%) were 

stewardship behaviors—actions aimed at actively taking care of the natural environment such as 

picking up trash, planting trees/plants, restoring ecosystems. Due to the low proportion of 

stewardship behaviors, I focused my analysis on lifestyle and political behaviors. However, a full 

list of the behaviors identified can be found in Appendix B.  

Across lifestyle and political behaviors, three behaviors emerged as the most performed 

by themselves, family/friends, and their community: 1) reducing, reusing, and recycling 
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materials, 2) talking with others about environmental issues, and 3) participating in formal or 

informal collective action—i.e., working with others to address environmental problems (Figure 

3.2). As illustrated by the high number of instances in which both individuals and others (i.e., 

family and friends and community members) engaged in these behaviors, participants discussed 

engaging in most behaviors with others rather than engaging in them alone. Thus, it seemed from 

the group of interviewees that social interactions and participation with others was common. 

Figure 3.2 Top Behaviors Performed by Latines by Category 
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Recommended Behaviors 

Finally, I was interested in uncovering what participants recommended that fellow U.S. 

Latines could do to address environmental problems. While most of the previously engaged-in 

behaviors discussed were lifestyle behaviors, participants recognized that lifestyle behaviors may 

not be sufficient to address the current environmental problems. Instead, when asked what PEB 

the U.S. public and other Latines should engage in, political behaviors were identified more 

often (58% of all 173 recommended behaviors) than lifestyle behaviors (38%) and stewardship 

behaviors (4%) (See Figure 3.3). One reason for this shift towards political behaviors was the 

importance of systemic and political change that goes beyond the individual. As one New York 

participant put it: 

How do we fundamentally get the people in power to change the conversation and 

actually start prioritizing this stuff [the environment]? And that's obviously the million-

dollar question. So yeah, it's hard for me to answer the question on an individual level, 

but I think overall, to affect whatever change needs to happen, then it requires a 

fundamental change in how the systems that control policy, legislation, right, how they're 

managed, and what their focus is on…I think getting more people to see it is the only way 

to actually get people within power to pay attention. And then obviously, longer term, 

getting Latinos and other people committed to this stuff in positions of power to try to 

change the system from the inside.  
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Figure 3.3 Types of Latine Behaviors: Previously Performed and Recommended 

 

While Latines recommended more political behaviors than lifestyle behaviors, the top cited 

behaviors centered around the importance of social interactions in promoting Latine 

environmental participation. Overall, the top three cited behaviors were: 1) talking with others 

about environmental problems, impacts, and solutions (23% of all recommended behaviors), 2) 

Working together to address environmental problems through formal or informal groups (i.e., 

collective action) (15)%, and 3) a general recommendation to make small changes and serve as 

an example for others to engage in similar behaviors (e.g., learning more about environmental 

problems, reducing waste, talking with others, contacting government officials) (9%).  

Participants articulated the importance of informal environmental discussions and activism 

among family and community members. A participant from Miami reflected on the distinctions 

between first generation Latines and later generation Latines in environmental education and 

action: “Let’s get a group of Dominican youth to teach other Dominican youth about the 

importance of climate. It can't just come from Americanized people... So, there are all these 
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nuances.” This served as one example in which participants reflected on the importance of 

representation within the environmental field.  

Many interviewees relayed how seeing family members, friends, or community members 

engaging in behaviors had a positive impact on their own awareness, and environmental 

engagement. Thus, another common recommendation was focused on setting an example for 

others. As one participant from New York City reflected on the impact her family’s actions had 

on her own behaviors: “I know that a small difference may not mean that it's a massive 

difference, but I think just being able to like, change one person's habit or a few people's habits 

to improve, like, the situation could go a long way.” In each of the cities, participants reflected 

similar stories about the influence others on their own awareness or how they have impacted 

their family or community members to engage in similar pro-environmental actions.  

3. What mechanisms promote or inhibit Latine environmental attitudes and behaviors? 

Finally, throughout the interviews, participants reflected on a wide variety of factors that 

motivated and inhibited their engagement in PEBs. These included but were not limited to sense 

of responsibility, individual personality type, cultural values, and family relationships. Below I 

summarize the key variables interviewees discussed as motivators and barriers to their 

performance of various PEB.  

Motivations 

Beginning with motivators, I pulled from political participation literature that focused on 

the importance of socialization to promote political engagement and subsequent political 

participation (Klofstad, 2016). From the interviews, I developed a theoretical framework that 

illustrates how critical factors (i.e., cultural values, environmental awareness, and perceived 

norms/habits, personal responsibility) motivate Latine performance of PEB, but also includes the 
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sources of their knowledge, values, and habits (i.e., family, friends, school, or media) (See Figure 

3.4 and additional illustrative examples in Appendix B).   

Figure 3.4 Mechanisms motivating Latine PEB and their sources 

 

Cultural values, particularly the importance of interconnectedness and adoption of a 

collectivistic worldview is believed to be critical to our understanding of Latine civic and 

political participation (Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Sáenz & Morales, 2015). As illustrated by the 

previously performed behaviors cited by participants and their recommendations for other U.S. 

Latines, social relationships and support appear to be an integral part of many Latine and 

immigrant cultures. The importance of intergenerational relationships, collectivistic values, and 

associated cultural values (e.g., respect, community care, reciprocity) were important in 

developing Latines’ sense of personal responsibility to address environmental problems and their 

subsequent engagement in PEB.  

In particular, Latine participants highlighted the importance of respect and taking care for 

one’s family and community—values that they learned from their family members. A mother 

from San Antonio shared how she talks to her children about the importance and need to take 

care of their local environment: “it's good to help like that's taking care of your community, this 
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is your community, you have to be proud of it, like, you know, go help and, and so they [my 

children] are used to that now.” Another interviewee from New York City shared how this value 

extended beyond the family and local community to include a care for the environment and the 

world:  

…having that forward thought and care for others. And I definitely think that kind of 

stemmed from my parents and my sisters and my childhood of like, my mom being 

always, like, kind of hounding home the golden rule of like, treat others the way you 

want to be treated. And like, making sure that we kind of understood that there was this 

general love for the environment as well as love for the world that we live in, and to 

make sure that we are doing our part and like, actively kind of engaged in whether it's 

recycling or finding the passion that we care about and kind of like sticking to it. 

Not only did individuals inherit cultural values from their family members, but in some cases, 

they also inherited habits or behaviors from their relatives that had a positive impact on the 

environment even if their intention was not focused on protecting the environment. For example, 

an actor in New York City reflected on behaviors that he picked up from his Venezuelan 

grandmother: 

My grandma would always have random tins that was always being used to recycle and 

put things away like... Like that idea of saving space and not taking up and reusing stuff 

so you're not buying more things again, and you're saving money for the more important 

things. I guess I see, I'm seeing things more as like, economical based. 

Seeing family members and friends engage in PEB led individuals to adopt similar habits or 

practices. A Puerto Rican lawyer from New York City reflected on her visit to see her family on 

the island: 

So my step niece is on this whole, she lives in Puerto Rico, she's Puerto Rican, she's on 

this trip of like being like, super vegan, like super environmentally friendly. So she's a 

makeup artist and she's like, she refuses to use anything that's not vegan. And, she'll go to 

restaurants, and she'll have her own cup. Or if she orders a drink, she'll be like, spare me 

the straw, right? And I feel like, you know, and she'll either bring her own straw or she'll 

just drink without the straw. And she got her dad to do it. And then her dad, who's, you 

know, my sister's boyfriend, got my sister to do it. 
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Later in the interview, the participant shared that they also now engage in not using plastic 

straws even when not in Puerto Rico. Other participants discussed similar experiences 

highlighting the impact representation has on Latine participation. A graduate student in Miami 

shared how the actions of their family and community influenced the type of action they now 

take as an adult: “I saw examples of the type of [behaviors] that I do now as a kid.” During the 

interview, the participant realized that many of their concerns for social justice and engagement 

in community advocacy were inherited from their grandmother:  

Like, I didn't just like, get my passion for social justice…I was raised that 

way…Sometimes you kind of just take that stuff for granted. And I was like, wow, we're 

[my grandma and I] really alike, we're like, angry about all the same things.  

Not only did participants become socialized to cultural values and certain habits by their 

family, but also shared that they learned about environmental problems through their work and 

friend groups. For example, a community organizer from San Antonio shared how their views 

and actions related to the environment changed due to their work:  

Like I definitely have been, as a person who has not prioritized, like, thinking about the 

effects that I have on environment, and so learning through the work that I do, and, and 

definitely getting to work with the people that I work with and work with the youth and 

seeing that the more we do now will change their future. 

They continued in the interview focusing on the importance of interconnectedness in their sense 

of responsibility to take care of the environment.  

When you think of what you think of the Latin family and how it's, it's all about that 

interconnectedness, it's all about connection. And that love and support, right, and just 

how important that should translate the environment is right and taking care of the 

environment. So if we think of how important it is to, to build a better community and a 

better connection with the young ones in our family, and even our elders, right, it's 

important to I'm learning that it's, it should be similar to be important to feed into the 

environment in a way that leads to better impact for our loved ones 

This concern for the next generation and the impact environmental problems would have on their 

well-being was shared by many of the interviewees especially those who were parents or planned 

on having children. A 24-year-old participant from New York City shared how a desire to take 
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care of one’s future family, religion, and a position relationship with nature melded together to 

motivate her environmental participation:  

ese amor que hay que tenerle a la naturaleza, que Dios nos dio, digámoslo así. Es como 

que uno — como apreciarlo, y no tenerlo por alto, y respetar a las generaciones que viene 

y poder mejorar el planeta para ellos, para mis hijos y mis nietos y los que siguen.  

[That love that you have for nature that God gave us…he told us to appreciate it, not take 

it for granted, and respect the next generation. Try to make the planet better for them. For 

my kids, my grandkids, and the generations that follow]. 

While family and culture were important for many, several interviewees—particularly younger 

individuals—reflected on how their interest in taking pro-environmental action did not derive 

directly from their family, but through formal or informal education programs. A recent graduate 

from Miami talked about why they decided to pursue an environmental career:  

 And then as soon as I got into that [environmental science] class, just like, hearing all the 

different problems and getting, just getting even, like, introductory knowledge, I was like, 

Oh, I just really want to learn more about this. And I want to address this any way I can. I 

feel like it's my responsibility. And yeah, like, I've contributed to this. We all have, so I 

want to do something to address that. It's a sense of, there's a moral aspect to it that I feel 

and... yeah. It's like, a morality thing, for me 

Other young participants (18-30) talked about generational differences and how schools and 

media in the U.S spend more time talking about environmental issues: 

I also think that in regards to climate change, the older people aren't really as motivated 

to like, conserve water or recycle or like, use reusable bags and water bottles, like, they 

don't really think about the importance as much as the younger generation do. And I think 

that is also because we are very influenced about these, these things that we see on 

American social media platforms, American television and just, American schools, that 

are our parents or adults in the community were never really exposed to.  

 Across the interviews, socialization from family, friends, media, and school played a 

critical role in Latine participants’ adoption of cultural values, development of positive 

relationships with the environment, their awareness of environmental issues, and adoption of 

pro-environmental habits. Particularly, the obligation to care for one’s family and community 

when combined with an awareness of environmental problems and their impacts was critical in 

several participants’ development of a sense of responsibility to act to address the environmental 
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problem. This sense of responsibility was what individuals pointed to as their motivator to 

engage in both lifestyle and political PEB.  

Barriers 

In addition to motivators, interviewees discussed barriers to Latine environmental 

engagement and environmental protection. These included a lack of concern or prioritization of 

environmental issues as well as structural barriers (i.e., the lack of infrastructure, resources, and 

government action on environmental issues) and cultural barriers (i.e., lack of 

representation/visibility, environmental and political stereotypes and stigmas, and intra-Latine 

conflict in the U.S.). Similar to my analysis of motivations, I constructed a theoretical framework 

that illustrates the ways in which structural and cultural barriers can inhibit Latine action for 

individuals with low or high environmental concern (See Figure 3.5 below and additional 

illustrative quotes in the Appendix B).  

Figure 3.5 Mechanisms Inhibiting Latine PEB 

 

Many of the participants reflected on what explained individuals’ inaction or engagement 

in behaviors that harmed the environment (e.g., littering, using single-use plastic, oppose pro-

environmental policy). Several identified a general lack of awareness about environmental 
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problems and their impacts. A New Yorker talked about the impacts of a power plant in their 

community, “Most of [community members] don’t know about it, but a lot of them feel the 

effects of it..” In other situations, the lack of regular day-to-day effects limited individuals’ 

concern for environmental problems, “If it's not like, directly hurting you, there's a lot of people 

are just like, prefer to turn a blind eye….” Not only did lack of environmental concern lead to 

general inaction, but also individuals engaging in negative behaviors. A college student from 

Miami reflected on the lack of awareness of his peers: “being with like, friends, like, who, like, a 

friend's cousin in another car, I saw, like, they threw garbage out the window and stuff. And I 

was in the car behind, and somebody just goes like, Wait, what's wrong with that? Like, what, 

what did he do wrong?.” From these experiences peers and community members’ lack of 

understanding of the impacts of environmental problems and how their behaviors contribute to 

these environmental problems were believed to inhibit individuals’ willingness to engage in 

environmental behaviors.  

Being aware of environmental problems and holding high levels of environmental 

concern did not automatically lead to individuals’ engagement in PEB. Participants shared that 

people are concerned but feel unable or unwilling to act due to a lack of knowledge about 

solutions, prioritization of other needs or lack of self-efficacy. A lawyer shared her experience of 

not feeling capable of addressing environmental problems: 

…but it's hard to know what you can really do. Because it feels like, at least from my 

perspective, the people in power are so out of touch and they're so benefited like, the 

power is like, disproportionate. Whereas it honestly feels feasible to defund the police, 

like, that feels like an achievable goal. But for environmental stuff, I think it's harder to 

see. Like, even with all these, like, wild things that happen, like tsunamis and stuff like, 

oh my gosh, people still see it as like, Well, we can't prevent a tsunami, like, we can't 

prevent a hurricane, like, it is what it is. And people aren't really seeing how bad it's 

getting. And I think that's part of it, that it doesn't feel tangible to a lot of people. 
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In addition to daunting environmental problems, participants shared that their 

communities were focused on different priorities. Particularly economics was a big focus 

especially amid the COVID-19 pandemic, as a community member from Miami shared: “I think 

everybody's concerned about their, their checkbook at the moment. You know, this is a very 

expensive place to live. So it's not like you can just coast by.” These differing priorities can be 

difficult when trying to organize or advocate for environmental change. A community advocate 

in New York City shared their thoughts when interacting with community members:  

I start thinking they have a family. They need to feed their family, you know, what if they 

have kids? What if they have a sick mother that they're trying to support? So I think about 

all these things, you know, so it's like cutting somebody's hand off, because of a piece of 

paper. So I speak to them. They try to do their best, they say. 

Within the family, participants mentioned the difficulty of having environmental conversations 

due to family and social dynamics. A graduate student living in New York City elaborated on the 

resistance she faced talking to her parents about engaging in more PEB:  

They don't like when I tell them to do more. So that's another aspect that we just kind of 

like-- I'm like, you should get involved. And I keep gently pressing, but it's like, 

definitely not something that my parents love to talk about with us. Because they're like, 

“We're trying to put a roof over your head”. I'm like, Okay, I forgot. Let me, let me stop 

talking.  

As a result of a focus on survival and needs, conversations around environmental issues or 

actions can at times be shut down or not be talked about within the household which can 

perpetuate environmental inaction. 

However, Latine family resistance to environmental action can also be rooted in 

historical stigmas and stereotypes associated with liberal and environmental action. In certain 

parts of Latin America there is a stigma associated with leftist or socialist policies. Participants 
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discussed how that history has inhibited their family or ethnic groups’ ability to engage with 

environmental topics:  

Cubans would look at the symbolism and the rhetoric that was used by many of these 

movements, that was more left, more socialist, and having just experienced a very 

traumatic revolution where they lost everything, and, you know, a lot of death and a lot of 

suffering, they have this allergic, almost, like a very visceral reaction to any of that 

iconography or any of those arguments. 

Part of Latine histories include immigration to the U.S. and threats to the status quo: 

The broadening of community that's happened in my communities that I've lived in, you 

know, where we, when you live in these ethnic enclaves that are part of a diaspora, 

whether it's Dominican, or like, Nuyorican, like, these diasporas are automatically part of 

like a larger family. In that you care, you give a shit, what's going to happen to them. 

People don't want it to change. 

While an immigrant identity or other social identities may bring people together; culturally there 

is a shared resistance to community or cultural threats as well as general change. A mother from 

San Antonio shared why community members did not engage in PEB: 

You know, you hear it a lot. well my mother never did it well my father never did it my 

grandparents never did it like kind of thing you know, as simple as that is that sharing 

that their times were different than our time you know 

Thus, we see that socialization from elder family members may not necessarily encourage PEB if 

inaction or negative behaviors are prominent.  

Outside of the household, we continue to see differences in who is given platforms and 

opportunities to participate in environmental decision-making and policy. One participant 

commented on who serves as the current face of the environmental movement: 

Who gets the actual credit for saying, living through and overcoming or critiquing 

environmental issues, like Greta Thornburg, like, are you kidding me? When like, when 

like, everyone, without knowing in my community, was pro-environment, because they 

were anti-racist and because they were anti-poverty, and they were for equality and 

equity. Those things to me are environmental, and they were fighting for it without the 
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term environment. But you get this little white girl who comes here and says something 

semi-intelligent and basically coop the whole struggle. 

The continued centering of environmentalism around white and wealthy individuals perpetuates 

the stereotype and stigma that environmental protections are not for BIPOC and low-income 

communities. This can be seen in the resistance participants received from their families about 

PEB. They said things like “es una vaina de gringo” [That’s a white thing] or “we don’t talk 

about things that are rich people stuff,” thus suggesting that environmental behaviors and 

conversations are not for people like them.  

Finally, for those who have high environmental concerns and an interest to engage in pro-

environmental action, there are structural barriers that inhibit their ability to perform behaviors. 

These barriers could be in the form of lack of infrastructure such as the lack of garbage cans in 

one’s neighborhood to properly dispose of waste or lack of resources (e.g., funding, policies, or 

people power). A housing activist in San Antonio shared the difficulties of trying to address both 

social and environmental problems:  

But it's just there's so many battles within our neighborhood, like with housing and 

policing that, you know, we're spread pretty thin. I'm with the neighborhood association, 

and where this still happens, it's like within our boundaries, and it's just, there are, there 

aren't enough of us to like, fight all these battles. And it's pretty overwhelming. 

Others focused on the lack of government policy to protect individuals’ well-being and 

livelihoods from corporations, natural disasters, etc.  

[B]eyond just individual responsibility, though it makes you feel good, what I want 

people to do is I want them to get engaged. I want them to make these issues electoral 

issues, because unfortunately, you can organize, and you can post, and you can, you 

know, make a whole lot of noise, and you can recruit all you want, but systemic societal 

problems, whether they're racial injustice, or equal pay, or whatever, are never fully 

addressed unless there's legislation and regulations implemented to address them  
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Several interviewees felt they could act on an individual level, but argued that the government 

should be the one being proactive about environmental issues rather than resistant to 

environmental regulations and change:  

Like, we can stop using straws as much as we'd like. And that might make a ding, and it's 

important for everyone to do their part. But, even the idea of individuals like, taking 

responsibility is like, a corporate construct to like, kind of push the responsibility on 

someone else and like, deflect from their responsibilities. 

A mother from San Antonio emphasized the need to take personal action due to the existing 

policies and structures: “I do acknowledge, you know, like, it's not our responsibility, like, in the 

perfect world, like the city would just do the right thing. But that's not where we're at.”. As a 

result, many feel that they are responsible for taking actions into their own hands: “We know that 

they don't care about us, and we have to do our own thing. We know that we can't count on them 

that we're gonna have to build our own thing…”. Due to social and environmental inequities, 

individuals reported talking with their neighbors and other community members to organize and 

advocate for their needs. A man from Miami reflected on their childhood community’s response 

lead poisoning in a school:  

No one came and saved and like said, they were just going to fix it. They just sent letters 

home telling people that it was a problem, and then they never did anything about it. And 

it was like the anger of the community wanting to protect people, you know, like no one 

necessarily saw it as environmental work, they saw it as like standing up for our rights, 

standing up for our protection as a community. Having each other's back.  

This comment reflects not only the structural barriers that lead to a lack of protections for the 

community, but it also highlights the cultural importance of community care and provides an 

example of the ways in which Latines on the importance of social interactions and political 

behaviors—especially collective action—to protect the communities they care about.  
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DISCUSSION 

Utilizing forty-two interviewees with self-identified Latine adults living in Miami, New 

York City, and San Antonio, this study explored similarities in the ways in which Latines 

conceptualize environmental problems, participate in environmental work, and the mechanisms 

that both motivate and inhibit their engagement in PEB.  

Conceptualizing Environmental Problems 

 Rather than provide individuals with an existing list of problems as was done in (Song et 

al., 2020), this study investigated top of mind identification of environmental problems that 

impacted participants’ communities. These included what we consider traditionally eco-oriented 

(e.g., pollution, climate change) as well as human-oriented problems that they saw as tied to the 

environment (e.g., housing, unemployment, poverty, access to healthcare). Based on previous 

literature suggesting that BIPOC groups—including Latines—are more likely to identify with 

environmental justice issues and participate in environmental justice organizations (Song et al., 

2020; D. E. Taylor, 2014), it is unsurprising that almost all of the participants believed that 

environmental and social issues were inherently connected. These findings expand upon my 

previous work that documented Latines’ broader understanding of nature to include “the air we 

breathe, the water we drink, and the land that we walk on…it all has an impact on our quality of 

life” (Naiman et al., 2018, p. 115). Furthermore, it builds upon my more recent findings that 

Latines are more likely to perceive environmental problems more broadly than their white 

counterparts (Song et al., 2020). This suggests that the utilization of an environmental justice 

frame that connects social and environmental activism is worth exploring as it may be effective 

in engaging and mobilizing U.S. Latines.  
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Environmental Behaviors  

 The second research question explored the types of behaviors U.S. Latines reported 

engaging in and how they differed from recommended behaviors to address the environmental 

problems impacting their communities. Overall, Latines reported more instances of engaging in 

lifestyle PEB than political or stewardship PEB—with reducing waste (i.e., reducing, reusing, 

and recycling), consumer behaviors (e.g., eating less meat, buying less plastic, buying organic or 

green products), and conservation behaviors being the top three lifestyle behaviors reported. This 

supports previous findings that Latines report greater engagement in recycling, consumer, and 

conservation behaviors that parallels U.S. whites, but Latines report significantly lower 

engagement in political behaviors in comparison to their white counterparts (Johnson et al., 

2004; Macias, 2016a; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016; Takahashi et al., 2018).  

While political behaviors were cited less frequently than lifestyle behaviors, two political 

PEB (i.e., talking with others about environmental problems and collective action) were among 

the overall most cited specific behaviors—both for previously performed and recommended 

behaviors). One potential explanation is that in social networks with greater inequities in terms 

of status and resources, there also is greater importance placed on collective action (Centola, 

2018). From the interviews, it was clear that individuals could not rely on traditional systems to 

protect them and thus were forced to work with other community members to protect themselves 

from harm and provide the support that their community needed (Centola, 2018). A second 

explanation is that the political behaviors differed from traditional measures of political 

participation (e.g., voting, participating in an established organization, contacting government 

officials) (Fraga et al., 2012; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016). While I did find that participants did 

report engaging in formal advocacy behaviors (e.g., contacting government officials, attending 
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townhalls), these findings also emphasize the importance of informal forms of collective action 

and civic participation to address Latine concerns. Thus supporting the finding that U.S. Latines 

utilize both formal and informal forms of collective action (e.g., through their families, 

neighbors, and social networks) (Fraga et al., 2012); however, further work is needed to examine 

whether Latine participation pathways differ based on ethnicity, generational cohort, race, type 

of environmental and other factors.    

Motivations and Barriers 

Although scholars have empirically examined Latine engagement in PEB (Ballew, 

Goldberg, et al., 2019; Macias, 2016a), to my knowledge this is the first study that takes a 

qualitative approach to not only document the types of behaviors Latines see as pro-

environmental, but also highlights 1) the behaviors U.S. Latines recommend promoting 

environmental change and 2) potential pathways that help us understand the motivators and 

barriers to Latine environmental engagement. 

From the interviews, I identified three key mechanisms to understanding Latine 

environmental participation: cultural values, environmental awareness, and social norms/habits. 

Similar to studies of Latine politics and acculturation, I found that Latines are predominantly 

influenced by family members and other members of their social networks that help to socialize 

them culturally, civically, and in some cases politically (García Bedolla & Sánchez Loza, 2016; 

Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Klofstad, 2016). I found that cultural values that emphasized 

interconnectedness, respect, reciprocity, and a positive relationship with nature motivated 

individuals to have a sense of responsibility that then motivated their engagement in various 

PEB. This relationship appeared to be stronger when individuals cited both cultural values and 

environmental awareness as they linked an obligation to take care of family and community to 
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past/future impacts to these individuals. Previously scholars found that Latine cultural values and 

social relationships are positively related to their greater perceptions of climate risk, support for 

climate policy, and willingness to take action on climate change (Ballew, Goldberg, et al., 2019; 

Goldberg et al., 2020; Leiserowitz et al., 2017; Pearson et al., 2021a). The findings from this 

study extends beyond a focus on climate change to include broad motivations to engage in PEB 

that address other environmental and social problems that impact their communities.  

However, similar to discussions on Latine politics, participants discussed the prevalence 

and impact of cultural histories and structural barriers on Latine environmental participation. On 

a cultural level there are important cultural histories and associated stigmas around socialistic 

policies in Latin America that can play a role in individuals’ willingness to support pro-

environmental policies and engaging in environmental advocacy (Sáenz & Morales, 2015). 

Particularly there are stigmas and stereotypes held by Latines that environmental concern and 

behaviors are not for them but something that white or rich people engage in. This was similar to 

previous findings that a lack of representation of Latines within the environmental sector 

perpetuates feelings of isolation, tokenism, and a lack of belonging that may inhibit their 

continued pursuit of pro-environmental activities (Gibson-Wood & Wakefield, 2013; Naiman et 

al., 2018). Furthermore, due to the treatment of Latines as a homogenous group, there is a need 

to acknowledge the complex relationships that occur within the Latine communities that provide   

a critical backdrop as we explore ways to promote collective action among the individuals who 

may have vastly different experiences due to their age, class, generational cohort, ethnicity, and 

geographic location.  

Finally, individuals who were concerned and intended to take action were often met with 

structural barriers rooted in injustice and discrimination. Individuals reported a lack of self-
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efficacy or responsibility due to 1) the need for widespread systematic reform, 2) the scale and 

gravity of today’s environmental problems, and 3) the current lack of government recognition of 

the environmental concerns of U.S. Latines by government and decision-making led some 

participants to feel that their behaviors would not make a difference in promoting environmental 

change (Campbell, 2016). Many discussed the limited impact lifestyle PEB had in addressing 

environmental problems and instead believed that engagement in political PEB would be more 

effective. However, scholars examining Latine politics have discussed the role of systematic 

discrimination and oppression on Latine SES, and access to resources (e.g., time, money, 

knowledge of behaviors, citizenship) continues to limit Latine political participation (Garcia & 

Sanchez, 2008; Jones-Correa, 2007; Klofstad, 2016; Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016). This was 

echoed within the interviews with many discussing a lack of time or money as barriers to their 

participation in lifestyle and political behaviors. Future research should examine how the types 

of resources individuals have available impact their perceived self-efficacy and the types of 

behaviors they choose to engage in.  

Limitations and Future Directions 

I recognize that the perspectives investigated within this study reflect the views of a small 

subset of Latines and cannot be generalized more broadly to the heterogenous population that 

reside in the U.S. However, I sought variation in ethnicity through the use of quotas, geographic 

locations in the Southern, Eastern, and Coastal U.S., and variation in environmental awareness 

and concern. Furthermore, I recognize that while I sought diversity within the sample 

examinations of intercity differences were beyond the scope of this paper and instead, I have 

chosen to focus on the general trends across the cities and ethnic groups. Further analysis should 
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examine whether these trends differ based on location, ethnic group, or other heterogenous 

quality (e.g., generational cohort).  

Finally, it is important to acknowledge that this research was conducted during the early-

stages of the COVID-19 pandemic and during the 2020 National Elections. Due to these events, 

it is possible that certain problems (e.g., health, unemployment, economics) were more salient 

among participants than would have been in previous years. Additionally, the election year may 

help to explain the significant increase in Latine recommendations for political behaviors to 

address environmental change going forward. It will be critical to investigate whether the 

intention and desire to engage in political behaviors remains as strong during non-election years.  

Conclusion: Environmental Communication Applications 

This study aimed to develop a more robust understanding of Latine environmental 

concern and engagement in the U.S. using in-depth qualitative interviews. These findings 

provide critical insights to environmental educators, organizers, and advocates as they work to 

develop environmental campaigns and programs to garner Latine support for pro-environmental 

policies and associated environmental change. Latines highlighted the importance of the 

connection between environmental and social concerns with environmental justice serving as a 

potentially powerful frame that focuses on the impacts of environmental problems on 

individuals, their families, and communities. Furthermore, social relationships and cultural 

values emerged as critical factors in our understanding of the motivations and barriers to Latine 

engagement. Going forward, programs that encourage civic, political, and cultural socialization 

together may be critical to Latine feelings of personal responsibility and their engagement in 

both lifestyle and political PEB. Additionally, messaging targeted towards Latine values of 

interconnectedness, community care, responsibility may be effective at mobilizing U.S. Latines 
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on environmental issues. Finally, the findings suggest that Latines rely strongly on informal 

political pathways (e.g., talking with one another and working with community members to 

address a problem) than U.S. whites. As a result, it is important that we broaden our 

understanding of what constitutes 1) the environment, 2) environmental problems/concerns, and 

3) environmental participation.  
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CHAPTER 4 LA CULTURA LATINE Y EL AMBIENTALISMO: FAMILISM AND 

COLLECTIVISM AS PREDICTORS OF U.S. LATINE ENVIRONMENTALISM 

 

ABSTRACT 

Within the U.S., Latines represent the fastest growing ethnic group and report high levels 

of environmental concern in national surveys, yet little is known about what motivates their 

environmentalism. Recent research finds that familism—a cultural value emphasizing the 

centrality of and obligation to family—reliably predicts climate attitudes and policy support 

among U.S. Latine respondents. However, whether this relationship extends beyond 

environmental attitudes to behavioral intentions and whether the role of familism is 

distinguishable from related cultural values, notably collectivism, remains unclear. I address 

these gaps with an online survey (N=727) of U.S. Latine respondents measuring familism, 

collectivism, environmental attitudes, and behavioral intentions. I find that familism is a 

significant predictor of environmental attitudes but also pro-environmental behavioral intention. 

Importantly, I also find in my models that include both familism and collectivism, familism 

remains a significant predictor of environmental attitudes and behavioral intentions. Amid 

increasing interest from scholars and practitioners in understanding the roots of Latine 

environmentalism, my findings underscore the importance of examining related but distinct 

cultural values that may shape how U.S. Latines engage with environmental issues. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Latines4 are one of the fastest-growing groups in the United States and are expected to 

become the majority by 2044 (Colby & Ortman, 2015). With this shift in U.S. population and 

Latines’ unique history of marginalization aimed towards reducing their political power in the U.S. 

through the implementation of anti-immigration and anti-citizenship policies, Latines are an 

increasingly important U.S. racial-ethnic group to mobilize around pressing social, environmental, 

and political issues (Beltrán, 2010; Bonilla-Silva, 2004). Despite misperceptions that Latines are 

not concerned about or engaged in environmental issues (Pearson et al., 2018), U.S. Latines often 

report higher levels of environmental concern and policy support for climate change and local 

environmental problems (e.g. pollution and environmental hazards) than do other racial-ethnic 

groups (i.e. whites, Blacks, and Asians) (Flynn et al., 1994; Jones et al., 2014; Leiserowitz & 

Akerlof, 2010; Macias, 2016b, 2016a; Whittaker et al., 2005). Partly because of these patterns and 

their potential to influence policy, environmental advocates have shown an increased interest in 

engaging Latines on environmental issues to promote pro-environmental change. Despite the 

growing interest in Latine environmentalism, little is known about the forces that shape it. While 

studies have examined the structural drivers and barriers to the environmental concern of U.S. 

Latines (Fraga et al., 2012; Naiman et al., 2018; Whittaker et al., 2005), recent research suggests 

 

 

 

4We recognize that there is a long ongoing debate between the terminology that is used to refer to individuals from 

Latin America (e.g., Latine/Latinx) and individuals with Spanish Heritage (i.e., Hispanic). However, Latinx as a 

term has been criticized by Latin Americans due to its incongruence with the Spanish language, the origin and 

utilization of the term by non-Spanish speaking individuals, and the implications it may have for gender blindness 

(Hatzipanagos, 2020; Torres, 2018; Trujillo-Pagán, 2018). We acknowledge that the most inclusive term is 

Latino/a/e; however, due to its impacts on the clarity of our findings and paper, we instead utilize the gender-neutral 

term “Latine” throughout the paper—a term created by Spanish-speakers and one that is recognized in many Latin 

American countries (Lee, 2020).  
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that the cultural values U.S. Latines retain from their country of origin may influence their 

conceptualization of environmental problems, perceptions of risk, and engagement of 

environmental behaviors (Carter et al., 2013; Lynch, 1993; Macias, 2016b, 2016a; Pearson et al., 

2021a).  

Scholars have begun to explore the role of familism—the obligation to take care of one’s 

family over oneself (Sabogal et al., 1987)— in U.S. Latine climate beliefs, concerns, and support 

for climate policy (Goldberg et al., 2020; Pearson et al., 2021). Recent evidence shows that 

familism values are a stronger predictor of climate attitudes among U.S. Latine populations 

relative to other racial-ethnic groups in the U.S. and serve as a stronger predictor among U.S. 

Latines than political ideology (Pearson et al., 2021a). While these initial findings suggest that 

familism values may play an underappreciated role in U.S. Latine environmentalism, it is unclear 

whether this relationship 1) extends to more general environmental attitudes and individuals’ 

intention to engage in lifestyle and political pro-environmental behaviors and 2) whether 

familism merely reflects broader collectivistic cultural values—a factor that has been positively 

correlated with pro-environmental attitudes and behaviors among Latines (Higueras-Castillo et 

al., 2019; Pinto et al., 2011).  

As a result, I sought to explore the role of cultural values more broadly—by examining 

the role of familism alongside collectivism—in predicting U.S. Latine environmental outcomes 

(i.e., environmental attitudes and intention to engage in PEB). Specifically, I explore 1) the 

potential relationship between familism values and general environmental attitudes and intention 

to engage in lifestyle and political behaviors and 2) the independent predictive power of familism 

and collectivism values on U.S. Latine environmental attitudes and pro-environmental behavioral 

intention. To accomplish this, I first explore literature on pro-environmental behaviors, U.S. 
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Latine environmentalism, and finally familism and collectivism values, the difference between 

the two constructs, and their relationship to environmental attitudes and environmental 

behaviors. I then describe my survey methods and report my findings on the predictors of Latine 

environmental outcomes. I conclude by discussing the implications of my findings for future 

research and environmental outreach efforts with U.S. Latine communities.  

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Pro-environmental behavior (PEB) 

Within environmental psychology, scholars have not only examined environmental 

concern, but also people’s pro-environmental behaviors (PEB)—actions that protect, reduce harm 

to, or enhance the natural environment (Lange & Dewitte, 2019; Larson et al., 2015; Steg & Vlek, 

2009). PEB can be categorized as lifestyle/consumer behaviors (e.g., recycling, environmental 

reading, green purchases, and water conservation), political behaviors (e.g., contacting elected 

officials, environmental group joining, signing petitions), or stewardship behaviors (e.g., planting 

trees, participating in citizen science efforts, etc.) (Monroe, 2003). Multiple behavioral models (e.g., 

Theory of Planned Behavior or TPB) have been commonly used to better understand the factors 

that motivate individuals’ PEB.  

Environmental Attitudes and PEB 

 Environmental attitudes are among the most studied antecedents to environmental 

behaviors (Ertz & Sarigöllü, 2018; Joshi & Rahman, 2015). Environmental attitudes reflect 

internal, relatively stable, responses individuals have to objects, ideas, or people (Heberlein, 

2012). Attitudes may be specific to behaviors (e.g., perceived behavioral importance) or be based 

on value orientations (e.g., ecocentrism)—both of which are significant positive predictors of 

PEB (Ertz & Sarigöllü, 2018; Larson et al., 2011; Milfont & Duckitt, 2010). For this study, I am 
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interested in value-based attitudes that reflect opposing environmental worldviews to attain a 

more robust understanding of Latine environmentalism. I focus namely on ecocentrism—one’s 

appreciation and respect for non-human life, landscapes, and systems— and anthropocentrism—

the value of human life over non-human elements. Based on recent research that found U.S. non-

whites reported stronger environmental justice attitudes—the connection between social and 

environmental problems— than non-whites, I am also interested in exploring the relationship 

between environmental justice attitudes and PEB among U.S. Latines (Song et al., 2020). 

To my knowledge, scholars have yet to explore the direct relationship between 

environmental justice attitudes and PEB; however, both ecocentric and anthropocentric attitudes 

have been found to be significant predictors of PEB (Larson et al., 2011). While ecocentrism has 

consistently been found to positively correlate with PEB, the relationship between 

anthropocentric concerns and PEB is less clear, with early studies reporting a negative 

relationship and recent studies reporting a positive relationship (Gagnon Thompson & Barton, 

1994; Kaida & Kaida, 2016; Larson et al., 2011). The changing valence of this relationship may 

reflect variation in behavior type, population sampled, and alternate connections between the self 

and the environment. For instance, Bechtel et al. (2006) found that Mexican respondents showed 

positive relationships between biocentric and anthropocentric attitudes while respondents in the 

U.S., Peru, and Japan showed negative correlations. Further investigation into both attitudes and 

their relationship to PEB is needed, especially among Latine respondents.  

U.S. Latines and PEB 

 Much research over the past several decades has treated Latines as a homogenous 

population or has primarily focused on the experiences of Mexican Americans in the Southwest 

(Peña 1998; 2005; Pulido, 1996;1998; Moses, 1993). However, the Latine population is extremely 
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diverse and includes individuals from different backgrounds and nations, necessitating more 

nuanced research into the diverse ethnic groups that fall under the Latine/Hispanic label (Naiman 

et al., 2018; Leiserowitz & Akerlof, 2010; Leiserowitz, Culter, & Rosenthal, 2017). Recent studies 

exploring this heterogeneity have found significant differences in Latine perceptions of risk, 

environmental attitudes, and PEB as a function of generational cohort and ethnicity (Johnson et 

al., 2004; Macias, 2016a; 2016b; Fraga et al., 2012).  

Research also points to the need to study different types of pro-environmental behavior, 

such as lifestyle versus political behavior. Regarding lifestyle behaviors, research has found that 

Latines engage in environmental reading and recycling on similar levels to whites (Johnson, 

Bowker, & Cordell, 2004; Macias, 2016b), and that Mexican Americans reported greater intentions 

to purchase organic produce and engage in conservation behaviors (i.e., water and energy 

conservation) than whites (Macias, 2016b; Takahashi, Duan, & Witsen, 2017). In contrast, early 

research on political environmental engagement found that Latines and Mexican Americans were 

significantly less likely than whites to engage in political advocacy behaviors (i.e., as contacting 

elected officials, writing letters to newspapers, protesting, and joining an environmental group) 

(Johnson, et al., 2004; Williams & Florez, 2002), highlighting the importance of accounting for 

behavior type and sample group in studying Latine pro-environmentalism.  

Adding additional complexity, the lower levels of Latine political engagement may be a 

function of time, issue salience, and other structural or sociopsychological barriers. For example, 

more recent data from U.S. nationally representative survey in 2019 found that U.S. Latines were 

more likely than whites to 1) have previously contacted government officials about climate change 

and 2) intend to contact officials in the future (Ballew et al., 2019). While these findings may be 

specific to concerns around climate change and its impacts, Latines may be civically engaged in 
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alternate ways such as meeting informally or utilizing existing organizations to address their 

concerns (Fraga et al., 2012). As a result, Latine PEB may look different from previously 

established scales that were designed for predominantly white populations. Furthermore, low levels 

of political engagement among Latines may result from factors such as structural barriers (e.g. lack 

of Spanish materials or translators, not knowing who to contact, and a lack of diversity in 

organizations and government) (Ballew, Leiserowitz, et al., 2019; Fraga et al., 2012; Gibson-Wood 

& Wakefield, 2013; Naiman et al., 2018), lower levels self-efficacy (de la Garza, DeSipio, Garcia, 

Garcia, & Falcon, 1992), and differences in citizenship status and acculturation among Latines 

(Carter et al., 2013; Fraga, et al., 2012).  

Familism versus Collectivism 

Within recent literature on Latine environmentalism, scholars have begun to examine the 

unique role familial relationships and familism values may play in predicting U.S. Latine climate 

beliefs, concerns, and behaviors (Ballew, et al., 2019; Goldberg et al., 2020; Pearson et al., 2021). 

Familism reflects strong relationships and identification with one’s nuclear and extended family 

and emerged within psychology to describe differences between Latine and European cultural 

backgrounds (Keefe, et al., 1979; Sabogal, et al., 1987). The Latine family often includes fictive 

kin relationships in which perceived family members extend beyond biological and marital 

relationships to include the godparents of family members or close family friends 

(i.e., comadres/compadres) who may also help the family with child rearing and other needs (Keefe 

& Padilla, 1987). Measures of familism focus on various subdimensions with the most widely 

studied being 1) familial obligation—the desire to take care of the family’s needs over oneself, 2) 

family support, 3) family as referent—an individuals’ actions are reflective of the family—, and 
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4) family interconnectedness or closeness (Knight et al., 2010; Lugo Steidel & Contreras, 2003; 

Sabogal et al., 1987).  

The concept of familism is theoretically related to collectivism in that both involve 

subjugating the self for close others, including family members. In Triandis’s (1993) description 

of collectivism, he writes “The prototypical collectivist social relationship is the family…” (p. 

160). Thus, there has been an ongoing debate regarding familism’s position relative to similar 

constructs, most notably the broader set of cultural values that comprise collectivism (Oyserman, 

Coon, & Kemmelmeier, 2002). Scholars have found that familism and collectivism are positively 

correlated but factor independently, inspiring debate as to whether familism is a subdimension of 

collectivism or an independent construct (Gaines et al., 1997; Schwartz, 2007; Schwartz et al., 

2010). Nevertheless, scholars have continued to examine collectivism as it remains prominent in 

non-European cultures (Arevalo et al., 2016; Gaines et al., 1997; Schwartz, 2007; Schwartz et al., 

2010). 

Familism, Collectivism, and PEB 

Until recently familism was mainly studied within the child development literature where 

research examined how familism is maintained through cultural socialization (Cortés, 1995; 

Halgunseth et al., 2006) and attenuates health risks among U.S. Latine youth (Bacio et al., 2013; 

Germãn et al., 2009; Gil et al., 2000; Peña et al., 2011; Prado et al., 2013). In the few applications 

within the environmental sector, research has found that familial relationships and associated 

values were significant positive predictors of U.S. Latine climate concern, policy support, and 

activism even when controlling for traditional measures (e.g., political party) (Ballew, et al., 2019; 

Goldberg et al., 2020; Pearson et al., 2021). The first studies examining familial relationships and 

their ties to the environment found that for U.S. Latines, more frequent communication with family 
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members inside and outside the U.S. and more frequent conversations with family and friends 

about climate change were positively correlated with global warming risk perceptions (Goldberg 

et al., 2020) as well as past/future environmental activism (Ballew et al., 2019). Most recently, a 

nationally representative survey explored the cultural determinants of climate change among 

various U.S. ethnic groups and found that familism values—obligation to take care of one’s family 

over oneself—was the most significant positive factor determining U.S. Latine climate beliefs, 

climate risk perceptions, and support for climate policy (Pearson et al., 2021a). While familism 

values are held by a variety of ethnic groups, familism had a more significant impact on Latine 

environmentalism—both in strength of relationship and number of environmental outcomes it was 

correlated with— than for non-Latines within each of these studies.  

 In contrast to familism, the role of collectivism in environmentalism has been explored 

extensively across the globe, where it has been found to predict Chinese attitudes towards green 

purchases (Chan, 2001), environmental awareness and environmental responsible water 

consumption in Brazil (Pinto et al., 2011), energy conservation behaviors in Mexico and Spain 

(Higueras-Castillo et al., 2019), environmental attitudes in Cyprus (Leonidou et al., 2010), and 

environmental attitudes, concern, and behavior in the U.S. (Segev, 2016; Sherman et al., 2021). 

Due to the more established relationship between collectivism and PEB relative to familism, it is 

critical that emerging research on familism should evaluate whether the effects are unique to 

familial relationships or merely reflective of broader collectivistic effects. The present study 

sought to do just that. 

THE PRESENT STUDY 

To date only one study has empirically examined familism’s relationship to climate change 

attitudes (Pearson et al., 2021a), highlighting a need to better understand how familism relates to 
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U.S. Latine environmental attitudes and behaviors more generally. In response to this gap, this 

study seeks to explore 1) To what extent do familism values predict U.S. Latine general 

environmental attitudes and intentions to engage in pro-environmental behaviors? Due to recent 

positive correlations between familism and climate attitudes and activism (Ballew, et al., 2019; 

Goldberg et al., 2020; Pearson et al., 2021), I hypothesize that familism values will be positively 

associated with U.S. Latine general environmentalism (i.e., environmental attitudes, and pro-

environmental behavioral intention). Furthermore, due to the established positive relationship 

between collectivism and environmentalism, I also ask: 2) Are collectivism and familism values 

independent predictors of U.S. Latine pro-environmental attitudes and intentions to engage in 

pro-environmental behaviors? 

METHODS 

Procedure 

To investigate the relationship between familism, collectivism, and U.S. Latine 

environmental engagement, I conducted a bilingual web survey (English and Spanish) of U.S. 

Latine adults using Qualtrics Panel.5 From a power analysis using G*Power, I determined that I 

would need a sample of about 800 Latine participants to have enough power to detect a medium 

effect size. To account for the heterogenous Latine population in the U.S., survey quotas for 

Mexican/Mexican American (n= 200), Puerto Rican (n=200), Cuban or Cuban American 

 

 

 

5 To ensure parity between both the English and Spanish versions of the survey, it was translated 

by the first author, edited by a group of native Spanish speakers of various ethnic backgrounds, 

and backtranslated by an external translation service. 
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(n=200), Other Latine1 (n=200), and non-Latine (n=200) were used to build ethnic variation into 

the sample. These ethnic groups were chosen as they represent the three largest U.S. Latine 

ethnic groups (Pew Research Center, 2021). To fill the quotas, individuals were pre-screened 

with racial-ethnic questions. After exhaustive effort to recruit individuals from difficult to fill 

quotas (namely, Cuban and Puerto Rican), the Mexican/Mexican American or Other Latine 

quotas were reopened to reach 800 Latine completions.  

Between October and November 2021, a total of 1,154 adults—937 Latine and 184 Non-

Latine—completed the survey in the language of their choice. For quality control purposes, 

respondents who “straight-lined” (i.e., reported the same level for all items in at least one of the 

Collectivism, Environmental Attitudes, or Behavioral Intention scales) were identified and 

removed from the sample (n=241). Additionally, two respondents who selected all racial/ethnic 

categories were removed. The final sample contained 727 Latines and 184 non-Latines. The 

Latine sample was separated and utilized for the main analyses in this study while non-Latines 

were set aside for robustness comparisons. The study was approved by the Institutional Review 

Board at Cornell University (#2006009645) and was pre-registered on AsPredicted (#83533).  

Measures 

Summative scales were constructed using exploratory factor analysis. Items were 

grouped based upon theoretical merit. Theory-based item groups with three or more items were 

analyzed using principal component analysis to assess whether they measured multiple or single 

constructs. Scales were developed based upon their factor loading and reliability values. Factor 

loading tables for each scale and detailed descriptions of my control variables can be found in  

Appendix C. 
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Behavioral Intention 

 Intention to engage in sixteen pro-environmental behaviors in the next 12 months was measured 

using a 5-point Likert Scale from “Very Unlikely” to “Very Likely.” The behaviors included 

eight lifestyle behaviors (e.g., use less water) and eight political behaviors (e.g., contact 

government officials). The scales were constructed utilizing a combination of established pro-

environmental behavior items (Larson et al., 2015; Macias, 2016a) in addition to new items 

based on interviews in the Fall of 2020 with Latine adults living in San Antonio, Miami, and 

New York City. Factor analysis revealed that lifestyle (α=0.86) and political (α=0.90) behavioral 

intentions factored into two reliable scales. 

Ecocentric Attitudes 

The ecocentric attitudes scale was created using a subset of items from the Environmental 

Attitudes Inventory (EAI) (Milfont & Duckitt, 2010) and a single item from Leiserowitz et al. 

(2017). Individuals were asked to report their level of agreement on a 5-point scale from 

“Strongly Disagree” to “Strongly Agree.” A total of eight items was used to create the scale 

(α=0.61) that reflected the inherent value of nature, the importance of taking environmental 

action, and support for environmental policy (e.g., “Nature is valuable for its own sake”; “Taking 

actions to protect the environment is important for the health and well-being of my community”; 

and “Controls should be placed on industry to protect the environment from pollution, even if it 

means things will cost more.”). 

Anthropocentric Attitudes 

In addition to ecocentric attitudes, the EAI has subscales that reflect human utilization and 

domination over nature which were also measured using a 5-point Likert scale of agreement. A 

subset of four items from the EAI were utilized to create a reliable Anthropocentric Attitudes 



 

110 

 

Scale (α=0.70) (Milfont & Duckitt, 2010) (e.g., “Protecting peoples’ jobs is more important than 

protecting the environment” and “Human beings were created or evolved to dominate the rest of 

nature”). 

Environmental Justice Attitudes 

Since environmental justice attitudes that explore intersectional drivers and impacts of 

environmental problems are distinct from popular environmental attitudes scales (e.g., Milfont & 

Duckitt, 2010), I created an environmental justice scale to capture the intersection of racial and 

environmental injustices and their impacts on historically marginalized groups. The three items 

were based on environmental justice literature (e.g., Bullard & Wright, 2009; Schlosberg, 2007) 

and interviews with 42 Latine identifying adults in San Antonio, New York City, and Miami. 

Participants were asked how much they agreed or disagreed with the following items on a 5-

Point Likert Scale from “Strongly Disagree” to “Strongly Agree”: 1) “Environmental problems 

are closely tied with social problems (e.g., poverty and racial injustice)”; 2) Addressing racial 

and social injustices are critical for addressing environmental problems.”; and 3) “Environmental 

problems disproportionately impact low-income individuals and black, indigenous, and people of 

color (BIPOCs)” (α=0.78). 

Ethnic Identity Exploration 

Due to the positive relationship between familism values and ethnic identity variables among 

Latines and their relationship in prosocial behavioral pathways (Armenta et al., 2011; Knight et 

al., 2016; Streit et al., 2017), I included a 4-item scale (α=0.85) of ethnic identity exploration 

(Phinney & Ong, 2007) as a control variable in my models (e.g., I have spent time trying to find 

out more about my ethnic groups, such as its history, traditions, and customs.”). Respondents 
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were asked to respond using a 5-point Likert Scale from “Strongly Disagree” to “Strongly 

Agree”. 

Familism Values 

I used the 18-item familism scale from Lugo Steidel and Contreras (2003) in which respondents 

reported their level of agreement to items that reflected familial support, familial 

interconnectedness, familial honor, and subjugation of self for family (e.g., “ Children should 

feel ashamed if something they do dishonors the family name”) Additionally, I solicited 

agreement with the item “Children should be taught to always be good because they represent 

the family” (Knight et al., 2010) because it was found to strongly predict U.S. Latine attitudes 

toward climate change (Pearson et al., 2021a). (α=0.65 for the combined scale). 

Collectivism 

Respondents were asked to respond to seven items on a 7-point Likert scale from “Never” to 

“Always”. The items from Triandis & Gelfand (1998) that reflect both the horizontal (e.g., “I 

feel good when I cooperate with others”) and vertical subdimensions of collectivism (e.g., 

“Family members should stick together, no matter what sacrifices are required”). While the scale 

could be broken into two subscales, it was more reliable as a single construct (α=0.81 for the 

combined scale, vs. α=0.74 for the horizontal and α=0.71 for the vertical dimensions).  

Race/Ethnicity  

Using the categories from the 2020 Census, I asked individuals to select all the racial-ethnic 

groups that applied from the following list: “white,” “Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish,” “Black or 

African American,” “Asian or Pacific Islander,” “American Indian or Alaska Native,” “Middle 

Eastern or North African,” “Some Other Race or Ethnicity.” Since Hispanic/Latino is an ethnic 

category, I categorized respondents into three groups: those who only selected Hispanic/Latino 
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as their racial-ethnic category (coded “1”), white Latines (coded “2”), and those who selected 

Latino and one or more non-white categories (“Nonwhite Latines”) (coded “3”).  

Data Analysis 

My primary analysis was a series of multivariate linear regression models with familism 

values as the single independent variable predicting each environmental attitude subscale 

(Regression Models 1-3) and behavioral intention subscale (Regression Models 4 & 5) while 

controlling for race, generational cohort, ethnic exploration, age, gender, education, children, 

sexual orientation, religion, and political party (See Figure 4.1). To test the robustness of 

familism, I then introduced collectivism to each original model (Regression Models 6-10), with 

and without control variables, and compared all regression models for Latines and Non-Latines. 

Prior to running the regression analyses, I checked the assumptions of each linear model for 

normal residual distribution, multi-collinearity, and heteroscedasticity.  
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Figure 4.1 Theoretical Framework for Regression-led Path Analysis 

 

 

 

RESULTS 

Respondent Characteristics 

Of the 727 respondents who self-identified as Hispanic, Latino, Latina, or Latinx, about 

30% were born outside of the mainland U.S. (including Puerto Rico) and almost 70% were born 

in the mainland U.S. Looking at the racial-ethnic breakdown, over half of the sample (60%) 

identified as Hispanic or Latino/a/x only. Ethnically, the final Latine sample consisted of 40% 

Mexican/Mexican American, 21% Puerto Rican, 10% Cuban and 29% Multi-ethnic or Other 

Latino/a/x respondents (Table 4.1). I found no significant differences in environmentalism or 

cultural values based on ethnicity.  

1Collectivism only included in Models 6-10.  

Note: Each model included the following controls: Race, generational cohort, age, gender, education, 

children, sexual orientation, religion, and political party. 
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Respondents on average were 37 years old (SD=15.40), predominantly women (75%) 

and heterosexual (82%), with Catholicism as the modal religious affiliation (37%). About half of 

the sample reported having attended some college or less and about half reported a total 

household income of $40,000 or less. Politically, nearly half of the respondents identified as 

Democrat (48%), and Liberals outnumbered Conservatives by nearly 2 to 1 (38% vs. 20%).  

Table 4.1 Categorical Variable Percentages (Bolded items are reference categories) 

Variable Mean (SD) and Percentages 

Generational Cohort 

Foreign-born 

U.S.-born 

 

221 (30.4 %) 

507 (69.6 %) 

Race 

Latine-Only 

White Latines 

Non-white Latines 

 

 

466 (64.0%) 

204 (28.0%) 

57 (7.9%) 

Ethnicity 

Mexican 

Puerto Rican 

Cuban 

Other Latine/Multi-Ethnic 

 

 

291 (40.0%) 

156 (21.4%) 

70 (9.6%) 

210 (28.9%) 

 

Gender 

Man 

Woman 

 

172 (23.7%) 

544 (74.8%) 

Age 36.73 ± 15.40 

Income 

Low (<$40,000) 

Medium ($40,000-$79,999) 

High (>$80,000) 

 

 

351 (48.2%) 

233 (32.0%) 

144 (19.8%) 

Education 

High School Diploma or Less 

Some College 

Terminal 2-year or 4-year Degree 

Graduate/Professional Degree 

 

200 (27.7%) 

208 (28.8%) 

217 (30.0%) 

98 (13.6%) 

 

Political Party 

Democrat 

 

346 (47.7%) 
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On average, respondents scored above the scale midpoint in terms of collectivistic values 

(x̄ =5.38 ± 0.93) and familism values (x̄ =3.47 ± 0.58). In terms of environmental outcomes, the 

sample reported high ecocentric attitudes (x̄ =4.19 ± 0.61), moderate anthropocentric attitudes (x̄ 

=2.76 ± 0.89), and moderate to high environmental justice attitudes (x̄ =3.43 ± 0.93). 

Respondents were also somewhat likely to engage in lifestyle behaviors in the next 12 months (x̄ 

=3.70 ± 0.73); however, they reported more neutral intentions to engage in political behaviors in 

the same timeframe (x̄ =2.96 ± 0.98). See Supplemental Materials for a full list of descriptive 

statistics.  

Familism and Environmentalism 

Turning to the main analyses (the predictive power of familism values on Latine 

environmental attitudes and PEB intention), I ran models examining familism’s relationship with 

three distinct environmental attitudes (i.e., ecocentric, anthropocentric, and environmental 

Republican 

Independent 

Other 

 

137 (18.9%) 

189 (26.1%) 

53 (7.3%) 

Political Ideology 

Liberal 

Moderate 

Conservative 

 

 

274 (37.6%) 

306 (42.0%) 

147 (20.2%) 

Religion 

None/Unaffiliated 

Catholicism 

Christianity 

Other 

 

199 (27.3%) 

267 (36.7%) 

196 (26.5%) 

69 (9.5%) 

Sexual Orientation 

Heterosexual 

LGBTQIA+ 

 

599 (82.3%) 

129 (17.7%) 

Children 

None 

1+ children 

 

342 (47%) 

386 (53%) 
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justice) (Table 4.2). The models accounted for 11% of the variance in ecocentric attitudes, 15% 

of the variance in anthropocentric attitudes, and 18% of the variance in environmental justice 

attitudes. Across the models, familism was a significant positive predictor of both ecocentric 

attitudes (β=0.15, p<0.01) and anthropocentric attitudes (β=0.31, p<0.001), but had no 

significant relationship with environmental justice attitudes. Of the control variables, ethnic 

identity exploration was a significant positive predictor of ecocentric (β= 0.16, p <0.001) and 

environmental justice attitudes (β= 0.20, p <0.001). Finally, political party was significant in all 

three attitudinal models with Democrats reporting significantly greater ecocentric and 

environmental justice attitudes than Republicans while Republicans reported significantly greater 

anthropocentric attitudes than Democrats (Table 4.3).  

 Both behavioral intention models (Models 4 & 5) moderately fit the data, accounting for 

15% of the variation in lifestyle behavioral intention and 17% of political behavioral intention 

among U.S. Latines. Within these models, respondents with stronger familism values reported 

significantly greater intentions to perform political PEB than those with weaker familism values 

(β=0.18, p<0.001). However, familism values were not significantly correlated with lifestyle 

behavioral intentions (β=0.08, p>0.05) (Table 4.3). Both ecocentric (β=0.18, p<0.001) and 

environmental justice attitudes (β=0.12, p<0.01) were significant positive predictors of lifestyle 

behavioral intention while anthropocentric attitudes (β=-0.13, p<0.001) were a significant 

negative predictor in Model 4. For political behavioral intention environmental justice attitudes 

(β=0.25, p<0.001) was the only attitude that was a significant positive predictor.  

Regarding my control variables, ethnic identity exploration significantly predicted 

intentions to perform both lifestyle (β=0.18, p<0.001) and political behaviors (β=0.17, 

p<0.001). Additionally, foreign-born Latines reported greater lifestyle (β=-0.12, p<0.001) and 
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political (β=-0.14, p<0.001) behavioral intentions than U.S.-born Latines. Political party was 

only significant in predicting political behavioral intention (β=-0.11, p<0.01), but was not as  

strong of a predictor as environmental justice attitudes, familism, or ethnic identity 

exploration. When controls were removed from these models, familism remained a significant 

positive predictor of Latine environmental attitudes and behavioral intention (See Appendix C).  

Table 4.2 Multilinear Regressions Predicting Environmental Attitudes with Standardized Betas: 

Familism Only 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001  

 Model 1: Pro-

environmental 

Attitudes 

Model 2: 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 3: 

Environmental 

Justice Attitudes 

 β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.15** 0.04 0.31*** 0.06 0.02 0.07 

Ethnic Explore 0.16*** 0.03 -0.02 0.04 0.20*** 0.04 

Generational Cohort -0.09* 0.05 0.001 0.07 -0.002 0.08 

Age 0.07 0.002 -0.06 0.002 -0.09* 0.002 

Gender -0.05 0.05 0.13** 0.08 -0.02 0.08 

Sexual Orientation -0.10* 0.06 0.04 0.09 -0.07 0.09 

Children -0.12** 0.05 0.08 0.07 -0.08* 0.07 

Education: Some College 0.08 0.06 -0.08 0.09 0.05 0.09 

Education: 2 or 4-year terminal 

degree 

0.05 0.06 -0.04 0.08 0.05 0.09 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.001 0.08 -0.06 0.11 0.08 0.11 

Religion: None vs. Catholic -0.002 0.05 0.03 0.07 -0.03 0.07 

Latine-Only vs. white Latines 0.09* 0.05 0.007 0.08 0.05 0.08 

Latine-Only vs. Non-white 

Latines 

-0.008 0.09 0.01 0.12 0.04 0.13 

Political Party: Republican -0.21*** 0.06 0.12** 0.09 -0.32*** 0.09 

Political Party: Independent -0.08* 0.05 0.05 0.08 -0.15 0.08 

 

Adj R2 0.11 0.15 0.18 

df 15 14 14 

F-Statistic 6.29 8.73 10.34 
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 Table 4.3 Multilinear Regression Predicting Behavioral Intention with Standardized Betas: 

Familism Only 

 

 

 

 

 

 Model 4: Lifestyle Behavioral 

Intention 

Model 5: Political Behavioral 

Intention 

 Β SE β SE 

Familism 0.08 0.05 0.18*** 0.07 

Ethnic Explore 0.18*** 0.03 0.17*** 0.04 

Ecocentric attitudes 0.18*** 0.05 0.00 0.06 

Anthropocentric Attitudes -0.13*** 0.03 0.01 0.04 

Environmental Justice 

Attitudes 

0.12** 0.03 0.25*** 0.04 

Generational Cohort -0.12*** 0.06 -0.14*** 0.08 

Age -0.07 0.00 -0.11** 0.003 

Gender -0.02 0.06 0.06 0.08 

Sexual Orientation 0.01 0.07 -0.03 0.10 

Children 0.03 0.06 0.05 0.08 

Education: Some College 0.12** 0.07 0.06 0.09 

Education: 2 or 4-year 

terminal degree 

0.14** 0.07 0.05 0.09 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.04 0.09 0.05 0.12 

Religion: None vs. Catholic 0.01 0.06 0.02 0.08 

Race: Latine-Only vs. white 

Latines 

0.04 0.06 -0.02 0.08 

Race: Latine-Only vs. Non-

white Latines 

0.00 0.10 -0.01 0.13 

Political Party: Republican -0.05 0.07 -0.11** 0.10 

Political Party: Independent -0.01 0.06 -0.05 0.08 

 

Adj R2 0.15 0.17 

df 18 18 

F-Statistic 8.78 9.73 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001  
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Familism vs. Collectivism 

To explore whether familism and collectivism are independent predictors of Latine 

environmentalism, I reran these models including measures of collectivism (Tables 4.4 and 4.5). 

The introduction of collectivism accounted for about a 1 to 2% increase in variance explained 

within each model. Across the models, familism remained a significant positive predictor of 

anthropocentric attitudes (β=0.18, p<0.001) and political behavioral intention (β=0.18, p<0.001) 

when collectivism was included in the models. Collectivism was positively correlated with 

ecocentric attitudes (β=0.18, p<0.001), lifestyle behavioral intentions (β=0.18, p<0.001), and 

political behavioral intentions (β=0.18, p<0.001), but was not significantly associated with 

environmental justice attitudes or anthropocentric attitudes. Only for political behavioral 

intention did both collectivism and familism emerge as independent positive predictors, with 

collectivism being almost twice as strong of a predictor than familism. However, when the 

control variables were removed from the models, familism no longer remained a significant 

predictor (See Supplemental Materials). Similar to the familism-only models, all three attitudinal 

variables were significant predictors of lifestyle behavioral intention. Environmental justice 

attitudes remained the strongest predictor of political behavioral intention (β=0.25, p<0.001). 

Finally, adding collectivism had no effect on the significance of ethnic identity exploration, 

political party, or generational cohort across any of the attitudinal or behavioral intention models.   



 

120 

 

Table 4.4 Multiple Linear Regression with Standardized Betas: Familism vs. Collectivism 

 

  

 Model 6: Ecocentric 

attitudes 

Model 7: 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 8: 

Environmental 

Justice Attitudes 

 β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.07 0.05 0.32*** 0.07 0.02 0.07 

Collectivism 0.16*** 0.03 -0.04 0.04 0.004 0.04 

Ethnic Explore 0.13*** 0.03 -0.01 0.04 0.20*** 0.04 

Generational Cohort  -0.07 0.05 -0.004 0.07 -0.002 0.08 

Age 0.07 0.002 -0.06 0.002 -0.09* 0.002 

Gender -0.04 0.05 0.13*** 0.08 -0.02 0.08 

Sexual Orientation -0.10* 0.06 0.04 0.09 -0.07 0.10 

Children -0.14** 0.05 0.08* 0.07 -0.08* 0.07 

Education: Some 

College 

0.07 0.06 -0.08 0.09 0.05 0.09 

Education: 2 or 4-

year terminal degree 

0.05 0.06 -0.04 0.09 0.05 0.09 

Education: 

Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.01 0.08 -0.06 0.11 0.08 0.11 

Religion: None vs. 

Catholic 

-0.01 0.05 0.03 0.07 -0.03 0.07 

Race: Latine-Only 

vs. white Latines 

0.09* 0.05 0.01 0.08 0.05 0.08 

Race: Latine-Only 

vs. Non-white 

Latines 

0.003 0.09 0.01 0.12 0.04 0.13 

Political Party: 

Republican 

-0.21*** 0.06 0.12** 0.09 -0.32*** 0.09 

Political Party: 

Independent 

-0.08* 0.05 0.05 0.08 -0.15*** 0.08 

 

Adj R2 0.12 0.15 0.17 

df 16 16 16 

F-Statistic 6.86 8.24 9.68 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001  



 

121 

 

Table 4.5 Multilinear Regression Predicting Behavioral Intention with Standardized Betas: 

Familism vs. Collectivism 

 

  

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001  

 Model 9: Lifestyle Behavioral 

Intention 

Model 10: Political 

Behavioral Intention 

 β SE β SE 

Familism 0.03 0.06 0.10* 0.08 

Collectivism 0.12** 0.03 0.17*** 0.05 

Ethnic Explore 0.17*** 0.03 0.14*** 0.04 

Ecocentric attitudes 0.17*** 0.05 -0.02 0.06 

Anthropocentric Attitudes -0.13*** 0.03 0.01 0.04 

Environmental Justice 

Attitudes 

0.13** 0.03 0.25*** 0.04 

Generational Cohort  -0.11** 0.06 -0.12*** 0.08 

Age -0.06 0.002 -0.10** 0.003 

Gender -0.01 0.06 0.07* 0.08 

Sexual Orientation 0.01 0.07 -0.03 0.10 

Children 0.02 0.06 0.04 0.08 

Education: Some College 0.11* 0.07 0.05 0.09 

Education: 2 or 4-year 

terminal degree 

0.14** 0.07 0.06 0.09 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.05 0.09 0.004 0.12 

Religion: None vs. Catholic 0.006 0.06 0.02 0.07 

Race: Latine-Only vs. white 

Latines 

0.05 0.06 -0.02 0.08 

Race: Latine-Only vs. Non-

white Latines 

0.01 0.10 0.0001 0.13 

Political Party: Republican -0.05 0.07 -0.10* 0.09 

Political Party: Independent -0.01 0.06 -0.05 0.08 

 

Adj R2 0.18 0.21 

df 19 19 

F-Statistic .8.76 10.23 
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Latines vs. Non-Latines 

Finally, following prior work (Pearson et al., 2021), I sought to explore whether 

familism’s relationship to environmental attitudes and behavioral intention was unique to Latines 

or exhibited among non-Latine respondents (n=184). On average, familism values among non-

Latines (x̄ = 3.54 ± 0.65) did not differ from Latines (x̄ = 3.47 ± 0.58) (p>0.05). Despite the 

similarity in familism values, familism’s predictive power differed between the two groups—

particularly regarding behavioral intention (See Supplemental Materials for all tables). For 

Models 1-5, familism was a significant positive predictor of ecocentric attitudes (β=0.22, 

p<0.05), anthropocentric attitudes (β=0.26, p<0.01), and lifestyle behaviors (β=0.18, p<0.005) 

for non-Latines, as it was for Latines. However, when collectivism was introduced for non-

Latines (models 6-10), familism remained a significant positive predictor of ecocentric attitudes 

(β=0.19, p<0.05) and anthropocentric attitudes (β=0.29, p<0.001), but was not significant for 

either behavioral intention model. Collectivism itself was not a significant predictor of any of the 

attitudinal or behavioral intention models for non-Latines. Interestingly, ethnic identity 

exploration was a significant positive predictor of environmental justice attitudes and both 

behavioral intention models for non-Latines; however, environmental justice attitudes were the 

most significant predictor of both lifestyle and political behavioral intentions for non-Latines. 

DISCUSSION 

This study explored whether familism values were predictive of general Latine 

environmentalism in comparison to traditional measures of cultural values, namely collectivism. I 

found that familism had a significant positive relationship with ecocentric attitudes, 

anthropocentric attitudes, and political behavioral intention, but there was no significant 

relationship with lifestyle behavioral intentions or environmental justice attitudes for U.S. Latines. 



 

123 

 

Thus, I found partial support for my hypothesis that familism values would be positively related 

to general environmental and pro-environmental behavioral intention. While scholars have found 

that familism values are positively correlated with risk perceptions and support for climate policy 

(Pearson et al., 2021a), I provide initial evidence that familism values are relevant to a wider array 

of Latine environmental outcomes, among a more diverse sample of U.S. Latine-identifying 

individuals.  

Although I found that familism was significantly correlated with Latine environmental 

attitudes and political behavioral intentions, we also found support for collectivism’s direct 

positive relationship with ecocentric attitudes and PEB intention. Despite collectivism’s greater 

predictive power within most of the models, familism remained a significant predictor of 

anthropocentric attitudes and political behavioral intention. Furthermore, my findings suggest that 

despite their relevance for other ethnic groups, familism nor collectivism were significant 

predictors of non-Latine PEB intention, thus complementing and expanding on previous findings 

that familism values are more predictive of the climate attitudes and activism behaviors of Latines 

than of non-Latines in the U.S. (Ballew, et al., 2019; Pearson et al., 2021). 

While familism was positively correlated with ecocentric attitudes and pro-environmental 

political behaviors, my research suggests that familism’s effects on Latine environmentalism may 

be more complicated than previously believed. First, familism was not only positively associated 

with ecocentric attitudes and behavioral intentions, but also with anthropocentric attitudes—which 

place humans over nature—that were negatively correlated with pro-environmental lifestyle 

behavioral intention within my models. One potential explanation for this unexpected relationship 

lies in previous scholarship around the role of descriptive and injunctive norms in Latine climate 

engagement. Although norms can promote pro-environmental activism if others in one’s social 
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network are perceived to value or engage in that environmental behavior (Ballew, et al., 2019), the 

inverse effect can occur as well, as research has found that U.S. Latines reported greater self-

silencing of climate change views than other U.S. adults (Speiser & Krygsman, 2014). Further 

research is needed to better understand the existing environmental norms among U.S. Latine 

families and the relationship between familism values and the injunctive and descriptive norms.  

Finally, it may also be noteworthy that ethnic identity exploration remained a significant 

predictor even when accounting for familism and collectivism. Ethnic identity exploration was 

one of the strongest positive predictors of U.S. Latine environmental attitudes (both pro-

environmental and environmental justice) as well as behavioral intentions (both lifestyle and 

political). These findings provide support for the positive relationship between ethnic identity 

exploration and prosocial behaviors (Armenta et al., 2011; Knight et al., 2016; Streit et al., 2017) 

and suggests that ethnic socialization and understanding of one’s ethnic identity may foster 

broader reflexivity about environmental problems among the U.S. population.  

Limitations and Future Directions 

 While this study advances the growing literature examining the role of cultural values in 

U.S. Latine environmentalism, some limitations should be noted. First, while my quota sample 

offers one of the most diverse samples of U.S. Latine respondents found in the environmental 

psychology literature to date, it does not match the population demographics of Latines in the 

U.S. For example, 75% of my respondents identified as women, reflecting the non-representative 

nature of online opt-in (vs. traditional probability-based) survey methods used by Qualtrics and a 

growing number of survey firms. A number of scholars have written about the advantages and 

disadvantages of recruiting survey respondents using opt-in methods (e.g., Boas et al., 2020; 

Hunt & Scheetz, 2019). Because my sample is not representative of the broader U.S. Latine 
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population, the findings reported here may not generalize to the broader population though this 

did not inhibit my ability to develop a predictive model.6  

Regarding my measures, due to space limitations on my survey, I was only able to 

include a subset of Milfont and Duckitt’s (2010) attitudinal scale. While I found that most of the 

items included in the survey factored well, I believe that further research should explore whether 

my results replicate with established environmental attitudes scales and measures for ecocentric, 

and anthropocentric attitudes. Furthermore, to my knowledge I created the first reliable measure 

examining environmental justice attitudes. Given the importance of environmental justice within 

the U.S., future research could explore items that expand my current scale by including elements 

that reflect not only distributive injustices, but also procedural injustices and the dismissal of 

BIPOC and low-income communities’ environmental concerns within the U.S. 

Finally, I recognize that familism may have more of an indirect effect on environmental 

behavioral intention similar to cross-cultural findings that collectivism’s relationship with PEB is 

mediated by social norms (Eom et al., 2016; Kim & Choi, 2005; Sherman et al., 2021). Recent 

examinations of Latine climate activism suggests that descriptive and injunctive norms were 

significant positive predictors of Latine political activism (Ballew, et al., 2019). Thus, perhaps 

norms associated with U.S. Latines’ familial networks and one’s broader connection to 

 

 

 

6 It is instructive to compare scores on the 3-item familism measure from Pearson et al. (2021) 

which used probability methods to our respondents’ scores on the same three items which were 

included in our expanded measure of familism. This revealed significantly lower familism scores 

in our non-probability sample (x̄ = 3.67 ± 0.75) than in the probability sample (x̄ = 3.84± 0.94) 

(p<0.001), which we attribute, in part, to the significant difference in familism score between 

men (x̄=3.84 ± 0.94) and women (x̄=3.67 ± 0.75) (p<0.001) in our sample that was 75% women.  
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community or society may help garner support not only for climate change, but environmental 

problems more broadly. In the study I did not measure descriptive or injunctive norms to test 

their potential mediating effect on the relationship between both collectivism and PEB as well as 

familism and PEB. Future research should examine these relationships and evaluate the causal 

effect of normative messaging and programming on garnering pro-environmental support for 

U.S. Latines.  

CONCLUSION 

This study explored the role of cultural values of familism and collectivism in U.S. Latine 

environmental outcomes. I found that familism and collectivism are significant positive 

predictors of U.S. Latine environmentalism, but that familism is not an independent predictor of 

most environmental outcomes I examined. Instead, the related constructs of familism and 

collectivism reflect may similarly shape pro-environmental behavioral intention among these 

rapidly growing and politically consequential groups. I recommend further exploration into the 

role of descriptive and injunctive norms and ethnic identity exploration as mediators of the 

relationship between familism and pro-environmental environmental behaviors to better 

understand potential interventions to promote U.S. Latine engagement in pro-environmental 

activism and lifestyle behaviors.  
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CHAPTER 5 CONCLUSION 

Despite the acknowledgement that U.S. Latines differ significantly in their political and 

environmental engagement than their U.S. white counterparts, there has been limited 

investigation into the various pathways that may exist within the heterogenous Latine 

community. This dissertation extends beyond the historic use of comparative surveys to not only 

improve our understanding of the significant predictors of Latine environmental concern, 

attitudes, policy support, and intention to engage in PEB, but also develop conceptual models of 

the motivations and barriers to Latine environmental participation. In this chapter, I summarize 

and discuss the relationships between each chapter’s findings, future directions for research, and 

the theoretical and practical implications of the work. Rather than summarize each chapter in 

turn, I discuss the results for each central mechanism examined within this dissertation: racial-

ethnic identity, immigration/heterogeneity, and familism values. I conclude by providing 

practical applications for environmental and political organizations seeking to mobilize U.S. 

Latines. 

Racial-ethnic Identity and Environmental Justice  

I began my exploration of the relationship between racial-ethnic identity and Latine 

environmentalism. In Chapter 2, I utilized a secondary dataset that explored the predictive power 

of racial-ethnic identity strength on Latine general environmental concern, high climate change 

risk perception, and climate policy support. Racial-ethnic identity was a significant positive 

predictor of environmental concerns and risk perceptions but was not significant in the prediction 

of climate policy support. This study provides additional support for the argument that racial-

ethnic identity plays a critical role in our understanding of the U.S. public’s concern and attitudes 

towards climate change (Schuldt & Pearson, 2016). Furthermore, it extends this work by 
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providing quantitative evidence that the strength of one’s racial ethnic identity was a significant 

predictor of Latine general environmental concern and climate risk perceptions. However, my 

findings also revealed that racial-ethnic identity strength was not the most significant predictor of 

climate risk perceptions and climate policy support among Latines. Instead, familism values—a 

core cultural value associated with many Latine identities—was one of the strongest predictors 

of all three outcomes and warranted closer examination. 

In Chapter 4, I followed up on the predictive power of both racial-ethnic identity and 

cultural values. In this survey, I found that an alternate measure of racial-ethnic identity, racial-

ethnic identity exploration—the extent to which individuals spent time learning about their 

cultural identity, practices, and beliefs—was a significant predictor of Latine environmental 

attitudes and both lifestyle and political behavioral intentions. In fact, this measure remained 

significant even when accounting for both familism and collectivism cultural values. This 

contrasted with the original findings in Chapter 2, indicating that further examination into 

various dimensions of racial-ethnic identity and its relationship with both political and 

environmental participation may be worth closer examination.  

In addition to explicitly examining racial-ethnic identity, I was interested in utilizing 

identity-based motivation theory to examine the ways in which this identity may affect Latine 

conceptualization of environmental problems, their level of concerns, and subsequent behaviors. 

In Chapter 3, I utilized interviews to develop an understanding of Latine identity, its potential 

role in Latine environmentalism. Interviewees’ racial-ethnic identity was not directly associated 

with their environmental engagement. Instead, it was their cultural values associated with the 

identity and experiences with family members that influenced their behaviors.  
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Perhaps the most interesting relationship I found was the way in which racial-ethnic, 

immigrant, and low-income identities impacted the ways in which Latines conceptualized 

environmental problems. Of the forty-two interviewees, all but one saw human-oriented and 

environmental problems as inextricably tied. They discussed the overlap in the drivers of 

environmental inequities, impact to their communities, and barriers to their autonomy. This 

overlap between social and environmental concerns reflects a broader environmental justice 

framing that emerged in the late 1980s, early 1990s and was used in contrast to mainstream 

environmental frames that often dismissed the views and concerns of BIPOC and low-income 

communities (Schlosberg, 2007; Taylor, 2000). The top-of-mind description of environmental 

problems as connected to human-centered concerns extended work done by (Song et al., 2020) 

that found Latines were more likely to conceptualize human-oriented environmental problems as 

environmental in comparison to their white counterparts.  

Despite the rise and prevalence of environmental justice issues and concerns in the U.S. 

(Agyeman et al., 2016; Schlosberg, 2007), scholars who have created environmental justice 

scales have focused on the disproportionate impacts or risks that communities face (Satterfield et 

al., 2004; Song et al., 2020). These only measures one dimension of environmental justice and 

does not account for the relationship between human-centered and eco-centered problems or 

support for solutions that tackle both racial and social injustices to also address environmental 

problems. As a result, I created measures of Latine environmental justice that accounted for 

individuals’ conceptualization of the relationship between social and environmental injustices 

that were used in my predictive models of Latine pro-environmental behavioral intention in 

Chapter 4. Within my models, I examined the predictors of traditional environmental attitudes 

(e.g., ecocentric and anthropocentric) as well as environmental justice attitudes. I found that 
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indeed these attitudes were significantly predicted by the extent to which an individual explored 

their racial-ethnic identity as well as younger Latines. Furthermore, not only were environmental 

justice attitudes significant positive predictors of Latine intention to perform lifestyle and 

political behaviors, but that these attitudes were the strongest predictor of political behavioral 

intention. Thus, suggesting that environmental justice may play a critical role in Latine political 

participation within the environmental sector.  

Immigration and Latine Heterogeneity 

Due to calls for increased exploration into the heterogeneity of Latines and its impact on 

our understanding of their political and environmental engagement, I examined the role of 

immigration and ethnicity across my three chapters. In Chapter 2, I found additional evidence for 

previous work finding that foreign-born Latines report greater familism values than U.S.-born 

Latines (Gil et al., 2000). Additionally, I found mixed evidence regarding generational cohort 

and Latine environmental concern and risk perceptions. Similar to previous studies, foreign-born 

Latines reported significantly greater general environmental concern than U.S.-born Latines 

(Macias, 2016b), however, later generation Latines were more likely to report high perceptions 

of climate risk than foreign-born Latines. These mixed findings may be due to the types of 

environmental problems measured and the phrasing of the questions utilized in the GfK dataset. 

However, I found no significant generational differences in their support for climate policy.  

In Chapter 4, I expanded on these analyses examining the predictive power of 

generational cohort on various Latine environmental attitudes and pro-environmental behavior 

intentions. I similarly found that foreign-born Latines reported greater ecocentric attitudes, and 

intentions to engage in both lifestyle and political PEB. These findings continue to support 

findings that foreign-born Latines report greater environmental participation than U.S.-born 
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Latines (Macias, 2016a). However, within broader investigations into generational differences in 

Latine performance of civic and political behaviors, U.S.-born Latines were found to report 

greater performance of civic and political behaviors than their foreign-born counterparts 

(Ramakrishnan & Shah, 2016). However, there have been limited qualitative examinations into 

the reasons for these differences.  

Pulling from the interviews in Chapter 3 and Latine politics literature, I discuss a 

potential explanation for these generational differences in ecocentric attitudes, lifestyle 

behaviors, and political behaviors. In the analysis of potential mechanisms that influence Latine 

environmental engagement, Latine participants discussed the role of cultural values such as 

reciprocity, respect, and a sense of responsibility to take care of one’s family, community, and in 

some cases the environment as well. These reflect cultural values that are more collectivistic than 

the individualistic values that are predominantly found in the U.S. (Oyserman et al., 2012). I 

found support for this due to the lack of significance of generational cohort in ecocentric 

attitudes once collectivism values were added to the model. As a result, these may be values that 

immigrants were more likely to retain from their country of origin that may not have been 

adopted by their kin due to the influence of U.S. individualistic socialization in their schools, 

among their peers, or experienced through media (Sáenz & Morales, 2015). 

With regards to the relationship between generational cohort and Latine intention to 

engage in PEB, there are two different potential mechanisms at work. For lifestyle behaviors it is 

possible that these are behaviors resulted from the prioritization of survival and needs rather than 

a motivation to protect the environment. Particularly interviewees spoke about the importance of 

cost-saving behaviors such as water, energy, and food conservation that they themselves or 

family members engaged in in their country of origin. Similar to ecocentric attitudes, these 
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behaviors or habits were kept by individuals even after they immigrated to the U.S. Furthermore, 

while such behaviors can be passed onto the next generation the adoption of these behaviors is 

not guaranteed due to socialization processes. Finally, politically, an explanation that scholars 

have suggested to account for the greater political participation of foreign-born Latines is 

centered around the number of opportunities individuals are given to participate politically. 

García Bedolla & Sánchez Loza, (2016) have discussed how the recruitment of Latines to 

participate politically has often focused on immigrant communities and thus, foreign-born 

Latines may be provided with more opportunities to engage in various political behaviors than 

their U.S.-born kin. They argue that this is due to the importance of immigration policy and the 

higher prevalence and strength of transnational ties to family and friends in their country of 

origin. These transnational ties are significantly correlated with heightened Latine risk 

perceptions for climate and may explain their greater political participation(Goldberg et al., 

2020). While this pathway may not be exclusive to Latines, the combination of an immigrant 

identity and collectivistic cultural values together seem to be important to our understanding of 

broader Latine environmentalism.    

While immigration and generational cohort is one of the most studied forms of Latine 

heterogeneity in political and environmental science. I also explicitly examined differences in 

race and ethnicity within my studies—something that is often rare due to low sample sizes 

(Geron, 2005; Meier, 2007). In Chapter 2, due to limitations faced by many political scientists, I 

was only able to conduct analyses between Mexican/Mexican American respondents and Other 

Latines. In this analysis I found no significant differences in their reports of familism values, 

ethnic identity strength, environmental concern, or climate risk perceptions. However, Mexican 

Americans did report significantly greater support for climate policy than Other Latines. This 
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supports early work that while ethnic subgroups reported cultural similarity, politically there was 

not parity with ethnic subgroups reporting different support for policy and political participation 

(de la Garza et al., 1992; Sáenz & Morales, 2015). 

 In Chapters 3 & 4, I built in ethnic diversity within my sample by creating quotas for the 

three most prominent Latine groups in the U.S.—Mexican Americans, Puerto Ricans, and Cuban 

Americans. In Chapter 3, I accomplished this by recruiting participants in three cities whose 

ethnic majority reflected each of these ethnicities. In Chapter 4, ethnic quotas were created and 

filled to the best of my abilities. While the exploration into ethnic and geographic differentiations 

within my interviews and survey were outside of the scope of the current dissertation, I do plan 

to revisit the data to examine the prevalence of these differences and their relationship to 

significant predictors of Latine outcomes.  

Familism and Cultural Values 

Across the three studies, I find the importance of the role of family and social 

relationships in our understanding of the socialization and mobilization of Latine environmental 

engagement. In Chapter 2, I found that familism values served as significant positive predictors 

of a variety of Latine environmental outcomes including general environmental concern, climate 

high climate risk perceptions, and support for climate policy. In Chapter 4, I expanded on this 

work by finding that familism values were also a significant positive predictor of ecocentric 

attitudes and individuals’ intentions to engage in both lifestyle and political behaviors. However, 

I found that the predictive power of familism values was not as strong as the broader concept of 

collectivism. With its inclusion within the model, familism no longer was a significant predictor 

of individuals’ intentions to engage in lifestyle behaviors but remained an independent predictor 

of political behaviors. Thus providing some support for the importance of not just family, but 
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also individuals’ obligations and desire to take care of the broader community (Smith-Morris et 

al., 2012). Further investigation into the differences between familism and collectivism is needed 

as well as additional examinations into whether they utilize similar or different pathways to 

motivate or inhibit Latine political participation.  

  To explore the relationship between familism and Latine environmental outcomes 

further, I utilized in-depth interviews with Latines in San Antonio, New York City, and Miami, 

finding that intergenerational relationships were a critical piece in Latine cultural socialization 

and the adoption of critical cultural values that led them to have a sense of responsibility to take 

action to protect their families, communities, and environment more broadly. This supported 

previous work that families are critical for cultural and political socialization (Bode et al., 2016; 

Halgunseth et al., 2006). However, I found that the relationship between family and political or 

environmental participation was more complex than discussed within the literature. Not only 

were individuals motivated by the cultural values they gained from their elders and mimicked 

lifestyle behaviors inherited from their family members, but family also served as a barrier to 

Latine political participation. Similar to contentions regarding culture and the Chicano 

movement, interviewees faced pushback from family members when engaging in new lifestyle 

and political behaviors like being vegetarian or attending a protests (Beltrán, 2010). This 

pushback centered on concerns around the conflicts these behaviors had with cultural practices, 

the stereotypes that these behaviors and concerns were for white and middle-class Americans 

and not for themselves or their families. As a result, several participants stated that due to family 

dynamics and political views, they did not talk about environmental problems—an important 

measure of civic engagement that is believed to precede political participation (Geron, 2005). 
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Further examination of the ways in which family both serves as motivators to not only Latine 

environmental engagement, but their broader political engagement is needed.  

Limitations and Future Directions 

Due to resource restrictions associated with this dissertation, I focused this work on three 

potential mechanisms: racial-ethnic identity, immigration, and cultural values. I recognize that 

within the realm of Latine politics, there are many other factors that may help to predict Latine 

environmental participation (e.g., social norms, previous civic engagement, “American” identity, 

transnational relationships, cultural histories).(Garcia & Sanchez, 2008; Geron, 2005; Sáenz & 

Morales, 2015; Sherman et al., 2021) Furthermore, despite my attempts to include a diverse 

sample of participants for my interviews and subsequent survey, I recognize that these results are 

not representative of the wider US. Latine population, nor can the results be extrapolated to other 

ethnic groups not measured across the three studies. Future research should seek to replicate the 

findings with a more representative population that includes oversampling of Puerto Rican, 

Cuban, and Other Latines to continue to examine cultural/ethnic differences in Latine political 

and environmental participation. Additionally, due to the limited identification with pan-ethnic 

labels, scholars should investigate other ways in which Latines may cluster as a means of 

building political and environmental power.  

Practical Applications  

Finally, in addition to contributing theoretically to the existing literature on Latine 

environmentalism and Latine politics, the findings from this work also have practical 

implications for organizations seeking to mobilize Latines. While historically, mobilization 

efforts on the assumption that bonding practices can effectively create a unified Latine political 
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agenda, the heterogeneity may warrant the utilization of bridging behaviors that build 

relationships based on shared experiences outside of the Latine social category (e.g., immigrant, 

class, occupation, race, gender, etc.). Across the studies, I found that racial-ethnic identity 

exploration and cultural values are significant in Latine political and environmental mobilization. 

As a result, rather than appeals that target “Latines broadly” or center individualistic culture and 

values, programs that encourage individuals to explore and better understand their own ethnic 

group, history, and associated collectivistic cultural values (e.g., reciprocity, responsibility, 

respect) may have a positive relationship with Latine civic and political engagement. This 

suggests that individuals’ cultural socialization and their political socialization may be tied 

together. Finally, organizations seeking to garner support from individuals within the Latine pan-

ethnic label should consider identifying smaller interest groups and opportunities to develop 

coalitions between them to build greater political power within the Latine community while also 

recognizing their different interests and priorities.  
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CHAPTER 6 APPENDICES 

APPENDIX A: CHAPTER 2 SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS 

 Factor Analysis and Scale Reliability 

Table A.1 Familism Values Scale 

Please rate how much you agree or disagree 

with each of the following: 

Factor Loading 

I would sacrifice an activity that I enjoy very 

much if my family did not approve of it. 

.814 

A person should help his or her elderly parents 

in times of need, for example, helping them 

financially or sharing a house. 

.903 

Children should be taught to always be good 

because they represent the family.  

.909 

 ∝ =0.847 

 VE1 = 76.77% 

 �̅� =3.88 ,  𝜎=0.86 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table A.2 Perceptions of Climate Risk Scale 

When I think about whom climate change will 

harm, I think about: 

Factor Loading 

Myself 0.894 

My Children 0.949 

My Grandchildren 0.941 

My Community 0.917 

 ∝ = 0.944 

 VE1 = 85.65% 

 �̅� =4.03, 𝜎= 1.01 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table A.3 Climate Policy Support Scale 

How much do you support or oppose the 

following policies aimed at reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions? 

Factor Loading 

Regulating carbon dioxide as a pollutant 0.900 

Requiring electric utilities to produce electricity 

from renewable sources 

0.920 

Requiring automakers to increase fuel 

efficiency 

0.872 

 Funding more research into renewable energy 

sources 

0.883 

Providing tax rebates for people who purchase 

energy-efficient vehicles or solar panels 

0.876 

 ∝ = 0.934 

 VE1 = 79.27% 

 �̅� =3.98, 𝜎= 0.90 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Correlation Matrix 

Table A.4 Correlation Matrix 

 
*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 
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Robustness Tests 

Table A.5 Regression-Led Path Analysis with Standardized Betas and without Controls 

 *=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***p<0.001 
A Logistic Regression Model 

1Nagelkerke R2 

 

 Regression 1: 

Familism 

Regression 2: 

General 

Environmental 

Concern 

Regression 3: 

Climate Risk 

PerceptionsA 

Regression 4: 

Climate Policy 

Support 

 β SE β SE Odds Ratio SE β SE 

Generational 

Cohort 

-0.17** 0.10 -0.22*** 0.13 0.37** 0.29 0.02 0.10 

Identity 

Strength 

0.12* 0.04 0.15** 0.05 1.22 0.12 0.04 0.04 

Familism -- -- 0.16** 0.07 2.48*** 0.19 0.15* 0.06 

General Env. 

Concern 

-- -- -- -- 2.04*** 0.15 0.27*** 0.05 

Climate Risk 

Perceptions 

-- -- -- -- -- -- 0.21*** 0.12 

     

Adjusted R2 0.04 0.11 0.411 0.22 

df 288 285 8 285 

F-Statistic 6.43 12.38 Hosmer & Lemeshow 

Sig.: 0.46 

16.57 
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Table A.6 Familism ANOVA by Race/Ethnicity with Tukey Post-Hoc 

 195% of the Other Non-Hispanic were Asian-Americans  

*=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***p<0.001 
a significant difference from white, Non-Hispanic at p <0.05 
b significant difference from Black, Non-Hispanic at p <0.05 
c significant difference from Other, Non-Hispanic at p <0.05 
d significant difference from Hispanic at p <0.05 
e significant difference from 2+ Races, Non-Hispanic at p <0.05 

 

 

  

Race/Ethnicity Familism  

Mean ± SD 

white, Non-Hispanic 

(n = 728) 

3.71 ± 0.75d 

Black, Non-Hispanic 

(n = 85) 

3.62 ± 0.87d 

Other, Non-Hispanic1 

(n = 44) 

3.94 ± 0.61 

Hispanic 

(n = 291) 

3.88 ± 0.86ab 

2+ Races, Non-Hispanic 

(n = 33) 

3.76 ± 0.87 

ANOVA p-value = 0.005** df=4 F-Statistic 3.77 
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APPENDIX B: CHAPTER 3 SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS 

Full List of Environmental Problems Identified by Participants 

Table B.1 Full list of Environmental Problems Discussed 

Human-oriented/ Environmental Justice 

 

Eco-Oriented 

Racism Drought  

Unemployment Heat 

Unequal Access to education or health care Flooding 

Driven by population growth/overwhelm of 

system** 

Pollution from industrial facilities 

Poverty Climate change  

Lack of access to grocery stores/food access** Water contamination in tap water  

Physical Activity Invasive Species 

Traffic congestion in urban areas Lack of access to parks and natural areas 

Housing/Gentrification** Litter/Trash/Waste** 

Bike lanes and Pedestrian (sidewalks)** Includes food, plastic, etc. 

Parking** Energy** 

Asthma** Population and Suburban Sprawl** 

Globalization** Owning a car/vehicle emissions** 

Noise Pollution** Air pollution** 

Crime** Weather changes** 

Policing** Indoor air pollution** 

 Algal Bloom** 

 Privatization of resources** 

 Earthquakes** 

 Species Loss** 

Note: **Problems that were identified by participants, but were not discussed within categories 

from Song, et al. (2020) 
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Full List of PEB Performed or Recommended by Participants 

Table B.2 List of all Performed and Recommended PEB by Category 

Lifestyle PEB Political PEB Stewardship PEB 

Conservation:  

Use less water and conserve 

energy 

Attend a protest about the 

environment. 

Clean litter and garbage 

Reduce, Reuse, Recycle:  

• Buy secondhand 

• repair/repurpose items 

• limit single use plastic 

purchase 

• Compost 

•  Recycle cans, plastic, 

newspapers 

• Reduce waste. 

Contact government officials 

about environmental issues 

that concern you by calling 

them, writing them, or 

attending a town hall 

meeting. 

Restore Ecosystems 

• Removing invasive species 

• Building Artificial Reef 

• Oxygenating Water 

• Reforestation 

Environmental Consumerism:  

• Avoid buying certain 

products for the enviro 

• Buy organic or “green” 

products (e.g., solar panels) 

• Limit meat consumption 

• Grow own food at home or 

at a community garden. 

Talk about environmental 

problems with friends and 

family. 

Planting 

• Trees 

• Sustainable Agriculture 

• Permaculture 

 

Reduce emissions:  

• Cut back on driving 

• Utilize public transportation 

• Limit 1 car per household 

Donate Money or Time: 

• Volunteer at environmental 

non-profits 

• Donate directly to 

communities or non-profits 

 

Educate self or others about 

environmental issues and 

how connected to life: 

• Read 

• Attend events 

• Watch videos/films 

• Listen to podcasts 

• Take an environmental class 

Sign a petition about an 

environmental issue. 

 

Career in environmental 

science (research, outreach, 

education).* 

Work with others in my 

community to address an 

environmental problem or 

issue (formal and informal 

organization) 
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Outdoor recreation* Communicate about 

environmental issues through 

social media, seminars, 

teaching, etc.  

 

Not wanting children.* Voting  

Other 

• Small lifestyle changes 

 

Other* 

(e.g., Advocating for Self 

Determination and 

Autonomy) 

 

Note: *Behaviors that were identified by participants, but were not discussed within PEB 

categories from Larson, et al. (2015)  
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Additional Examples of Motivators and Barriers 

Table B.3 Examples of Cultural Motivators to Latine PEB 

Motivations Examples 

Relationship with 

Environment 

“When I was a kid, my mom would take me out to all these parks. 

She would take me out to like, these mangrove forests, we camped in 

the Everglades one time. So it was definitely my mom like, taking me 

and my brother around and hiking. Not often, right? Not super often, 

but like, enough that I was interested in it. So my mom is a big 

reason for it.” 

 

“You always have to be there for your family, basically. So in terms 

of like, the environment -- Like, the way I've connected with my 

family in a lot of ways has been in outdoor spaces. And so, I do think 

that I, like maybe... I guess, like, and I guess my family's value of 

nature is kind of tied into that and like, value of, or the ability to 

connect with other people within the context of nature.” 

 

Respect, Community 

Care, and Reciprocity 

“Respect is a big thing in Latin culture and specifically in my family, 

I would say. Like, that respect towards others and other things, and 

like, the environment plays a big role, I would say.” 

 

“it's good to help like that's taking care of your community, this is 

your community, you have to be proud of it, like, you know, go help 

and, and so they[my children] are used to that now.”  

 

“…having that forward thought and care for others. And I definitely 

think that kind of stemmed from my parents and my sisters and my 

childhood of like, my mom being always, like, kind of hounding 

home the golden rule of like, treat others the way you want to be 

treated. And like, making sure that we kind of understood that there 

was this general love for the environment as well as love for the 

world that we live in, and to make sure that we are doing our part and 

like, actively kind of engaged in whether it's recycling or finding the 

passion that we care about and kind of like sticking to it.” 

 

Responsibility to 

Take Action 

 “ese amor que hay que tenerle a la naturaleza, que Dios nos dio, 

digámoslo así. Es como que uno — como apreciarlo, y no tenerlo por 

alto, y respetar a las generaciones que viene y poder mejorar el 

planeta para ellos, para mis hijos y mis nietos y los que siguen.” 

[That love that you have for nature that God gave us…he told us to 

appreciate it, not take it for granted, and respect the next generation. 

Try to make the planet better for them. For my kids, my grandkids, 

and the generations that follow] 

 

“when I have these conversations with my family, and when I have, 

it's always been like, like, yeah duh, we know that wherever it is. We 
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know that they don't care about us, and we have to do our own thing. 

We know that we can't count on them that we're gonna have to build 

our own thing and have our own small business, right?” 

 

“You're only as strong as your weakest link, all these fun 

colloquialisms. So yeah, I think in general, having that mentality of 

kind of, shared responsibility, makes you more open and more 

receptive to worrying about and wanting to do something about 

climate, since it affects everybody.” 
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Table B.4 Mechanistic Barriers to Latine PEB 

Barrier Examples 

Socio-

Psychological 

 

Unaware of 

Environmental 

Problems or 

Impacts and Lack 

of Concern 

 “Like as of right now, there's, you know, I don't think people have 

noticed any kind of difference unless they experienced something 

personally like high tide and their house floods or their parking lot 

closed, or their workplace floods”  

 

“I think that, I think that to some degree, I might be ignorant about 

certain, like environmental risks that I am facing. Like, even just in my 

community. Like I'm not aware of everything, and so I say that, but I 

also am a part of this community, I feel like have those challenges as 

well.” 

 

“I think it's all about awareness. And like right now I'm, I'm kind of 

ignorant too, I don't even know. I don't even know, how our, where does 

San Antonio stand on an environmental scale with other cities? Is it the 

worst city, is a top 10 best city? What are we? What do we struggle in, 

do we struggle in air pollution, or do we struggle with water? I don't 

have, I don't know any of those things. And I'm kind of questioning 

myself, why don't I know any of those things? And I think it's because 

it's just, something that's not spoken about. It's just not spoken about 

very much. So, if it was spoken about more often, than I would be aware 

of it.” 

Unaware of 

Solutions and Lack 

of Self-Efficacy 

“Sometimes public shaming works. But for the most part, it's like we 

hear you. And that's it, you know? There's-- they'll acknowledge or take 

communities' talking points, but not back it up with any meaningful 

change, is typically how it goes.” 

“wanting to support farmers, but knowing that you're not really 

supporting the farmers, you're supporting the corporations that are 

exploiting them. So that's the part that gets difficult. It's hard to know 

how to consume responsibly. Like, I want to get something here in two 

days. I like that. But it's Amazon. So it's hard to know. I think it's just 

that the world's changed so much that people go with it.” 

“but it's hard to know what you can really do. Because it feels like, at 

least from my perspective, the people in power are so out of touch and 

they're so benefited like, the power is like, disproportionate. Whereas it 

honestly feels feasible to defund the police, like, that feels like an 

achievable goal. But for environmental stuff, I think it's harder to see. 

Like, even with all these, like, wild things that happen, like tsunamis 

and stuff like, oh my gosh, people still see it as like, Well, we can't 

prevent a tsunami, like, we can't prevent a hurricane, like, it is what it is. 

And people aren't really seeing how bad it's getting. And I think that's 

part of it, that it doesn't feel tangible to a lot of people.”  
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“Like, I can't think of any like, Latino programs or anything geared to 

the environment. Like campaigns, I can't really think of anything like 

that. It's not something that I've really heard talked about in that 

community.” 

Prioritization of 

other Needs 

“I think everybody's concerned about their, their checkbook at the 

moment. You know, this is a very expensive place to live. So it's not 

like you can just coast by.” 

“I start thinking they have a family. They need to feed their family, you 

know, what if they have kids? What if they have a sick mother that 

they're trying to support? So I think about all these things, you know, so 

it's like cutting somebody's hand off, because of a piece of paper. So I 

speak to them. They try to do their best, they say.” 

“I think it's more money driven. So very, economic focus, very, religion 

is a very big deal, I know in Aventura. Yeah, but environment or like, 

stuff like that is not it.”  

Cultural   

Stigma and 

Stereotypes 

 “I know that there's a lot of historical trauma and, you know, a lot of 

memory erasure. And you know, that a lot of people are, you know, still 

trying to recover who they are and what their stories are. So I think that 

that's a part of it”. 

 “the broadening of community that's happened in my communities that 

I've lived in, you know, where we, when you live in these ethnic 

enclaves that are part of a diaspora, whether it's Dominican, or like, 

Nuyorican, like, these diasporas are automatically part of like a larger 

family. In that you care, you give a shit, what's going to happen to them. 

People don't want it to change” 

“Cubans would look at the symbolism and the rhetoric that was used by 

many of these movements, that was more left, more socialist, and 

having just experienced a very traumatic revolution where they lost 

everything, and, you know, a lot of death and a lot of suffering, they 

have this allergic, almost, like a very visceral reaction to any of that 

iconography or any of those arguments.” 

“the lefties are the ones who care about the environment. But the lefties 

are the ones who took away, you know, they're comunista, you know, 

they took away our farm or whatever it was in Cuba. They, in 

Venezuela, in, you know, in Bolivia, and lots of places, there's these 

prior, like, political associations that are carried here, and then create 

roadblocks. So we have to work on sort of unpacking what those are, in 

demonstrating, you know, you don't have to be a socialist to want to 

make sure that the Bay is healthy.” 

“some of my older family members are aware and would advocate for 

something to be done, you know, to address these issues, particularly 

anything related to sea level rise and protecting buildings and housing 

and that kind of stuff. But I wouldn't say that they are pushing. They're 

not going, I wouldn't say they're activists” 

“es una vaina de gringo” [That’s a white thing] 
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“Who gets the actual credit for saying, living through and overcoming 

or critiquing environmental issues, like Greta Thornburg, like, are you 

kidding me? When like, when like, everyone, without knowing in my 

community, was pro-environment, because they were anti-racist and 

because they were anti-poverty, and they were for equality and equity. 

Those things to me are environmental, and they were fighting for it 

without the term environment. But you get this little white girl who 

comes here and says something semi-intelligent and basically coop the 

whole struggle” 

Structural  

Infrastructure and 

Resources 

“ …the 10 years that I was [in that apartment complex] was not offered 

like bins, like, you know, to recycle. And so what would I do what 

would my household do we would just throw everything in the trash,” 

“But it's just there's so many battles within our neighborhood, like with 

housing and policing that, you know, we're spread pretty thin. I'm with 

the neighborhood association, and where this still happens, it's like 

within our boundaries, and it's just, there are, there aren't enough of us 

to like, fight all these battles. And it's pretty overwhelming.”  

“There's a problem that we don't get trashcans, there's a problem where 

street cleanings are not happening. I have no, I have yet to see a street 

cleaning in, like, around my area. Like, I don't think that they do it with 

regularity.”  

“And public transit is really lagging. Um, our county had a referendum 

several years back to allocate some money from taxes to our public 

transit. And then it didn't, it didn't happen. And they use that money to 

invest in other projects. Um, so our transit system is very poor, you 

could be waiting for you 40 or 50 minutes for a bus.” 

Government 

Policies and Lack 

of Responsibility 

“Les vamos a observar la práctica, y debe haber un organismo que lo 

revise, para que den datos y también que haya sanciónes grandes contra 

ellos que no están cumpliendo con los compromisos establecidos aquí.” 

[We are going to observe their practice, and there must be an 

organization that reviews it, so that they give data and also that there 

are big sanctions against them that are not complying with the 

commitments established here] 

“I do acknowledge, you know, like, it's not our responsibility, like, in 

the perfect world, like the city would just do the right thing. But that's 

not where we're at.” 

“Like, we can stop using straws as much as we'd like. And that might 

make a ding, and it's important for everyone to do their part. But, even 

the idea of individuals like, taking responsibility is like, a corporate 

construct to to like, kind of push the responsibility on someone else and 

like, deflect from their responsibilities.” 
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APPENDIX C: CHAPTER 4 SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS 

 

Table C.1 Percentage of U.S. Latine Ethnic Groups compared to sample 

Racial Ethnic Group 2019 U.S. Latino 

Ethnic Groups1 

Quota Target Final Sample 

Mexican/Mexican American 61.5% 20% 40.0% 

Puerto Rican 9.7%  20% 21.4% 

Cuban/ Cuban American 3.9% 20% 9.6% 

Other Hispanic/Latinx/o/a 24.9% 20% 28.9% 
1PEW Research Center (2021) 

 

Factor Loading and Reliability Scales 

Table C.2 Lifestyle Behavioral Intention Scale 

In the next 12 months, how likely are you to 

do each of the following activities? 

Factor Loading 

Use less water. 0.689 

Grow my own food at home or at a community 

garden. 
0.512 

Cut back on driving. 0.601 

Avoid certain products for the environment. 0.752 

Recycle cans, plastic, newspapers, etc. 0.626 

Reduce household waste by reusing or 

repairing items. 
0.717 

Limit meat consumption. 0.601 

Pick up litter in my neighborhood. 0.626 

 ∝ =0.787 

 VE1 = 30.64% 

 �̅� =3.70 ,  𝜎=0.73 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.3 Political Behavioral Intention Scale 

In the next 12 months, how likely are you to 

do each of the following activities? 
Factor Loading 

Attend an educational program or seminar 

about the environment. 
0.820 

Donate money to environmental organizations 

or groups. 
0.768 

Attend a protest about the environment. 0.785 

Actively participate in an environmental 

organization. 
0.837 

Contact government officials about 

environmental issues that concern you by 

calling them, writing them, or attending a town 

hall meeting. 

0.779 

Talk about environmental problems with 

friends and family. 
0.654 

Sign a petition about an environmental issue. 0.728 

Work with others in my community to address 

an environmental problem or issue. 
0.795 

 ∝ =0.902 

 VE1 = 21.71% 

 �̅� = 2.96,  𝜎=0.98 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.4 Ecocentric Attitudes Scale 

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each 

of the following statements about the environment. 

Factor Loading 

Nature is important because of what it can contribute to the 

pleasure and welfare of humans. 

0.536 

It makes me sad to see natural environments destroyed. 0.707 

Nature is valuable for its own sake. 0.566 

RECODED I do not believe that protecting the environment is 

an important issue. 

0.554 

Controls should be placed on industry to protect the 

environment from pollution, even if it means things will cost 

more. 

0.608 

People in developed societies are going to have to adopt a 

more sustainable lifestyle in the future. 

0.552 

The government should give generous financial support to 

research related to the development of alternative energy 

sources such as solar energy. 

0.561 

Taking actions to protect the environment is important for the 

health and well-being of my community. 

0.706 

 ∝ =0.603 

 VE1 = 19.45% 

 �̅� = 4.19,  

𝜎=0.61 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.5 Anthropocentric Attitudes Scale 

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each 

of the following statements about the environment. 

Factor Loading 

One of the most important reasons to keep lakes and rivers 

clean is so that people have a place to enjoy water recreation. 

 

0.536 

Human beings were created or evolved to dominate the rest of 

nature. 

0.707 

Plants and animals exist primarily to be used by humans. 0.566 

Protecting peoples’ jobs is more important than protecting the 

environment. 

 

0.554 

 ∝ =0.701 

 VE1 = 12.59% 

 �̅� = 2.76, 𝜎=0.89 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.6 Environmental Justice Attitudes Scale 

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each 

of the following statements about the environment. 

Factor Loading 

Environmental problems are closely tied with social problems 

(e.g., poverty and racial injustice) 

 

0.848 

Addressing racial and social injustices are critical for 

addressing environmental problems. 

0.849 

Environmental problems disproportionately impact low-

income individuals and Black, Indigenous, and people of color 

(BIPOCs). 

 

0.797 

 ∝ =0.776 

 VE1 = 13.82% 

 �̅� =3.43 ,  𝜎=0.93 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.7 Familism Values Scale 

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each 

of the following statements. 

Factor Loading 

A person should live near their parents and spend time with 

them on a regular basis. 

.652 

Aging parents should live with their relatives. .497 

A person should help their elderly parents in times of need, 

for example, helping financially or sharing a house. 

.627 

Parents and grandparents should be treated with great 

respect regardless of their differences in views. 

.677 

Children should always help their parents with the support 

of younger siblings, for example, help them with homework, 

help the parents take care of the children, and so forth. 

.626 

A person should rely on their family if the need arises. .475 

A person should always support members of the extended 

family, for example, aunts, uncles, and in-laws, if they are in 

need even if it is a big sacrifice. 

.646 

A person should often do activities with their immediate and 

extended families, for example, eat meals, play games, or go 

somewhere together. 

.568 

The family should control the behavior of children younger 

than 18. 

.585 

A person should cherish the time spent with their relatives. .490 

Children should help out around the house without expecting 

an allowance. 

.469 

Children younger than 18 should give almost all their 

earnings to their parents. 

.401 

A person should feel ashamed if something they do 

dishonors the family name. 

.591 

Children should live with their parents until they get 

married. 

.459 
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A person should always be expected to defend their family’s 

honor no matter what the cost. 

.664 

Children should be taught to always be good because they 

represent the family. 

.714 

A person should respect their older siblings regardless of 

their differences in views. 

.621 

A person should be a good person for the sake of their 

family. 

.668 

Children should obey their parents without question even if 

they believe they are wrong. 

.646 

 ∝ =0.892 

 VE1 = 49.68% 

 �̅� =3.47 ,  𝜎=0.58 

1Percent of Variance Explained  
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Table C.8 Collectivism Scale 

Please indicate how frequently each of these statements 

apply to you. 

Factor Loading 

If a coworker gets a prize, I would feel proud. 0.666 

To me, pleasure is spending time with others. 0.647 

The well-being of my coworkers is important to me. 0.666 

I feel good when I cooperate with others. 0.696 

Parents and children must stay together as much as possible. 0.629 

It is my duty to take care of my family, even when I have to 

sacrifice what I want. 

0.579 

Family members should stick together, no matter what 

sacrifices are required. 

0.615 

 ∝ =0.805 

 VE1 = 29.39% 

 �̅� = 5.38 ,  

𝜎=0.93 

1Percent of Variance Explained 
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Table C.9 Ethnic Identity Exploration Scale 

When thinking about where your family 

comes from and the racial-ethnic groups you 

are a part of, please indicate how much you 

agree or disagree with each of the following 

statements. 

Factor Loading 

 I have spent time trying to find out more about 

my ethnic group, such as its history, traditions, 

and customs. 

 

0.870 

 I have often done things that will help me 

understand my ethnic background better. 

0.876 

 I have a strong sense of belonging to my own 

ethnic group. 

 

0.724 

 I have often talked to other people in order to 

learn more about my ethnic group. 

 

0.840 

 ∝ =0.847 

 VE1 = 68.81% 

 �̅� =3.75 ,  𝜎=0.86 

1Percent of Variance Explained 

Control Measure Descriptions 

Generational Cohort 

Respondents were asked “Were you born in any of the following countries or territories?” They 

were then provided with a list of all countries in Latin America and the U.S. Individuals who 

were not born in any of those territories, were allowed to select “Other” and provide their birth 

country. Respondents who responded that they were born outside of the mainland U.S. 

(including Puerto Rico) were coded with a “0” and labeled as a first-generation respondent. 

Alternatively, those who were born in the mainland U.S. (excluding Puerto Rico) were coded “1” 

and labeled second or more generation. While we recognize that Puerto Ricans are U.S. citizens, 

previous studies suggest that culturally, Puerto Ricans from the island are significantly different 

from those born and raised in the mainland U.S., thus having similar experiences to other Latin 

American immigrants (Fraga et al., 2012).  Individuals were asked the same question about both 

of their parents. This would allow me to further separate second generation from third generation 
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and greater. However, I chose to focus on the shift from first to second generation as literature 

has suggested that the greatest effects of generational cohort occur between these groups and are 

more minimal for later generational cohorts (i.e. 3+) (Keefe & Padilla, 1987).  

Age 

Participants selected the year in which they were born. To transform the variable from year born 

to reflect an increase in age, I subtracted, respondents’ birthyear from 2021, the year the survey 

was implemented. 

Gender 

Individuals were asked to report if they identified as a “man,” “woman,” or “some other way.” 

This measure is a relatively new approach to asking individuals about gender and has recently 

been utilized by PEW to better reflect the U.S. public’s views on gender (Amaya, 2020). 

Sexual Orientation 

Utilizing an item from Gallup (2020), I asked participants “Which of the following do you 

consider yourself to be?”. Participants were allowed to select all of the options that applied to 

them including: “Straight/Heterosexual”, “Lesbian”, “Gay”, “Bisexual”, Transgender”, “Other 

LGBTQIA+ (e.g., queer, asexual)”. Due to the low number of respondents who selected Lesbian 

(n=21), Gay (n=12), Bisexual (n=71), Transgender (n=4), and Other (n=30), I recoded the 

variable into Heterosexual—coded as “0”—and LGBTQIA+ coded as “1”.  

Children 

Individuals were asked a single item question asking, “How many children do you have?.” 

Individuals who reported not having children were coded as “0” and those who reported having 

children were coded as “1”.  

Education 

Participants’ level of education was attained by asking them to select the highest degree that they 

received. Fourteen options were available for participants to choose from. They ranged from 

“Less than a High School Diploma” to “Professional of Doctorate Degree.” These categories 

were condensed into four categories: “High school diploma or less,” “Some college”, “Terminal 

2 or 4-year degree”, and “Graduate/Professional Degree”. Additionally, individuals were able to 

select a technical or “other” degree that was not listed. However, a small number of respondents 

(n=3) selected this option and thus were excluded from this analysis.  

Religion 

Individuals were asked to respond to a single item about their religious affiliation: “What 

religious group do you identify with? This item has been used by the PEW Center. Individuals 

were provided with several options: “Catholicism” “Christianity”, “Judaism”, “Islam”, 

“Protestant”, “Other”, “Unaffiliated”, and “None”. Due to the prevalence of Catholicism within 

the Latine community and amongst survey respondents (n=1), I created a dummy code 

comparing those who were affiliated with Catholicism were compared to individuals who 
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reported no religious affiliation (i.e., selected None or Unaffiliated). For the analyses those who 

reported “unaffiliated”, or “none” were coded as “0” and those who reported Catholicism were 

coded as “1”.  

Political Party 

To account for individuals’ political beliefs, participants were asked to respond to a single item: 

“Which Political Party do you identify with?”. Individuals were given the following response 

options: “Democrat”, “Republican”, “Independent”, and “Other”. For analyses, Democrats were 

coded as “0”, Republicans as “1”, Independents as “2”, and those who selected Other were 

excluded from the analysis due to low responses (n=53) 

 

  



 

170 

 

Correlation Matrix 

Table C.10 Correlation Matrix of Independent Variables 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 
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Collectivism .52** .21** .14** 0.02 .25** -.15** .15** 0.02 .15** .17** 0.02 -0.02 0.01 .13** -0.03 -.10** 0.01 -0.04 

Familism -- .12** .35** -0.041 .17** -.08* .30** .19** .28** .23** -0.07 0.04 0.04 .15** 0.002 -0.04 .10** -0.04 

Ecocentric 

Attitudes 

-- -- -.16** .20** .20** -0.05 0.04 -0.01 -.10** -.09* 0.05 0.04 -0.10 0.02 0.05 -0.03 -.18** -0.03 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

-- -- -- -0.02 0.02 -0.03 .09* .18** .16** .14** -.08* 0.02 -0.01 .08* 0.03 -0.001 .14** 0.01 

EJ 

Attitudes 

-- -- -- -- .25** 0.05 -.16** -0.03 -.15** -.13** 0.01 0.02 0.058 -0.03 -0.01 0.03 -.31** -0.05 

Ethnic ID 

Explore 

-- -- -- -- -- 0.05 -0.06 0.004 -0.03 -0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.05 0.06 -0.04 0.01 -.08* -0.03 
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Robustness Analyses 

Table C.11 Latine vs. Non-Latine Sample No Controls: Environmental Attitudes 

 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 

  

 Latine-Only Sample Non-Latine Sample 

 Ecocentric 

Attitudes 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Environmental 

Justice 

Attitudes 

Ecocentric 

Attitudes 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Environmental 

Justice Attitudes 

 β SE β SE β SE β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.12** 0.04 0.35*** 0.05 -0.04 0.06 0.22** 0.07 0.35*** 0.10 0.07 0.11 

   

Adj R2 0.01 0.12 0.00 0.04 0.12 0.00 

df 1 1 1 1 1 1 

F-Statistic 9.67 103.24 1.20 8.78 24.92 0.94 

Familism 0.009 0.05 0.39*** 0.06 -0.07 0.07 0.19* 0.08 0.36*** 0.11 0.06 0.12 

Collectivis

m 

0.28**

* 

0.03 -0.06 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.07 0.06 -0.03 0.08 0.03 0.09 

   

Adj R2 0.04 0.13 0.001 0.04 0.11 0.00 

df 2 2 2 2 2 2 

F-Statistic 16.62 52.55 1.50 4.71 12.40 0.55 
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Table C.12 Latine vs. Non-Latine Sample No Controls: Behavioral Intention 

 *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 Latine-Only Non-Latine 

 Lifestyle 

Behavioral 

Intention 

Political 

Behavioral 

Intention 

Lifestyle Behavioral 

Intention 

Political 

Behavioral 

Intention 

 β SE β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.07 0.07 0.19*** 0.06 0.25** 0.09 0.22** 0.12 

   

Adj R2 0.004 0.03 0.06 0.04 

df 1 1 1 1 

F-Statistic 3.70 26.11 11.86 9.21 

Familism -0.04 0.05 0.07 0.07 0.18* 0.10 0.17* 0.13 

Collectivis

m 

0.22*** 0.03 0.23*** 0.04 0.17* 0.07 0.11 0.09 

   

Adj R2 0.04  0.07 0.07 0.05 

df 2 2 2 2 

F-Statistic 15.28 28.39 8.21 5.50 
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Table C.13 Non-Latine Familism-Only: Environmental Attitudes. 

 *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 

 

 Model 1: 

Ecocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 2: 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 3: 

Environmental 

Justice Attitudes 

 β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.22* 0.09 0.26** 0.11 0.01 0.12 

Ethnic Explore 0.02 0.06 0.12 0.08 0.20* 0.08 

Generational Cohort 0.06 0.15 -0.06 0.20 0.04 0.21 

Age 0.05 0.003 -0.22** 0.004 -0.05 0.004 

Gender -0.13 0.12 0.02 0.15 0.10 0.16 

Sexual Orientation 0.02 0.16 0.09 0.20 -0.03 0.21 

Children 0.012 0.14 0.08 0.18 -0.08 0.19 

Education: Some College -0.01 0.16 -0.12 0.20 0.10 0.22 

Education: 2 or 4-year terminal 

degree 

0.01 0.13 0.10 0.17 0.01 0.18 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.06 0.15 0.14 0.20 -0.02 0.21 

Religion: None vs. Catholic -0.08 0.13 0.16* 0.16 0.01 0.17 

white vs. Non-white -0.11 0.12 0.10 0.15 -0.01 0.16 

Political Party: Republican -0.19 0.14 0.15 0.17 -0.42*** 0.19 

Political Party: Independent -0.06 0.13 -0.02 0.16 -0.12 0.18 

    

Adj R2 0.01 0.16 0.16 

df 14 14 14 

F-Statistic 1.15 4.33 3.32 
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Table C.14 Non-Latine Familism-Only: Behavioral Intention 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Model 9: Lifestyle Behavioral 

Intention 

Model 10: Political Behavioral 

Intention 

 β SE β SE 

Familism 0.18* 0.09 0.09 0.13 

Ethnic Explore 0.25*** 0.06 0.27*** 0.08 

Ecocentric Attitudes 0.26*** 0.08 0.08 0.12 

Anthropocentric Attitudes -0.02 0.07 0.07 0.09 

Environmental Justice 

Attitudes 

0.31*** 0.06 0.33*** 0.08 

Generational Cohort  -0.04 0.15 -0.06 0.21 

Age 0.05 0.003 -0.11 0.004 

Gender -0.25*** 0.12 0.01 0.16 

Sexual Orientation 0.06 0.16 0.01 0.22 

Children -0.08 0.14 -0.07 0.19 

Education: Some College -0.14 0.16 -0.05 0.22 

Education: 2 or 4-year 

terminal degree 

0.03 0.13 0.04 0.19 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

-0.08 0.16 0.01 0.22 

Religion: None vs. Catholic -0.05 0.13 0.07 0.18 

white vs. Non-white 0.01 0.12 0.01 0.16 

Political Party: Republican -0.08 0.15 -0.05 0.20 

Political Party: Independent -0.01 0.13 -0.01 0.18 

   

Adj R2 0.38 0.31 

df 17 17 

F-Statistic 6.96 5.43 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 
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Table C.15 

Non-Latine Familism vs. Collectivism: Environmental Attitudes with Standardized Betas 

 

 

 Model 1: 

Ecocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 2: 

Anthropocentric 

Attitudes 

Model 3: 

Environmental 

Justice Attitudes 

 β SE β SE β SE 

Familism 0.19* 0.09 0.29*** 0.12 -0.01 0.13 

Collectivism 0.07 0.06 -0.07 0.08 0.06 0.09 

Ethnic Explore 0.01 0.06 0.13 0.08 0.19* 0.08 

Generational Cohort 0.07 0.15 -0.07 0.19 0.05 0.21 

Age 0.06 0.003 -0.23** 0.004 -0.05 0.004 

Gender -0.10 0.12 0.02 0.15 0.11 0.16 

Sexual Orientation 0.01 0.16 0.10 0.20 -0.03 0.21 

Children 0.02 0.14 0.08 0.18 -0.08 0.19 

Education: Some College 0.000 0.16 -0.13 0.20 0.11 0.22 

Education: 2 or 4-year terminal 

degree 

0.02 0.13 0.10 0.17 0.02 0.18 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

0.07 0.15 0.14 0.20 -0.02 0.21 

Religion: None vs. Catholic -0.08 0.13 0.16* 0.16 0.01 0.17 

white vs. Non-white -0.10 0.12 0.10 0.15 -0.01 0.16 

Political Party: Republican -0.19* 0.14 0.16 0.17 -0.43*** 0.19 

Political Party: Independent -0.07 0.13 -0.01 0.17 -0.12 0.18 

    

Adj R2 0.01 0.22 0.16 

df 15 15 15 

F-Statistic 1.10 4.09 3.11 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 
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Table C.16 

Non-Latine Familism vs. Collectivism: Behavioral Intention with Standardized Betas 

 

 Model 9: Lifestyle Behavioral 

Intention 

Model 10: Political 

Behavioral Intention 

 β SE β SE 

Familism 0.14 0.10 0.06 0.14 

Collectivism 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.09 

Ethnic Explore 0.24*** 0.06 0.27*** 0.09 

Ecocentric Attitudes 0.26*** 0.08 0.08 0.12 

Anthropocentric Attitudes -0.01 0.07 0.07 0.09 

Environmental Justice 

Attitudes 

0.31*** 0.06 0.33*** 0.08 

Generational Cohort  -0.03 0.16 -0.05 0.22 

Age 0.05 0.003 -0.10 0.004 

Gender -0.24*** 0.12 0.02 0.16 

Sexual Orientation 0.05 0.16 0.003 0.22 

Children -0.08 0.14 -0.06 0.20 

Education: Some College -0.13 0.16 -0.05 0.22 

Education: 2 or 4-year 

terminal degree 

0.04 0.14 0.05 0.19 

Education: Graduate/ 

Professional Degree 

-0.08 0.16 0.01 0.22 

Religion: None vs. Catholic -0.06 0.13 0.07 0.18 

White vs. Non-white 0.02 0.12 0.02 0.17 

Political Party: Republican -0.09 0.15 -0.06 0.21 

Political Party: Independent -0.02 0.13 -0.02 0.18 

   

Adj R2 0.38 0.31 

df 18 18 

F-Statistic 6.65 5.13 

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 


