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Abstract

What are the political consequences of group labels? Group labels are political, but
little theory and evidence explains how group labels shape politician evaluations. We
present an Identity- Expansion-Backlash Theory and posit politicians who use inclusive
group labels may experience backlash among relevant group members predisposed
against newly included or salient group members. Latinos’ relationship with “Latinx,” a
gender-inclusive label, is a theoretical test case. Using several datasets, we find: Latinos
are less likely to support politicians who use “Latinx” (Studies 1, 7); Latinos who oppose
“Latinx” are less likely to support politicians who used or are associated with “Latinx”
(Studies 2-5); Latinos in areas where “Latinx” is more salient are more likely to switch
their vote toward Trump between 2016-2020 (Study 6). Consistent with our theory,
these statistical patterns are driven by Republican, conservative, and anti-LGBTQ+
Latinos. Our findings have implications for politicians using identity-based appeals.

*We thank Alexander Agadjanian, Jennifer Hochschild, Mashail Malik, Alberto Lopez Ortega, and
participants at The Ohio State University 2024 PRIEC for insightful and helpful feedback.



Introduction

What are the political consequences of group labeISTEI The development of group labels
is inherently political. Prior research shows contemporary governmental classifications of
U.S. ethno-racial groups were informed by a combination of state, non-governmental, and
public interests for the purposes of government recognition, access to resources and legally
enshrined rights, incentives to develop targeted public policy, and ease of communication to
and classification of politically relevant ethno-racial groups (Mora, 2014). However, there
is limited theory and empirical evidence on how the usage of particular group labels by
politicians shape evaluations of said politicians by not only the general public, but more
specifically, the politically relevant groups they are referring to. The usage of particular
group labels by politicians may not be a superficial consideration given group labels are not
static and shift over time, especially with regard to relevant ethno-racial groups in the United
States. Moreover, anecdotal accounts imply group labels, like the newly formulated “BIPOC”
(Black, Indigenous, and People of Color), “Latinx,” or “ADOS” (American Descendents of
Slavery) are highly politicizedE] with strong public preferences for particular labels cutting
across political lines (Mora et al., 2022; Thompson and Martinez, 2022).

We present an ldentity-Expansion-Backlash Theory (IEBT) to explain how the use of
more inclusive group labels by politicians may generate political backlash from relevant
group members, particularly, group members who are negatively predisposed toward newly
included or salient subgroup members. Consistent with the IEBT, we use five separate
representative Latino surveys, one of which is a two-wave panel, (Studies 1-5, combined
N = 7062) to provide observational evidence that 1) Latinos are less likely to support a

politician who uses the phrase “Latinx,” a gender-inclusive group label, in their appeals to

1When referring to a group label, we use quotation marks; however, when we refer to individuals as a
part of an ethno-racial group, we do not use quotation marks.

2For example, on “BIPOC,” see: https://www.vox.com/2020/6/30/21300294/
bipoc-what-does-1t-mean-critical-race-1inguistics-jonathan-rosa-deandra-miles-hercules.
On “Latinx,” see: https://www. 1nsidehighered.com/views/2023/01/26/
why-1-hate-term-latinx-opinion. On  “ADOS,”  see: https://abcnews.go.com/US/

controversial-group-ados-divides-black-americans-fight-economic/story?1d=66832680.
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the Hispanic/Latino community; 2) Latinos who oppose the phrase “Latinx” to describe the
broader Latino/Hispanic community are less likely to support Democratic politicians who have
used or are associated with “Latinx.” Moreover, we demonstrate these statistical patterns
are driven by Republican, conservative and anti-LGBTQ+ Latinos that we may expect to be
predisposed against the inclusion of queer and gender minority Latinxs. Moreover, we use
a large high-quality opt-in online survey of Latinos (N = 7512) after the 2020 election to
demonstrate that Latinos who live in areas where “Latinx” is more salient are more likely to
vote for Trump in 2020 conditional on negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+ group members
(Study 6). Finally, we administer a pre-registered survey experiment using an online opt-in
CloudResearch Latino sample (Study 7, N = 971) and provide causal evidence Latinos are
less likely to support a politician using “Latinx” instead of “Latino” in their appeals to
the Latino/Hispanic community. Consistent with Studies 1-6 and the IEBT, the backlash
against politicians who use “Latinx” is driven by Latinos who hold negative attitudes toward
LGBTQ+ people.

Our theory and evidence make several contributions. First, we offer a general theory
for understanding how group labels may affect politician evaluations, particularly among
relevant minority ethno-racial group members. U.S. ethno-racial group labels shift over time
and are politicized. Newly formulated labels like “BIPOC” and “Latinx” seek to explicitly
include and make salient certain population subsets within a broader group category (Black
and indigenous people within “people of color,” queer people and gender minorities within
“Latinx”). Conversely, other group labels, like “ADOS,” are exclusive of particular group
members, such as new immigrants, within another politically relevant group category: Black.
Ultimately, politicians who use these different labels can cue a variety of political considerations
that may motivate support or backlash among different subsets of the relevant group. We
highlight conditions by which the use of inclusive group labels may motivate political backlash
against politicians who use them, and offer insights for future extensions and research on the

relationship between group labels and politics.



Second, we explain part of the puzzle as to why non-whites are increasingly supportive of
Republican party politicians. Prior research shows Black people and Latinos are increasingly
voting Republican because of ideological sorting (Fraga et al., 2024; Schuett, 2024); that is,
non-white conservatives are no longer supporting (and voting for) Democrats like they used
to, but rather, Republicans. Our evidence suggests part of the reason socially conservative
Latinos are increasingly supporting the Republican party is because of backlash against
LGBTQ+-inclusive appeals by Democratic party politicians. Our evidence is consistent with a
nascent literature suggesting negative predispositions toward LGBTQ+ people may motivate
non-whites to adopt increasingly conservative political stances despite their marginalized
position on the ethno-racial hierarchy (Bonilla and Tillery, 2020).

Third, we extend and complicate prior work on the political consequences of gender-neutral
language usage. Prior research shows increasing the salience of gender neutral language
generates positive attitudes toward women and LGBTQ+ group members (Rerez and Tavits,
2019; Tavits and Rerez, 2019; Vicuna and Rerez, 2023). However, this research examines the
salience of gender neutral language in contexts that are either not politically polarized on
the use of gender neutral language or not explicitly cuing partisan politics. Conversely, our
evidence shows when (Democratic) politicians|who are usually more pro-LGBTQ+ than
their (Republican) political opponents|juse gender neutral group labels like \Latinx," they
experience backlash from Latinos who would have otherwise supported Democratic party
politicians but are negatively predisposed against LGBTQ+ people. Thus, we demonstrate
the increased salience of gender neutral language may not always produce positive attitudinal

shifts in service of the political interests of queer people and gender minorities.

The Identity-Expansion-Backlash Theory

Prior research demonstrates group labels are tethered to politics. The development and

adoption of group labels by ingroup members, outgroup members, and governmental entities



is a function of jockeying for government recognition; access to governmental resources and
legally enshrined rights; and the necessity of ease of classi cation and/or communication
to relevant groups (Safran, 2008; Mora, 2014). The usage of particular group labels to
refer to relevant groups can also shape outgroup evaluations of said groups and policies
that implicate those groups' political interests (Merolla et al., 2013; Smith et al., 2018;
Sacchi et al., 2021; Denver et al., 2024; Jones, 2024). For example, media references to
unauthorized immigrants as \undocumented" as opposed to \illegal" may mitigate the public's
stigma toward unauthorized immigrants and motivate support for open immigration policies
(Djourelova, 2023). Other research identi es how self- and externally-imposed group labels
on part of politicians can a ect the evaluations of said politicians by the public (Cluverius

et al., 2020). Additionally, other work identi es the political antecedents of public support

for particular group labels among relevant group members themselves. For instance, Black
people who possess a stronger degree of politicized group consciousness have a preference for
self-describing themselves as \African-American” (as opposed to \Black") (Sigelman et al.,
2005); and politically liberal, Democratic Latinos with a stronger sense of in-group linked fate
are more likely to identify as and support the usage of \Latinx" to refer to Latinos/Hispanics
(Mora et al., 2022; Thompson and Martinez, 2022).

However, missing from the preexisting literature is both a theoretical and empirical
treatment of the political consequences of the usage of group labels by particular politicians
on the relevant group's evaluations of said politicians. Therefore, we synthesize a number
of prior theoretical insights and develop ardentity-Expansion-Backlash Theory(IEBT) to
explain how politically relevant groups may respond to the use of moreclusive group labels
by politicians. Inclusive group labelsare group labels that include new group members or
make salient an underrepresented segment of the broader group category typically referred to
by a preexisting, established, and relatively well-accepted label. Although our forthcoming
theoretical and empirical insights do not implicate the consequences of the usagexgtlusive

group labelsthat exclude segments of a broader group that are included in a well-established



preexisting group label, we discuss how the IEBT and our evidence may inform theoretical
and empirical insights on the consequences of exclusive group labels in the paper's conclusion.

To set up a stylized example of the IEBT, assume Politician A is appealing and com-
municating to a politically relevant group of 10 people. In their appeals, they use a group
label that is relatively innocuous and largely accepted by the group. Because of A's e ective
political communication and policy platform, assume 70% of the group approve of and will
vote for A versus their opponent, Politician B.

Now assume A uses an inclusive group label to refer to the politically relevant group that
heightens the salience of and is meant to be inclusive of a minority group subset within the
broader group. The political consequences of using an inclusive label are unclear. On the one
hand, the minority group subset (and their allies within the broader group) may increasingly
support A due to their use of inclusive language. But, the marginal returns to inclusive
language usage may be minimal if the minority group subset was already predisposed to
support A irrespective of A's use of inclusive language and if the minority group subset is a
captured electorate since Politician B may be fundamentally against the political rights of
the subset (Frymer and Skrentny, 1998; Smith, 2007).

Conversely, assume 40% (4) of the 10 group members are predisposed against inclusivity
toward the the newly salient minority group subset. Assume 75% (3) of the 40% (4) of
negatively predisposed group members were already not supporting A but supporting and
likely voting for B. But, assume 25% (1) of the 40% (4) originally supported A and were
going to vote for A but decides to instead support B in response to A's use of inclusive group
labels. Thus, politician A experiences political backlash for using a more inclusive label and
loses support from 70% to 60% of the politically relevant group.

Importantly, this backlash against A may occur even if A does not explicitly communicate
concomitant policy and/or symbolic commitments toward the minority group subset since
negatively predisposed group members may implicitly infer these commitments through

the use of inclusive language (Haider-Markel et al., 2017). Moreover, consistent with prior



research on how the e ects of group labels on the public's evaluations of groups may not be
homogeneous (Smith et al., 2018), a core implication of the IEBT is that group members
who are predisposed against the inclusion of the minority group subset are the most likely to

backlash against A for the use of inclusive group language.

Test Case: Latinos, \Latinx," and Democratic Party Politicians

Latinos and their relationship to \Latinx" o er an e ective and salient test case for the
Identity-Expansion-Backlash Theory \Latinx" is an inclusive group label, more speci cally, a
gender-inclusive phrase to refer to the Hispanic and/or Latino population. According to a
wide array of de nitions and interpretations, \Latinx" is meant to explicitly include gender
minorities (e.g. transgender, non-binary, gender-nonconforming people) and queer people
(e.g. broader segments of the LGBTQ+ community) (Garca, 2024).

The origins of \Latinx" are unclear. The \X" as a gender-neutral stand-in for an \o" or
an \a" has its roots in both U.S. and Latin American feminist movement organizing during
the 20th century (Salinas and Lozano, 2021). Some posit the term was developed amongst
LGBTQ+ segments of the Latinx community in the 1990s on online chatrooms and listservs.
Elizabeth Horan, a professor of literature at Arizona State University, has been cited as the
rst to use \Latinx" in an academic journal article published in 2004 (Milian, 2017). U.S.
Google Search data suggests searches for \Latinx" were detectable as early as 20Dde
term became increasingly popular in leftist and academic contexts amongst Latinx and Latino
activists and scholars. In the early 2010s, the \X" was used in a Puerto Rican psychology
periodical to challenge gender binaries in the Spanish language. In 2014, American Quarterly
publishes a special issud.&s Americas Quarterly) that, in part, emphasized the potential
usage of \Latinx" in both Latin America and the United States (Salinas, 2020). Several

activist and university organizations began to adopt \Latinx" in the early-to-mid 2010s as

3https://www.complex.com/life/a/yesenia-padilla/latinx
“https://www.huffpost.com/entry/why-people-are-using-the-term-latinx_n_
57753328e4b0cc0fal36a159



Figure 1: The salience of \Latinx" has increased between 2000-2024. Panel

A characterizes monthly (x-axis) Google search intensity (y-axis). Panel B characterizes
yearly (x-axis) Google Scholar hits (y-axis). Panel C characterizes yearly (x-axis) LexisNexis
newspaper hits (y-axis). Solid lines characterize actual data, dashed lines characterize loess
regressions t to actual data.

well. Notably, the Chicano Caucus student organization at Columbia University changed
their name to the \Chicanx" Caucus in 2015 (Salinas and Lozano, 2021). Other Latino
a nity organizations at Pomona College, the University of Maryland, Pitzer, and Seattle
University replaced \Latino" in their names with \Latinx" (Logue, 2015).

\Latinx" became nationally salient after the 2016 Pulse massacre against Latinx LGBTQ+
community segments during the Pulse nightclub's \Latin Night," where victims, allies, and
journalists used \Latinx" to refer to LGBTQ+ segments of the broader Latino/a/x community
(Rodriguez, 2022}, Since then, the salience of \Latinx" has precipitously increased across
a variety of metrics. U.S. Google Search data suggests people are more likely to search

for the phrase \Latinx" between 2010-2024, with the average weekly salience of \Latinx"

Shttps://lwww.npr.org/2016/12/13/503867756/months-after-pulse-shooting-there-is-a-wound-on-the-entire-community
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Figure 2: Democratic MCs are signi cantly more likely to use \Latinx" on social
media than Republican MCs. Reproduced using Pew Research Center data and analyses
(Shah, 2020).

being 0.62 on the 0-100 Google Trends scale prior to the Pulse massacre but 34 afterwards
(Figure 3, Panel A). Google Scholar data between 2000-2023 suggests the average yearly
number of published academic articles using \Latinx" prior to the massacre is 328, but 18,000
afterwards (Panel B). Moreover, LexisNexis data between 2000-2023 suggests the average
yearly number of major U.S. newspaper articles using \Latinx" prior to the massacre is 7,
but 2300 afterwards (Panel C). Among the Latino population, awareness of \Latinx" has

also increased. Pew Research Center survey data demonstrates 23% of Latinos report they



Figure 3: At least in Congress, Democratic and Republican politicians are split

on opposition to the phrase \Latinx." This plot characterizes House roll call votes
for the \Reject Latinx Act,” an amendment to an appropriations bill introduced by Maria
Salazar (R-FL) that mandates the Federal Government cannot use the phrase \Latinx" to
refer to the Latino/Hispanic population. Data are from the House Clerk.

are aware of the phrase \Latinx" in 2019. This statistic increases to nearly 50% by 2023.

As \Latinx" has become increasingly salient through the media, public awareness, and
academic usage in the past few years, the label has also become politicized. There is
reason to believe that \Latinx" has strong associations with the Democratic Party and
Democratic Party politicians. More explicitly, \Latinx," as a gender-inclusive label, may be
perceived as a group label used and supported by the Democratic Party writ large, but also
rejected by the Republican Party. On October 2019, while running for president during the
Democratic primary, Elizabeth Warren repeatedly referred to Latinos as \Latinx" in her
campaign communications and even used the phrase during the rst Democratic primary
debate in an explicit message to the Latino community.Kamala Harris used \Latinx" to
refer to the Latino population in the run-up to the 2020 electiorf. President Joe Biden
also explicitly used \Latinx" in a speech concerning Latino COVID-19 vaccine compliance
in 20212 Moreover, at the Congressional-level, during the 114th Congress (2015-2017),

less than 10% of Democratic congressmembers (MCs) used the phrase \Latinx" to refer

Shttps://lwww.pewresearch.org/race-and-ethnicity/2024/09/12/latinx-awareness-has-doubled-among-u-s-hispanics-sinc

"https://www.nytimes.com/2019/11/05/opinion/latinix-warren-democrats.html

8See: https://x.com/KamalaHarris/status/1290733001320652801?lang=kn and see: https://x.
com/VP/status/1283452044167319553

https://Iwww.newsweek.com/joe-biden-saying-latinx-sparks-widespread-mockery-wave-jokes- 1604032
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to the Latino/Hispanic population on their social media accounts. By the 116th Congress
(2019-2021) half (50%) of Democratic MCs used the phrase on social media relative to 0% of
Republican MCs (Figure 3, Panel A). Additionally, during the 118th Congress, Maria Salazar,
a Republican MC from Florida, introduced the \Ban Latinx Act" to the House (2023),
which would have banned the use of \Latinx" in Federal government documents. Nearly
all Republican House members voted \yes" to ban \Latinx" whereas nearly all Democratic
members voted \no" (Figure 3). At the state-level, the only state government to o cially ban
the use of \Latinx" in government documents and proceedings is the Republican-controlled
state of Arkansas, headed by Republican Governor and former White House Deputy Press
Secretary for Donald Trump, Sarah Huckabee Sandet%.Finally, public opinion on \Latinx"
is also politicized. Among Latinos, younger, liberal, and Democratic Latinos are more likely
to support the use of \Latinx" to refer to the Latino/Hispanic population relative to older,
conservative, and Republican Latinos (Mora et al., 2022; Thompson and Martinez, 2022).
The intent of \Latinx" as a gender-inclusive phrase, in addition to its' association with,
and usage by, the Democratic party, makes the label's relationship with Latinos an e ective
theoretical test case for thddentity-Expansion-Backlash Theory(IEBT). Consistent with the
IEBT, the Latino population may observe the increased association with and usage of \Latinx"
by Democratic party politicians and subsequently shift their evaluations of said politicians
on the basis of predispositions toward inclusivity of LGBTQ+ group members within their
broader ethno-racial group category. For Latinos positively predisposed toward the inclusion
of LGBTQ+ group members, there may be an increase in positive evaluations and support
of Democratic party politicians as they use and are associated with the \Latinx" group label.
But, given the American two-party system and the Republican party's strong association with
policies that denigrate the rights of LGBTQ+ group members, Latinos positively predisposed
toward LGBTQ+ people may be a \captured electorate" that was already going to support

Democratic party politicians anyways (Frymer and Skrentny, 1998; Smith, 2007). Conversely,

10Source: https://www.npr.org/2023/01/13/1148966968/sarah-huckabee-sanders-arkansas-latinx
M hitps://www.pewresearch.org/race-and-ethnicity/2024/09/12/latinx-awareness-has-doubled-among-u-s-hispanics-sinc
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(a) Scenario where Politician uses establishedb) Scenario where Politician uses inclusive group
group label label

Figure 4. Stylization of the  Identity-Expansion-Backlash Theory in the Context
of Latinos' relationship to \Latinx"

for Latinos negatively predisposed toward LGBTQ+ group members, there may be a decline
in positive evaluations and support of Democratic party politicians as they use and are
associated with \Latinx." Given the politician evaluations of Latinos positively predisposed
toward LGBTQ+ group members are less likely to marginally shift in response to politicians
increasingly using and being associated with \Latinx," we would expect, on average, support
for politicians to decline if they use \Latinx," and for this decline in support to be driven by
Latinos who are negatively predisposed toward the inclusion of LGBTQ+ group members.
Figure 4 provides a stylized interpretation of this causal process. In Panel A, a politician
uses \Latino" to refer to the Latino community, and is assumed to garner 70% of the vote
from the Latino population on the basis of their policy platform and e ective communications.
However, consistent with the IEBT, if the politician shifts to using \Latinx" to refer to the
Latino community (Panel B), the politician may not garner a net increase in support from
Latinos who are socially liberal and therefore positively predisposed toward LGBTQ+ group

members since these Latinos were already going to support the politician. Conversely, socially
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conservative Latinos predisposed against LGBTQ+ group members that were originally
supporting the politician may withdraw their support (and possibly support other politicians
instead), leading to a net decline in overall support for the politician. Thus, we forward the

following hypotheses:

~ H1: Politicians who use \Latinx" will experience more opposition among Latinos than

politicians who do not use \Latinx" in their political communications.

" H2: Backlash against politicians who use \Latinx" will be concentrated among Latinos
who are more negatively predisposed against LGBTQ+ people relative to Latinos who

are less negatively predisposed against LGBTQ+ people.

Additionally, another causal process consistent with the spirit of the IEBT could be
based on 1) exposure to the inclusive group label (\Latinx"), 2) evaluations of the inclusive
group label, and 3) subsequent evaluations of political parties and/or politicians that are
associated with the group label on the basis of evaluations of the inclusive group label.
However, consistent with the logic of the IEBT, Latinos who negatively evaluate \Latinx," for
whatever reason, may not necessarily reduce their support for Democratic party politicians
on averagedespite their association with the inclusive group label. Instead, we may expect
Latinos who are particularly steadfast against the inclusion and rights of LGBTQ+ people
would be the most likely to reduce their support for Democratic party politicians conditional

on their opposition to inclusive group labels. Thus, we forward the following hypotheses:

" H3: Latinos who oppose the use of \Latinx" to refer to the Latino/Hispanic population
will be less likely to support politicians who have used or are associated with \Latinx"

relative to politicians who have not used or are not associated with \Latinx."

" H4: The relationship between opposition to Latinx and opposition to politicians who
have used or are associated with \Latinx" will be stronger among Latinos who are more

negatively predisposed against LGBTQ+ people.
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Figure 5: Latinos report they are less likely to support a politician or political
organization if they use the term \Latinx" to refer to the Hispanic/Latino

community.  X-axis characterizes the response category to the question in the plot title
within the B&A survey. Y-axis characterizes the proportion of Latinos reporting each
response category to the plot title question. Annotation denotes the net support for a
politician/political organization if they choose to use the phrase \Latinx."

Study 1: B&A Poll

Study 1 uses toplines from a 2021 nationally representative survey of Latino registered voters
(N = 800) elded by Bendixen & Amandi,*? a Latino-specialized polling rm (B&A '21).13
The B&A poll asked the question: \If a politician or political organization used the term
Latinx when discussing the Hispanic or Latina(o) community, are you more or less likely
to support them or their position?" Participants could respond with four choices: \no
di erence in support,” \less likely to support,” \more likely to support,” and \no answer."
The quantity of interest is the di erence in the proportion of responses indicating \less likely
to support” and \more likely to support,” which is the net change in support fiet suppori
the hypothetical politician receives as a function of using \Latinx."

Figure 5 displays the proportion of respondents who answered the aforementioned question

2Data source: https://www.politico.com/f/2id=0000017d-81be-dee4-a5ff-efbe74ec0000
Bwe use toplines because B&A did not respond to requests to share their raw data. Therefore, we cannot
conduct statistical di erence tests. We can only descriptively interpret the data.

13



Figure 6: Independent and Republican (relative to Democratic) Latinos are more

likely to backlash against politicians who use \Latinx" when referring to the
Hispanic/Latino community. X-axis characterizes the response category to the question
in the plot title within the B&A survey. Y-axis characterizes the proportion of Latinos
reporting each response category to the plot title question. Facets denote survey subset (A =
Democrats, B = independents, C = Republicans). Annotation denotes the net support for a
politician/political organization if they choose to use the phrase \Latinx."

across the four choices. The B&A poll shows 30% and 15% of Latinos indicated \less" and
\more likely to support.” Thus, consistent with H1, net supportfor a politician using \Latinx"
declines by 15 percentage points, implying the existence of a backlash against the use of
inclusive group labels on average.

Although the B&A toplines do not disaggregatenet support by explicit measures of
negative dispositions toward LGBTQ+ people, they do disaggregateet support by three-
category partisanship (Democrat, independent, Republican). Prior research establishes
Republican and Independent (relative to Democratic) partisanship is strongly associated
with negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+ people, including transgender and non-binary
people (Jones and Brewer, 2019). Moreover, our own analysis using auxiliary survey data
shows Republican and Independent Latinos hold more negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+,
transgender, and non-binary people (Figure Al). Therefore, partisanship serves as an e ective
proxy of negative dispositions toward LGBTQ+ people such that we can use it to tesd2.

Figure 6 displays net support for a politician using \Latinx" among Democrats (Panel
A), independents (B), and Republicans (C). Consistent wittH2, The decline innet support

as a result of a politician using \Latinx" among independents (-16) and Republicans (-37) is
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much larger than the negligible decline among Democrats (-4).

In sum, these toplines provide tentative evidence in support of thielentity-Expansion-
Backlash Theoryand the notion that politicians who use inclusive group labels may experience
political backlash, particularly among relevant group members who are predisposed against

inclusivity.

Studies 2-4. Axios and BSP Surveys

Study 1 is limited for several reasons. First, the question we use to calculatet supportin
the B&A poll possesses amdeterminate baseline Respondents are asked if they are more or
less likely to support a politician using \Latinx," but we do not know what the politician
would be using otherwise and how that factors into respondent shifts in support. Second, the
guestion we use to calculat@et supportis aleading question Respondents may be just as
likely to support a politician regardless of their use of \Latinx" even if they dislike the use of
\Latinx" by politicians because they support the politician for other reasons outside of their
use of gender-neutral group labels. This is very di cult to gauge in Study 1 when the only
information provided about the politician is their use of \Latinx." Third, we are unable to
conduct statistical tests of our hypotheses since B&A do not make their raw data available.
To this end, we use raw data from three nationally representative Latino surveys and
evaluate the relationship between opposition to \Latinx" as a group label and support for
Democratic party politicians to statistically test H3 and H4. This empirical strategy allows
us to circumvent the indeterminate baseline and leading question problem since respondents
in these polls are asked to evaluate real-world politicians who may speak to their interests on
dimensions outside the use of, or association with, gender-neutral group labels. If respondents
who oppose the use of Latinx as a group label are less likely to support Democratic party
politicians net of adjusting for control covariates highly prognostic of politician evaluations

(e.g. partisanship, ideology), then it suggests inclusive group labels may have a potent
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in uence on politician evaluations.

Data and Design

The three surveys we use are the 2022 Axios-Ipsos-Telemundo Latino poll (Axios 'R2=
1005), 2023 Barreto-Segura Partners-UnidosUS Latino Election poll (BSP '28,= 3037),
and 2024 Axios-Ipsos-Telemundo Latino poll (Axios 24\ = 1012). The Axios polls are
representative of the national Latino population, and the BSP poll is representative of Latino
registered voters in eight states with large and politically relevant Latino populations (AZ,
CA, FL, GA, NC, NV, PA, TX). All surveys are administered bilingually (Spanish/English)

to ensure represe ntativeness.

Outcome: Democratic Support

Broadly construed, the outcome of interest is support for Democratic party politicians
(Demaocratic suppord. As previously mentioned when we described theentity-Expansion-
Backlash Theory we focus on support for Democratic party politicians because the Democratic
party may be associated with \Latinx" due to its perceptible support for gender-inclusive
group labels. Additionally, many of our outcomes are explicitly measuring support for
politicians that have used \Latinx" prior to the elding of the relevant surveys (e.g. Joe
Biden, Kamala Harris).

Democratic supportis measured di erently across surveys. In the Axios '22 survey,
Democratic supportis six di erent outcomes: 1) Support Democratsis an additive index of
binary indicators on whether respondents believe the Democratic party a) represents people
like them, b) cares about Latino Americans, c) does not take Latino Americans for granted
and d) is not prejudiced against Latino Americang? 2) Biden favorability is a 7-point scale
between \very unfavorable" to \very favorable"; 3) Harris favorability is a 7-point scale

between \very unfavorable"” to \very favorable"; 4) Trump unfavorability is a 7-point scale

“Instead of reporting the Democratic party ts these characteristics, respondents can report the \Repub-
lican party,” \both equally," \neither," or \don't know."
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between \very favorable" to \very unfavorable";*® 5) GOP Don't Vote is a binary indicator if
the respondent reports they willnot vote for a Republican candidate in the upcoming 2022
midterm congressional election (choosing instead to vote for a Democratic candidate, other
candidate, to abstain, or reporting \don't know"); 6) We also generate an additive index of
the aforementioned four outcomes in ®emocratic support index
In the BSP '23 survey,Democratic supportis four outcomes: 1)Biden vote intention a
7-point scale between \will de nitely vote for Trump in 2024" to \will de nitely vote for
Biden in 2024"; 2)Biden approval a 5-point scale between \strongly disapprove" to \strongly
approve";1® 3) Harris approval, a 5-point scale between \strongly disapprove" to \strongly
approve”; 4) An additive Democratic support indexof the aforementioned three outcomes.
In the Axios '24 survey, Democratic supportis ve outcomes: 1)Biden favorability is
a 7-point scale between \very unfavorable" to \very favorable"; 2Harris favorability is a
7-point scale between \very unfavorable" to \very favorable"; 3)Trump unfavorability is
a 7-point scale between \very favorable" to \very unfavorable"; 4)Trump Don't Vote is a
binary indicator if the respondent reports they willnot vote for Trump in the upcoming 2024
presidential election (choosing instead to vote for Biden, another candidate, to abstain, or
reporting \don't know"); 5) An additive Democratic support indexof the aforementioned

four outcomes. All outcome covariates are rescaled between 0-1.

Independent Variable: Opposition to \Latinx"

The independent variable of interest is opposition to Latinx as a label to refer to the
Latino/Hispanic population (oppose Latiny. Oppose Latinxis also measured di erently

across surveys. In the Axios '22 and '24 surveysppose Latinxis a 4-point scale between
\very comfortable” to \not at all comfortable" in response to a question asking respondents

how comfortable they are with people using \Latinx" to refer to your race or ethnicity. In the

SFavorability items in the Axios '22 survey include the option to skip or report \don't know," which we
code as the midpoint of the favorability scales.

8 Approval and vote intention are coded such that \don't know" is the midpoint response in the respective
scales.
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BSP '23 survey,oppose Latinxis a 5-point scale from \like it a lot" to \strongly dislike it" in
response to a question asking respondents how they feel about \Latinx" as a term to refer to
people of Latin American ancestry, instead of Hispanic or LatinoOppose Latinxis rescaled
between 0-1 across all surveys. Consistent with tHdentity-Expansion-Backlash Theoryand

H3, we expectoppose Latinxto be negatively associated withDemocratic support

Moderators: Predispositions Against Inclusivity

Ideally, we could testH4 directly by measuring negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+ people
across all three surveys. However, not all surveys contain measures of negative beliefs toward
LGBTQ+ group members. Thus, our moderator of interest is aranti-LGBT+ index in the
Axios '22 survey butconservative political ideologyn the BSP and Axios '24 surveys. Although
conservative ideologydoes not directly measure negative dispositions toward LGBTQ+ group
members, prior research and our own auxiliary analyses of Latino survey data establishes a
strong relationship betweerconservative ideologyand negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+
group members (Jones and Brewer, 2019) (Figure B?).

The Axios '22 anti-LGBT+ index is an additive index of binary indicators measuring
respondents’ disagreement with the notion that 1) people should be able to decide their
own gender identity, 2) teenagers should be able to decide their own gender identity, 3)
parents are not committing child abuse by allowing their children to gender transition, 4) they
are comfortable around LGBTQ people Conservatismin the BSP '23 survey is a 5-point
scale from \very liberal" to \very conservative." The Axios '24 survey does not include a
traditional political ideology scale. Thus, we construct an exhaustive additiveonservatism
index out of the following items: 1) Support for making abortion illegal on a 5-point scale; 2)
Opposition to making abortion legal on a 4-point scale; 3) Support for increasing religion

in government on a 4-point scale; 4) Opposition to government intervention to ensure equal

17Both a traditional liberal-conservative ideology scale and an index of conservative policy preferences
(i.e. substantive conservative ideology) are highly correlated with negative attitudes toward LGBTQ+ group
members on Figure B2. This is important since the Axios '24 survey does not include a traditional liberal-
conservative ideology scale and, consequently, we use an additive index of conservative policy preferences.
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access to opportunity on a 5-point scale; 5) Disagreement with the notion that Latinos face
discrimination on a 5-point scale; 6) Support for deporting undocumented immigrants on
a 4-point scale; 7) Support for no asylum for immigrant refugees on a 4-point scale. Given
the conservatism index ranges from 0-24 and is right-skewed, we generate a binary indicator
equal to 1 if the respondent is above the median value of the scale ¢@nservative in order
to reduce model dependence and unrealistically large heterogeneous associations.
Although the anti-LGBT+ index and conservatismare positively correlated withoppose
Latinx, they are not measuring the same concept. In the Axios '22 survey, 42% of those
who are \not at all" or \not very" comfortable with \Latinx" are below the median level
of the anti-LGBT+ index while 43% of those who are \very" or \somewhat" comfortable
with \Latinx" are above the median anti-LGBT+ index level. Likewise, 43% of those above
the mediananti-LGBT+ index level are \very" or \somewhat" comfortable with \Latinx"
while 42% of those below the mediaanti-LGBT+ index level are \not very" or \not at all"
comfortable with \Latinx." In the BSP '23 survey, 35% of those who dislike \Latinx" are
self-described political liberals while 32% of those who like \Latinx" are political conservatives.
Likewise, 32% of self-described political conservatives like \Latinx" while 37% of self-described
political liberals dislike \Latinx." In the Axios '24 survey, 47% of those who uncomfortable
with \Latinx" are below the median conservatismindex level while 44% of those who are
comfortable with \Latinx" are above the median conservatismindex level. Likewise, 37%
of Latinos who are above the mediaonservatismindex are comfortable with \Latinx"
while 57% of Latinos who are below the mediaconservatismindex are uncomfortable with
\Latinx." Indeed, the Pearson's correlation coe cients betweenoppose Latinxand the anti-
LGBT+ index ; conservatism across the three surveys, ranges between 0.07-0.21, which prior
research establishes may be a substantively \weak" correlation (Schober et al., 2018). In sum,
there are sizeable proportions of the Latino population who like Latinx but are predisposed
against inclusivity vis-a-vis the LGBTQ+ community and sizeable proportions of the Latino

population who dislike Latinx but are predisposed toward inclusivity vis-a-vis the LGBTQ+
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