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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
MAPPING NEW DIRECTIONS FOR LATINO RESEARCH 

 
ABSTRACT 
 
This document presents a map of what we know about Latinos1 and what we need to know. Six 
issue areas are covered: families and youth, civic and political engagement, global economy, 
higher education, language, and visual arts and artists. Our goal is to provide guidelines to 
funders of research on new directions to consider as well as on specific areas that need to be 
investigated. These new approaches will deepen our understanding of the situation of Latinos in 
the United States and may lead to better conceived and targeted programs to serve these 
communities. This project was led by the Inter-University Program for Latino Research 
(IUPLR), a consortium of twenty-five Latino research centers based in major universities across 
the United States, in consultation with key policy experts (Appendix 1). Since 1982, IUPLR has 
led research projects that have contributed to changing the research paradigms though which 
Latinos are studied. 
 
THE CONTEXT AND THE PROJECT 
 
The number of Latinos in the United States continues to grow. In 1900, there were only slightly 
more than 500,000 Latinos. Today, the national Latino population numbers more than 58 million 
and represents the largest and most diverse racial/ethnic groups in the United States.2 One in 
every six Americans, or 17.5% of the population, is Latino. By the year 2035, “Latinos could 
account for one of every five residents, one of every four by 2055, and one of every three by 
2100.”3  
 

 
 
This includes long-established communities as well as recent arrivals. Differences along 
nationalities, socioeconomics, gender, regions, generations, and religion, to name a few, create a 
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richly diverse population. How we understand and consequently act upon issues facing Latinos 
will affect the foundation of U.S. society and its place in the hemisphere.  
 
There has been a proliferation of Latino studies programs throughout the country. The few single 
ethnic programs, such as Chicano and Puerto Rican studies, that emerged in the late 1960s have 
been supplemented by a growing number of graduate and undergraduate degrees and research- 
oriented Latino studies programs. The U.S.-centric paradigm that originally framed Latino 
studies has been broadened to include a transnational perspective. Emerging studies focusing on 
Afro-Latinos and on Latinos now living in areas where there had been no previous Latino 
communities are contributing to the growth of the field. The impact that natural disasters and 
climate change have on the displacement of Latino communities and their economies are 
incipient areas of inquiry. Today, several institutionalized annual academic conferences focus on 
Latinos, and several academic journals publish peer-reviewed Latino-oriented studies.  
 
Yet despite this growth, scholarship about Latinos and funding for programs aimed at their 
communities have not kept pace. Between 2011 and 2015, less than 2% of the dissertations 
approved had Latinos as a topic of study.4 Not surprisingly, philanthropic dollars going to Latino 
programs have also been minimal. In 2011, the Foundation Center found that only 1.30% of 
philanthropic dollars had gone to Latino programs and research. A follow-up study indicated that 
this trend had not changed. And federal spending on Latinos by the National Endowment for the 
Arts (NEA), the National Endowment for the Humanities (NEH), and the National Science 
Foundation (NSF) hover at about 3.42%, 1.61%, and 0.67% respectively.5 The limited research 
that is funded is oftentimes guided by dated paradigms and trapped in rigid disciplinary 
boundaries.  
 
Latinos have either been studied in models designed to explore white ethnic migration or the 
African American experience. In studies that focus on the immigrant experience, the conceptual 
paradigms are mainly informed by perspectives that have the nation-state as the organizer of 
people’s economies, politics, and identities. These perspectives recognize the movement of 
people from one part of the world to another, yet they are mainly based on concepts developed to 
understand immigrants in their new countries. This linear model of adaption in new homelands 
assumes that people leave behind many of their cultural practices and language, and predicts 
cultural, linguistic, and political incorporation within a generation. Frameworks such as 
assimilation and even acculturation are based on premises that may no longer hold, given the 
group inequalities that make incorporation difficult and far removed from a unidirectional 
upward mobility. We know that borders are more porous to the flow of capital, goods, and ideas. 
Transportation has allowed for more rapid movement of people, even as borders have 
simultaneously become less permeable to them. Those who leave are still engaged in multiple 
ways with the places they left, which inform them as they continue to be informed by them.   
 
Latinos have also been viewed through the lens of U.S. racial experiences, and while this lens 
may indeed grasp part of Latino life, it also misses important elements of Latino reality, 
particularly in the present moment of globalization. For instance, several years ago, a call for 
proposals from the federal government to create a Hispanic Research Center asked about the 
impact of the missing father on Latino communities. Instead, considering that 67% of Latino 
children lived with two parents, and that 48% of Latino households were composed of married 
couples in 2016, this call could have asked about what happens when both parents work in low-
income-generating jobs, or for that matter, what happens to families when a parent is deported. 
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Furthermore, Latino-oriented research tends to either ignore cultural factors or overemphasize 
them. As we were preparing this report, a program officer at a major foundation suggested that if 
we presented a proposal without the word “Latino” in the title, they could consider it: They had 
decided not to fund proposals with explicit reference to ethnic or racial groups. In contrast, vast 
amount of research continues to point to Latino conservative cultural values as a major 
influencer of Latino behavior, whether it is family structure, reproductive and sexual well-being, 
or civic engagement. These conceptual paradigms, therefore, either render Latinos invisible or 
suggest cultural determinism in behavioral and social patterns. In either case, they do not get to 
the complexities of Latinos, particularly in the context of globalization.  
 
One of  consequences of ill-fitting paradigms is that contemporary debates––and consequently, 
policies––that emerge about who properly belongs to the citizenry, what kinds of communities 
are desirable, who is entitled to jobs and benefits, how to address cultural and linguistic diversity 
in public schools, the nature of hybrid cultural productions, etc., are particularly contentious and 
non-productive, in part because they are anchored in inadequate conceptual frameworks that do 
not get to the underlying causes in this global reality. 
 
When we started this project two years ago, we decided to focus on issue areas in which our 
centers had substantial expertise. It is at these crossroads that it becomes more urgent to develop 
a new infrastructure for the analysis and mapping of research directions and projects about 
Latinos. There are other obvious areas not included here, such as health and K-12 education, 
because we decided to focus on areas that showcase our research strengths and capabilities. In 
addition, we have not included a separate area for immigration, race, or gender, since these 
issues are constantly present in most debates.  
 
Directors of centers with expertise in the issue areas oversaw the initial work, which included 
extensive review of the literature. This initial step was supplemented by a series of consultations 
with policy experts as well as by broader discussions at workshops held at the IUPLR Siglo XXI 
conference in 2017. The major findings in the literature have been synthesized here. There is a 
general reference list at the end of the document. The list is not meant to be exhaustive but rather 
to give examples of trends in the field. The complete report distills the main points from these 
two phases of the project.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEW RESEARCH DIRECTIONS AND 
PRIORITY PROJECTS  
 
In this section, we discuss new directions for research on Latinos. We first include 
recommendations for general directions for all research, and then we offer summaries of current 
literature, briefly presenting what we know with recommendations for each specific issue area. 
In each category, multiple studies were consulted, and what we present are main trends in each 
field. A selected bibliography is added at the end of the document. 
 
GENERAL GUIDELINES FOR FUTURE RESEARCH TOPICS 
 
• Diversity within: Research about Latinos needs to take into consideration racial, gender, 

regional, national, and generational diversity in Latino communities. 
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• Mixed status families: Except for Puerto Ricans, who are U.S. citizens, the increase in 
mixed-status families presents challenges in understanding Latino communities.  

 
• Better databases: In all issue areas, there is a need to update and expand basic data sets.  

 
• Transnationalism: While there are multiple generations of Latino immigrants and 

communities that are older than the United States itself, the impact of globalization on Latino 
communities demands a transnational and historical lens to be brought to the study of Latinos 
in general. This would also include comparative studies on U.S. Latinos and Latin Americans 
at home. 

 
• Youth: The relative youthfulness of the Latino community should be kept in mind when 

formulating research projects about Latinos. Intergenerational studies would be particularly 
valuable. 

 
• Asset-based perspectives: There is a strong tendency to document Latinos from a deficit 

perspective, which obfuscates their assets. As such, research projects should also encourage 
comprehensive examinations of assets. 

 
• Interdisciplinary approaches: Most issues would benefit from collaborative cross-disciplinary 

work that can set up new intellectual scaffolds to construct more comprehensive 
conceptualizations of Latinos.  
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FAMILIES, CHILDREN, AND YOUTH    
 
Despite the size of the Latino population, not much is known about the changes to the Latino 
family structure after immigration to the United States or among later generations. Young people 
make up by far the largest and fastest-growing subgroup of the Latino community nationwide. 
Between 1980 and 2011, there was a 495% increase in the number of Latino students at the 
national level. The majority of them (roughly 71%) come from immigrant, Spanish-speaking 
households. The majority of Latino youth (over 90% since 2013) are U.S.-born, but still over 
half have at least one immigrant parent. Immigration is a transformative event for the Latino 
family, as it is for individuals themselves. Research must acknowledge the impact of 
immigration on family integration and child development, but also expand the research focus to 
acknowledge the growing number of citizen-born Latino children and their experiences. 
 
Latino family within the society  
What we know  
 

• U.S. births have been the major factor for Latino population growth since 2000.6 Since 
2013, over 90% of Latino children have been U.S.-born, over 50% of them with at least 
one parent who was not born in the United States.7  

 

 
• The immigration status of undocumented parents and mixed-status families may place 

children and subsequent generations in precarious situations because of the legal barriers 
these families face.  

 
• Some studies indicate that U.S.-born Latinos and subsequent generations are subject to 

more negative aspects of integration than Latinos who emigrated to the United States. 
That includes, but is not limited to, higher reporting of discrimination,8 working-class and 
educational stagnation,9 and greater chance of criminal conviction.10 Researchers continue 
to credit these differences to ‘immigrant optimism’—where immigrants feel motivated 
and optimistic about their opportunities in the United States, whereas later, U.S.-born 
generations may be more attuned to the marginal status of Latinos.11 

 

94%

6%

Latino	children	that	are	U.S.	born Latino	children	born	outside	of	the	U.S.
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• Roughly 50% of U.S. gang members are Latino. A study on Latino adolescents in 
Atlanta, Georgia, published in 2013, suggested that U.S.-born Latinos experiencing 
discrimination were more likely to be involved in gangs, but gang involvement of U.S.-
born Latinos was only slightly higher than that of foreign-born Latinos.12 

 
Future research directions 
 

• More research on the integration experiences of the second and later generations, 
considering that the U.S.-born population is making up a significant portion of Latino 
growth. 
 

• More longitudinal research to critically assess the stagnation of Latinos among second 
and later generations, especially where cross-sectional research methods may not 
adequately capture the diversity of individual experiences.  

 
• More research on the strategies of incorporation and integration of deportees in their 

country of origin. 
 

• More research on the impact of gang violence on children and youth in the Latino 
community.  

 
• More research on the involvement of young Latinas in gangs, as they are largely absent 

from the research, yet some studies suggest that young women are just as likely to be 
involved in gangs as their male counterparts.   
 

Changes within the internal Latino family dynamic  
What we know 
 

• Children tend to adapt more quickly to the United States than their adult family members. 
Research suggests this unevenness may lead to higher stress within the family and to 
changes to the family dynamic, such as when children act as primary interpreters for the 
family.13 Statewide research in Oregon published in 2011 revealed that the different rates 
of adaptation between children and their families may be linked to negative overall 
integration over time.14  

 
• Research suggests an increase in the prevalence of single-parent households among 

second- and later-generation Latinos, with evidence that the traditionally strong family 
centrality weakens through longer exposure in the United States.15 Research from a 
national survey published in 2017 suggests that, in particular, Latinas not born in the 
United States were more likely to live in two-parent households than their U.S.-born 
peers, Latinas or not.16 

 
• A review of nationwide data published in 2013 revealed that one in four deportations 

involved the family of a child who is a U.S. citizen; however, these figures did not 
include undocumented children.17  
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• According to research from 2009 in Texas, which has the largest subgroup of 
undocumented children on welfare outside of California, undocumented children are less 
likely to be placed with kin when their parent(s) and/or guardians are detained or 
deported than are their documented Latino peers.18  

 
Future research directions 
 

• More research on the mechanisms of incorporation within and between Latino families 
into U.S. society. One possible avenue is a more nuanced look at the various ways adults 
and their children adapt to U.S. society, and the impact of this adaptation on the family 
dynamic and overall integration. 

 
• New research would benefit from asking questions on how immigration, incorporation, 

and labor availability impact the family dynamic and the integration of family members. 
 

• More research to better understand the diversity in family dynamics and living 
arrangements among various racial and ethnic groups in the United States, with 
comparisons between U.S.-born families and families not born in the United States. 

 
• More research on the societal factors that impede family integration along different scales 

(i.e., national, regional, local) and their impact at the family and individual levels.  
 

• More research on the consequences to the immediate family and the well-being of the 
children when, during deportation and detainment, the rights of undocumented parents 
are terminated.  

 
• More research on the impact of circular migrations, detainment, and deportations on the 

dynamics of the immediate family, as well as on that of informal and extended family 
units. For example, what happens when children left behind are sent to live with extended 
family members?  

 
• More research on the employment patterns of Latinos and their impact on the family, 

such as how many families have two working parents and how the type of work they do, 
their work schedule, and work hours affect the family dynamic.  

 
Latino family well-being 
What we know 
 

• Latinos make up the largest portion of teen births in the United States, although their 
rates have declined more than any other ethnic group (by 50%) since the 1990s.19  

 
• Young Latinas are less likely to use contraceptives than their non-Latina white peers, 

even though their sexual intercourse rates are similar.20 In 2010, Latino youth had over 
three times the HIV rates of non-Latino white youth.21 Research suggests that minorities 
are less likely to have access to reproductive health care than whites.22  
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• Several studies have found that healthy monitoring by parents and guardians and 
productive parent/child communications are linked to positive adolescent sexual practices 
and activities and may act as a buffer for later sexual violence. 23  

 
• Research published in 2014 indicated that, among Latinas (in this case, the majority of 

Mexican origin), those who immigrated to the United States may have more access to sex 
education and greater reproductive agency.24 

 
• After the implementation of the Affordable Care Act, the uninsured rates among Latino 

adults (whose uninsured rate is much larger than that of any other ethnic group) has seen 
a near 20-point decline. Despite this, Latinos are still less likely to be insured than non-
Latinos, with generational differences among the Latino population.25  

 
• Latinos who immigrated to the United States were the least likely to have full year-round 

coverage, with roughly half not being insured and only about one-third insured year-
round. The rates for later-generation Latinos are rising slowly. Those enrolled in aid 
programs such as WIC (Special Supplemental Program for Women, Infants, and 
Children) and the Food Stamp Program are more likely to be insured.26  

 
Future research directions 
 

• More research on the factors that may be affecting the significant decrease in Latino teen 
births since the 1990s.  

 
• More research to assess the best practices for making health care more accessible to the 

Latino community (i.e., linguistically, culturally, etc.). 
 

• More research to understand how Latino well-being differs from that of other immigrant 
and minority groups.  

 
• More research employing both longitudinal and qualitative methods to assess the impact 

that detainment and deportation have on the well-being and development of family and 
young people.  
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CIVIC AND POLITICAL ENGAGEMENT 
 
The research continues to demonstrate that Latinos are actively invested in U.S. society and 
engage at local, regional, national, and transnational levels. Naturalization has been used as a 
marker of immigrant political integration, and the research suggests that well over 90% of non-
naturalized Latinos want to naturalize, but various barriers (e.g., language, application process, 
etc.) may impede them. Meanwhile, the majority of Latino youth (over 90% since 2013) are 
U.S.-born, making the majority of young Latinos citizens by birthright. Of the roughly 27.3 
million eligible Latino voters in 2016, millennials made up a significant portion of the electorate 
population (roughly 44%). While some work has been done on Latino civic engagement, we are 
just beginning to parse through the diversity of this dynamic community. 
 

 
 
Latino civic and political engagement 
What we know  
 

• Researchers have found that U.S. born Latinos are not significantly more likely to engage 
in non-electoral political activities than Latino immigrants,27 while U.S.-born Latinos 
may be more likely to engage in unconventional politics (e.g., protests).28  

 
• Research indicates that social networks and other contextual factors (i.e., documentation 

status, transnational engagement, social capital, inclusiveness of society, age, local 
context, etc.) may be better predictors of Latino civic and political engagement than 
socioeconomic status alone.29  
 

Future research directions 
 

• More qualitative and local research with a comparative lens to understand how the local 
and regional context may shape Latino civic engagement.30 
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• More research to explore how and when policy issues drive Latino mobilization and civic 

engagement.   
 

• More research on the impact of discrimination and neighborhood segregation on the 
Latino community and its civic engagement.31  

 
• Research suggests that Latinos, as a group, perceive themselves to be targets of 

dehumanization, most recently during the 2016 Republican primaries.32 More research is 
needed to explore how perceptions of dehumanization may impact civic engagement and 
voter turnout.  

 
• More research on how Latinos may be encouraged, or discouraged, to integrate politically 

by their non-Latino social networks at the local and regional levels. 
 
Latino politics 
What we know 
 

• Research suggests that well over 90% of non-naturalized Latinos want to naturalize, but 
various barriers (e.g., language, application process, etc.) may impede them. 33 

 
• In 2015, lawful Mexican immigrants were less likely than all other immigrant groups 

(42% versus 62%) to actually obtain naturalization.34 
 

• Research suggests that dual nationality does not negatively impact U.S. political 
engagement, but may actually promote greater U.S. political connectedness.35 For 
example, since the 1990s, there has been a 10-point percentage increase in naturalizations 
among Latin American immigrants.36 

 
• Latinas, compared to women across other ethnic groups, are more likely to hold elected 

positions and even more likely to be elected over their male counterparts in certain 
communities and contexts.37  

 
• Latinas who have spent a greater percentage of their life in the United States are more 

likely than Latino males to identify with a political ideology or party; gender gaps may 
vary by national origin, generation, and age.38  

 
• A study published in 2017 on U.S.-born Latinos of Mexican origin indicates that stronger 

Mexican cultural identity is linked to more liberal political ideologies, but Anglo-
American identity among Mexican Americans is not linked to any particular political 
ideology.39 

 
• Research suggests voter turnout is slightly higher among Latinos who immigrated to the 

United States, with a slight decrease for each subsequent generation.40  
 

• Approximately 47.6% of eligible Latinos voted in the 2016 presidential elections; 
however, this means that only about 12.7 million Latinos voted, while about 14 million 
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eligible Latino voters did not.41 Overall, approximately 56% of eligible voters cast their 
ballots in the 2016 presidential elections.  
 

Future research directions 
 

• More research on the multiple factors that influence naturalization rates among Latinos.  
 

• More research to understand how Latino panethnic, interethnic, transnational, and 
immigrant perspectives intersect within a Latino political experience, and in what ways 
these perspectives may increase political engagement and beliefs.   

 
• More research to understand the factors (e.g., generation, age, country of origin, etc.) that 

impact transnational political participation, and the ways in which they interact with U.S. 
civic and political engagement of immigrants and their later generations. 

 
• More research to understand why Latinos may vote for coethnics under some 

circumstances and not under others. 
 

• More research to explore what issues and political events contribute to a Latino coalition, 
and how they may intersect with diverse positions (e.g., documentation status, generation, 
age, location, etc.). 

 
Youth and civic engagement 
What we know 
 

• Of the roughly 27.3 million eligible Latino voters in 2016, millennials made up a 
significant portion of the electorate population (roughly 44%).42   

 
• In contrast to the popular image of youth as apolitical, some research suggests that young 

people are active participants in civic and political activities. Education, representation in 
popular culture, and immigration issues appear to be important topics in which youth 
engage civically.43 

 
• Research suggests that ethno-racial identity is an important aspect of Latino youth’s civic 

and political engagement and sense of national belonging in the United States.44  
 

• Research indicates that U.S.-born Latinos (birthright citizens) may still feel excluded 
from the national body politic as an ethno-racial “other.” 45 

 
• Research conducted on high school seniors found that increased perceptions of 

discrimination did not increase civic beliefs but did increase civic activism.46 
 

• Research has found that Latino youth primarily use their phone to stay connected to the 
internet. Additionally, their access to social media and virtual news outlets provides 
“unofficial citizenship training,” where they are informed by, and participate in, political 
issues and debates.47  
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• A review of U.S. civic and politically inclined websites suggests that the majority of 
young Latinos do not take advantage of the participation potential. Instead, the review 
found most websites framed youth as “citizens-in-training” instead of “actualizing 
citizens.” 48 
 

Future research directions 
 

• More research on how young people develop political and civic skills and how these 
intersect with local contexts, ethno-racial identities, gender, socioeconomic status (SES), 
documentation status, etc. 

 
• Although civic and political beliefs are continually (re)created throughout one’s life, 

more research, both qualitative and longitudinal, is needed on what factors motivate civic 
and political beliefs in early adolescence and their implications in later activism and 
political engagement.  

 
• More research on the role of social media in the formation of civic beliefs and on how 

social media facilitates and helps shape civic and political engagement. 
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LATINOS IN THE GLOBAL ECONOMY  
 
The growing U.S. Latino population is multicultural, has strong networks, high rates of business 
ownership, and in some cases, double citizenship. Concurrently, Latinos are operating within a 
changing economy with reduced employment security, benefits, and quality full-time jobs.49 It is 
a critical time to focus research on the implications of a growing Latino population within a 
changing U.S. economy. Between the years 2009 and 2013, Latinos accounted for 43.4% of total 
jobs growth,50 with U.S.-born Latinos driving most of that growth. And the group’s purchasing 
power is on the rise. In 2014, the purchasing power of Latinos was $1.3 trillion, a gain of 155% 
since 2000.51 A reexamination of Latinos in the global economy is needed that considers the 
effects of accelerated globalization on the Latino labor force, particularly on young people.52  
 
Entrepreneurship and financial behaviors  
What we know  
 

• In 2015, the GDP produced by all Latinos in the United States was $2.13 trillion, out of 
$18.04 trillion total GDP.53  
 

• The growth rate of Latino businesses in the United States has outpaced the growth rate of 
businesses owned by any other group, even though Latino businesses have the lowest rate 
of loans from financial institutions.54 

 
• There is a growth in self-employment among Latinos, especially those not born in the 

United States. Successful Latino immigrant entrepreneurs are more likely to be 
millennials who came to the United States as children.55 

 
• The 2012 U.S. Small Business Administration survey counted 3.3 million Latino-owned 

business, a 46% growth from 2007.56   
 

 

 
• Latino owned businesses are global-minded; among employer firms (firms with paid 

employees), Latino firms have the highest rate of business clients and customers outside 
the United States.57 
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• Latina entrepreneurs represent nearly half of all Latino-owned firms, yet they face a 
funding ceiling compared to their male counterparts.58 
 

• In 2016, Latinos contributed $74.3 billion in remittances to their countries of origin 
despite the recession. Post-recession remittance patterns to Latin American countries are 
stabilizing and increasing.59  
 

• The Latino communities’ underutilization of wealth-enhancing financial instruments is 
related to two primary factors: income constraints tied to educational outcomes, and lack 
of knowledge and understanding of financial markets and products.60 

 
Future research directions 
 

• More research on pipelines of Latino business formation and sustainability, owner 
demographics, expansion to international markets, and what business-formation programs 
work best.61  
 

• More research on how to most effectively engage Latino communities in understanding 
and using financial services and instruments. 

 
• Research on the long-term effects of natural disasters and population displacement, 

specifically on home countries and new destinations using a transnational perspective.  
 

• Research on the impact on Latino communities of the globalization of cities and on 
political representation resulting from new settlement patterns.   

 
Latinos in the workforce  
What we know  
 

• 15% of all U.S. adults in both the GIG economy (where organizations employ 
independent workers on limited-time engagements) and online sales are Latino. They are 
21% of GIG workers and 13% of online sellers.  

 
• One in seven women in the U.S. workforce is a Latina. The share of Latinas in the labor 

force has nearly doubled over the last 20 years. By 2014, Latinas were projected to 
account for 18.1% of the female labor force and 8.5% of the total labor force in the 
United States.62 

 
• Of the estimated 2.5 million farmworkers in the United States, 48% lack work 

authorization, and 73% were not born in the United States, the majority of Mexican 
descent.63 

 
• Latinos are overrepresented in the lower ranks of blue-collar jobs, including operations, 

laborers, farm laborers, service workers, and textile workers.64 In 2014, Latinos 
accounted for 16.1% of the 146.3 million employed people in the United States. Workers 
of Latino ethnicity made up 27.3% of the construction labor force in 2014. There are also 
large concentrations of Latinos in agriculture.  
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• Latinos in the day-worker and marginal-labor markets face discriminatory environments, 
wage theft, low incomes, violations of legal conditions of labor market, and violations of 
occupational safety regulations.65 The immigrant population is particularly vulnerable in 
this industry due to the difficulty to organize against violation of labor standards.66  

 
• Latino workers are least likely to hold jobs where employers provide health insurance; 

fewer than 40% of Latino workers receive health care coverage from an employer, 
compared to an estimated 45% of African Americans and 67% of whites.67 

 
• Over 20% of Latino seniors live in poverty, the highest proportion among all groups in 

the United States. Moreover, Latino workers are less likely to receive employee benefits–
–life insurance, health insurance, and pensions––than their African American and white 
counterparts.68  

 
• 2015 data reveals that Latinas earn less than their male Latino and white female and male 

counterparts. 31.8% of Latinas work in the service sector, and 30.4% work in sales and 
offices, at comparatively lower earning than their white, non-Latina counterparts.69 The 
rate of participation in the labor force for Latinas, at 59%, is similar to that of non-
Latinas, at 61%. U.S.-born Latinas have a higher participation rate, at 64%. Latinas are 
twice as likely as non-Latinas to live in poverty.  

 
• Latinos lost 41.3% of their average net wealth between 2007 and 2010 due to the Great 

Recession and because they were targets of subprime lending.70 
 

Future research directions 
 

• Research on how Latino workers and consumers have been affected by the reduction of 
full-time employment and employment security and by the rise of share and GIG 
economies. (Share economy is a trending business concept that highlights the ability 
and/or preference for individuals to rent or borrow goods rather than buy and own them.) 

 
• Research on the conditions of workers in new agricultural destinations, specifically the 

Midwest.  
 

• Additional research on factors influencing the retirement outcomes of Latinos, including 
exploration of the impact of the changing economic landscape and the decrease of full-
time traditional employment. 

 
• Research on Latinos’ interactions with technology, using a digital inclusion framework 

that considers quality of connections, not just access.71 
 

• Research on the factors and conditions of both U.S.-born and immigrant Latinas in the 
workforce.  
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HIGHER EDUCATION 
 
In the last decades, increasing tuition, decreasing state appropriation for higher education, and 
decreasing government support for financial aid has not only limited access for low-income 
students, it has limited the types of institutions they can attend and presented a real challenge for 
the retention of Latino students. Still, as the demographic shift continues to unfold, the number 
of Latinos in higher education continues to increase, even as Latinos fall behind other groups in 
earning Bachelor’s degrees. Graduation rates for Latino students are still low, and we do not 
know enough about their college experience to build better-informed strategies. Moreover, the 
pipeline to higher education for Latinos must be addressed both in terms of information 
dissemination to parents and students, and in terms of academic preparedness to best serve the 
growth of Latino staff, faculty, and administrative leaders.  

Student profiles   
What we know  
 

• Latino students accounted for 17.3% of all undergraduates in the nation in fall 201572 and 
12% of Bachelor’s degree recipients.73 The number of Latino students almost doubled 
since 2000.74 

 
• The Latino high-school dropout rate has fallen dramatically in the last ten years, from 

32% in 2000 to 12% in 2014, increasing the pool of potential college students.  
 

• The percentage of 18- to 24-year-old Latinos enrolled in colleges and universities 
increased from 21.75% in 2000 to 36.6% in 2015. 75   

 

 
 
 

• Half of all Latino undergraduates received Pell grants in 2011.76 In 2014, two thirds of 
Latino students who went into the workforce or joined the military cited the need to help 
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support the family as a reason for not enrolling in college, compared with 39% of white 
students.  

 
• Latinos from all socio-economic backgrounds represent the fastest-growing population 

attending community colleges today.77 In 2014, 31% of all first-time, full-time 
undergraduates were enrolled in community colleges, this includes 43% of Latinos.78   

 
• The number of Bachelor’s degrees awarded to Latino students more than doubled 

between 2003-04 and 2013-14.79 
 

• College attendance of Latino males continues to decrease. Latino males earned two of 
five Associate’s or Bachelor’s degrees awarded to Latinos in 2010.80  

 
• In 2010, 45% of Latino college students were enrolled in remedial courses.81 There is no 

national standardized data on remedial education enrollment, progress, completion, or 
cost. Remedial classes increase the time students’ take to obtain their degrees and 
decrease the likelihood of completion.  

 
• Undocumented Latino college students face additional barriers in their college experience 

and an unpredictable system that varies across state and even city lines. These barriers 
include extreme financial hardships, psychological and social burdens, lack of access to 
financial assistance, and assets that are underutilized.82 
 

Future research directions 
 

• More research on the Latino experience in community colleges: The types of 
majors/tracks that are available, transferability, pedagogical experience, educational and 
cultural experience.  

 
• Research on the role of parents and their involvement in higher education, including an 

examination of institutionalized parent-education initiatives and other best practices.  
 

• Further research on the effectiveness of college strategies being used to address the 
decrease in enrollment of Latino males.   

 
• Research to capture data and trends on the relationship between remedial education and 

Latino college students, including completion rates and cost.  
 

• New research on the experience of undocumented students suggests a set of institutional 
best practices is needed to increase students’ rate of completion and success. 

 
• Research on what happens to students once they are deported and what home countries 

are doing.  
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Latino students’ campus experience  
What we know 
 

• Between 1995 and 2004, Latino students received the lowest average amount of federal 
aid relative to all other racial/ethnic groups.83  

 
• Latinos are often working while learning: 41% of full-time students and 80% of part-time 

Latino students were found to be employed while attending college.84 
 

• The rate of transfer among Latino community college students beginning in academic 
year 2003-2004 was 20%.85 The transfer processes to four-year universities are unclear at 
community colleges where many Latinos attend.    

 
• Latino students who perceive their campus climate as hostile to diversity are more likely 

to struggle with academic, social, and emotional integration and in turn, feel less 
connected to their campus and less able to succeed.86 Predominantly white institutions 
(PWIs), colleges, and universities must work especially hard on their campus culture and 
climate in order to fully integrate their Latino students, both academically and socially.  

 
Future research directions 
 

• Research on the experience of Latino students in higher education.  
 

• Research on the impact of undergraduate research opportunities, on success rates, and on 
the impact on the pipeline to graduate studies. 

 
• Research on the level of institutional commitment to Latino studies and knowledge 

production.  
 

• A longitudinal study that includes completion and outcome and their economic impact, as 
well as quality of life, health, and education correlations.   

 
• Research on the mentoring provided to Latino doctoral students. This is critical for 

understanding their preparation for assuming and succeeding in faculty roles.  
 

• Work to develop a pipeline of graduating doctoral students to professoriate positions. 
 

• Further research on the specific barriers faced by undocumented students in different 
educational contexts. This is essential to ensuring that students succeed in higher 
education. In addition, a mapping is needed of the institutions that undocumented 
students are attending, and of the students’ career trajectories and pathways after 
deportation.   

 
 
 
 
 



	 20	

Institutional context, Latino faculty and administrators 
What we know  
 

• The presence of Latino faculty promotes equity in higher education, increases the 
academic achievement of Latinos and other students of color, improves educational 
quality, better prepares students to live and work in an increasingly global society, 
exposes students to a broader range of scholarly viewpoints, and through their teaching 
and research, advances the progress of Latino students.87 
 

• Latino faculty members increased in numbers from 28,022 in 2009 to 33,217 in 2013,88 
but they still made up about 5% of all faculty. 

 
• In 2013, 57.5% of Latino faculty members were in tenure-track positions, 25.2% were 

instructors or lecturers, and 17.2% fell under other categories (e.g., research, public 
service, non-ranked positions). Among white faculty, 65.6% were in tenure-track 
positions, 17.6% were instructors or lecturers, and 16.8% were in other categories.89   

 
• According to a 2005 U.S. Department of Education report, 75% of white faculty 

members gain tenure, compared to 64% of Latino faculty. Ultimately, Latinos account for 
1.4% of full-time professors.90  

 
• Latino faculty members are often expected to fill multiple roles (e.g., administration, 

committee work, community outreach, serving students). They are called to fill roles that 
other faculty members are not required to fill, reducing the time they have available for 
research, which is necessary for promotions.  

 
• An equity gap in higher education among Latino administrators exist, a fact that becomes 

more apparent at four-year research universities. In 2013, Latinos made up only 6% of 
“executive, administrative, managerial” personnel in higher education.91 

 
• Most Latino presidents of institutions of higher learning serve in public, two-year 

colleges. A decreasing number serve in this role as we move up the academic ladder from 
community colleges to the elite research universities.92 More Latino administrators would 
likely mean greater support for policy changes focused on bridging educational equity 
gaps for Latinos at the institutional level. 

 
• Hispanic-serving institutions (HSIs) make up 13% of all higher education institutions and 

educate 60% of the Latino college-going population. HSIs more than doubled from 189 
institutions in 1994 to 409 in 2015.93 HSIs often lack an inherent culture of service to 
their designated population and proof of their success remains weak.94 
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Future research directions 
 

• Studies to identify barriers to Latino administrators.   
 

• Research on the differences in educational well-being and support for Latino students in 
HSIs and overall impact of the financial resources coming into designated HSI 
institutions through mandates.   
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LANGUAGE 
 
With over 50 million Spanish speakers, the United States is the second largest Spanish-speaking 
country in the world, after Mexico. The Spanish language continues to be a legitimizing marker 
of latinidad and of a panethnic Latino identity, while at the same time it is perceived as impeding 
social mobility. Although research indicates that Spanish speakers occupy a marginal place in 
U.S. society (i.e., they suffer from stigmatization, discrimination, inadequate bilingual resources, 
etc.) there has been exponential growth in dual language programs (DLPs) (where 50% to 90% 
of instruction is in the second language) to prepare an ever-increasing number of bilingual 
(mainly Spanish-language) learners for a globalized economy. Meanwhile, the growth of the 
U.S.-born Latino population is also changing the linguistic landscape of the Latino community. 
Roughly 68% of all Latinos over 5 years old are proficient in English, and according to research, 
87% of Latino children born in the United States are English-dominant or at least English-
proficient. The diverse linguistic capacities of the Latino community (e.g., Spanglish, non-
Spanish speakers, etc.) problematize the stereotypical image of a foreign, Spanish-speaking 
“other.” Language provides an important lens for understanding the Latino identity and 
experience of immigrants and subsequent generations. 
 
Language and identity 
What we know 
 

• Spanish language is simultaneously considered both a legitimizing marker of latinidad95 
and threatening to the economic and social mobility of the community.96  

 
• Research suggests that native and heritage Spanish speakers (even those with English 

proficiency) are often devalued and racialized as linguistic and racial “others.” 97 
 

• Not all Latinos speak Spanish, and those who do, speak in multiple regional variations 
and with differing proficiencies.98 

 
• Research conducted on college students suggests that non-Spanish speaking Latinos feel 

excluded from a Latino identity and are less likely to identify as Latino.99  
 

• A growing number of second- and third-generation Latinos represent a new and emerging 
“hybrid/border culture,” with real transnational implications for a redefining of 
latinidad.100 As the knowledge of Spanish declines among second- and third-generation 
Latinos, new and different signifiers are being worked into claiming a Latino identity. 

 
• Research suggests that Latinos who see themselves as members of a separate ethnic 

group are more likely to choose Spanish-language media because of expected cultural 
affinity.   

 
• English- and Spanish-language television may have different effects on identity 

formation among Latinos but also serve as defining markers of “authentic” Latino 
identity for non-Latinos.101  
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• Some research suggests media plays an active role in constructing discourses of latinidad 
and what that means within a U.S. context. For example, some scholars have noted that 
the media’s limited representation of non-Spanish speaking Latinos does not adequately 
represent the linguistic diversity of the Latino population and reinforces the idea that 
Latinos must speak Spanish.102 

 
• Research has shown that indigenous Latinos use the Spanish language in an attempt to 

blend into the United States and conform to the stereotypical Latino identity.103 In 
addition, many Afro-Latinos use Spanish as a way to enact their identities as separate 
from African Americans.104  

 
Future research directions 
 

• Research on how language gets (re)worked into the multiple intra- and inter-Latino, and 
non-Latino, conceptualizations of latinidad.  

 
• Research on how this “hybrid/border culture,” latinidad, may be influencing the 

stereotype of the fluent Spanish speaker in the United States and abroad.  
 

• An assessment of how inter-group and inter-community relations may be impacted by the 
growth of Spanish-language acquisition among non-Latinos.  

 
• Research on the growing portion of self-identified Latinos who do not speak Spanish and 

the implications for latinidad. For example, how do individuals use language to negotiate 
their latinidad? 

 
• Research with a linguistic focus to better understand the experiences and adaptation 

processes of Latino indigenous, non-native Spanish speakers in the United States.  
 

Language and society 
What we know 
 

• Qualitative studies indicate that many native Spanish and heritage speakers experience 
discrimination in academic, work, and public spaces (e.g., English-only policies).105  

 
• Scholars have noted a gradual shift from the strict English-only educational policies (e.g., 

California’s Proposition 227) to one advocating languages other than English as a 
resource in a globalized economy. Paradoxically, some scholars argue that there is a 
tendency to undervalue the cultural and linguistic assets that minority-language speakers 
bring to the classroom and later, to society.106  

 
• Due to the demographic changes within the United States, Latino children have the 

linguistic and cultural capabilities to succeed in a diversifying ethnic, racial, and 
linguistic landscape. 

 
• Bilingual speakers are in a better position to acquire employment than monolingual 

speakers.   
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Future research directions 
 

• More research on how English-only policies are affecting Latinos in the educational 
setting and work spaces.  

 
• More inter-Latino comparative work, as well as comparative work on how non-Latino 

immigrants are affected by the lack of bilingual and bicultural services, as well as more 
research on the impact of multilingual policies, such as DLPs, on Latino well-being and 
incorporation.  

 
• More qualitative and longitudinal research to assess the long-term impact of bilingualism 

and biliteracy beyond primary school and into higher education and work-place settings.  
 
Language acquisition 
What we know 
 

• Research conducted in South Florida suggests that the vocabulary skills of the dominant 
language for young children who learn two languages at once is within the normal 
variation range of monolingual children. The research supports previous studies that 
indicate children learning two or more languages can actually differentiate between 
language systems and vocabularies.107  

 
• Since the 1990s, there has been a considerable growth in DLPs.108 These programs 

facilitate bilingual fluency/biliteracy and are broadly divided into: 
o  One-way immersion programs where students are of one linguistic group and 

bilingual instruction facilitates the learning of a second language (e.g., heritage 
language learners). 

o Two-way immersion programs where native speakers of both majority and 
minority languages are enrolled in the same class to promote bilingual fluency 
(e.g., dual language immersion [DLIs]).  

 
• Research has shown that DLIs that provide roughly 50% to 90% content in the home 

language result in better academic gains, not only in the minority language, but in the 
majority language as well. Despite this data, the majority of educational policies continue 
to push English-only education.109  

 
• Generally, English Language Learners (ELLs) have lower oral language skills in the 

home language and the second language. However, some scholars argue that the 
effectiveness of language assessment tests (often administered in English only) need to be 
reevaluated.110 For example, research conducted on emergent bilingual children in a DLI 
program and published in 2016 suggests that bilingual assessments offer a more adequate 
measurement of oral narrative retelling skills and better inform the modes of 
instruction.111 
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Future research directions 
 

• With a significant portion of U.S. household being bilingual and multilingual, more 
research is needed on both language acquisition and the cognitive benefits for children 
who learn two or more languages simultaneously. 

 
• More research to better understand the experiences of the dual language teachers and 

their management of the policies, preparation, and practices of dual language learning 
(DLL) education.112  
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VISUAL ARTS AND ARTISTS  
 
Research on the aesthetic practices of self-identified Latino visual artists demonstrates that they 
have been actively invested in American art as the largest minority group in the United States. 
Yet their artistic production often appears to be on the margins of a still rigid and narrowly 
defined Eurocentric field and art market in need of recalibration. Latino artists––U.S.-born and 
diasporic––participated in major 20th century art movements experimenting with various forms 
of expression, media, and techniques, and contributing to intellectual debates on the meaning of 
art. Like other U.S. artists, they have made keen visual observations on community, society, and 
contemporary times. Even though a great number of Latino artists have attended art school and 
hold advanced degrees, research also reveals that, for the most part, they are notably absent from 
mainstream U.S. art narratives, evolving canons, larger museum exhibitions, and permanent 
collections. 
 
Artists and art practices 
What we know 
 

• The scholarship in the last fifteen years reveals an upward trend on the documentation of 
Latino artists and their production and practices, sustained by an intellectual 
infrastructure of preservation of primary documents, digitization and archival projects, 
and publication initiatives.113 

 
• The research registers a preoccupation with definitions of what constitutes Latino art as 

inherent in American art. Scholars agree that an “essentially” Latino aesthetic perspective 
is not, and has never been, a reality.114 

 
• Latino art, as an art historical category, is a construct whose coordinates change 

according to new generations.115  
 

• Artists are exploring shifting paradigms of identity by disrupting normative narratives of 
a culturally constructed U.S. identity.116  

 
• Research indicates a questioning in the literature about an evolving Latino art canon that 
 privileges Northeast and Southwest regions, yet excludes the Midwest, the Southeast, and 
 groups such as artists of Central American and South American descent.117 

 
• Artists of the Dominican, Puerto Rican, Nuyorican, and Cuban diaspora are interested in 

themes of memory, movement, and displacement framed as absence, borders, migration, 
and exile/loss.118   

 
• Research suggests some Latino artists are increasingly invested in artivism and social 

justice.119  
 

• Recent research and curatorial frameworks to analyze the production of Latino artists 
include urbanism and urban space, science fiction, feminism, LGBTQ collectives and 
their networks, and the transnational art connections between place of residence and 
home country.120 
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Future research directions 
 

• In this emerging field of study, more rigorous monographic research on Latino artists is 
needed to allow for in-depth analysis of a lifelong arc of individual artistic production.   

 
• To fully comprehend the overall development, relations, and intersections of Latino 

artists in the United States, research would benefit from additional mapping and archival 
projects on Latino artists and art organizations in urban and rural areas and regions that 
have been under-studied, including the Pacific Northwest, Southeast, and Northeast. 

 
• To help measure the impact of the last fifteen years of archival, research, and curatorial 

projects asking questions about the recognition of older generation and emerging artists 
in the art world, a longitudinal study of Latino artists should be conducted, taking as its 
bases the investigation of citations and textbooks.  

 
• As American art continues to expand its geographic and transnational boundaries, more 

research is needed on the links of Latino diasporic artists with their countries of origin 
and on how they contribute to the circulation of contemporary art, including the impact 
on their home countries and the United States.   

 
• More research is needed on contemporary artists and the impact of globalization and 

technology.  
 
Latino art, institutions, and market 
What we know 
 

• In the last twenty years, research on themes related to the politics of representation and 
Latino national belonging in mainstream national museums indicate a minimal presence 
of Latino artists in exhibitions and permanent collections.121 

 
• Recent research on Latino art in academia is marginal or invisible, and “lags alarmingly,” 

thus reflecting a thin higher-education pipeline. A study reveals limited MA and PhD 
programs on Latino art history, with 24 art historians teaching at least one course on, or 
including, Latino art, and only three exclusively teaching and writing on Latino art.122 

 
• A 2016-2017 study points to a limited participation of Latino artists in the booming 

contemporary art market, revealing that only 1.6% of artists represented in the top 45 
galleries in New York are Latino.123 
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• A foundation study on museum demographics found that only 3% of curators,
conservators, educators, and leaders in U.S. museums are Latino.124

Future research directions 

• Research on the structural barriers to acquisitions and representation of Latinos in
mainstream museums and the presence of Latino art in mostly elite art history programs
in academia.

• Studies on the impact of the defunding of the humanities on Latino artists and art, and on
their representation in the art world.

• More research on how Latino artists are participating (or not) in the circuits and networks
of global contemporary art and art market.

Placemaking/placekeeping 
What we know 

• Research reveals that since the late 1960s, Latino artists and cultural workers have
created their own community-based museums and cultural centers to provide critical
education and a sense of belonging.125

• Research suggests that sustaining and investing in existing art and cultural grassroots
organizations contribute to stabilization and successful creative placemaking and
placekeeping.126
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• Latino artists and art organizations have an economic, social, and cultural impact. Yet 
when it comes to community development, there is not enough research data to quantify 
it into dollar amounts.127 

 
Future research directions 
 

• New data is needed to quantify the monetary impact of artists in placekeeping and 
community strengthening in traditional Latino neighborhoods in cities such as Los 
Angeles, San Francisco, Chicago, New York, Miami, and Austin.  

 
• New research on the ways Latino creative placemaking is impacting neighborhood 

revitalization. 
 

• New research to identify whether ethnic cultural institutions continue (or not) to sustain a 
contemporary identity formation as agents of social change.     

 
• More research on street art and urban interaction and the ways that marginalized art 

forms become mainstream. 
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 APPENDIX 1 

IUPLR MEMBER INSTITUTIONS	

 

CUNY Dominican Studies Institute  
The City College of New York 
160 Convent Ave. 
North Academic Center 4/107 
New York, NY 10031-9198 
Director: Ramona Hernández, Ph.D. 
Phone: 212-650-7496, Fax: 212-650-7489 
E-mail: rahernandez@ccny.cuny.edu 
https://www.ccny.cuny.edu/dsi/ 
 
Center for Latino Research  
DePaul University 
2320 North Kenmore Ave., SAC, 5A-H 
Chicago, IL 60614 
Director: Elizabeth C. Martínez, Ph.D. 
Phone: 773-325-7316 (general); 773-325-4373 
(director) 
Fax: 773-325-7166 
Email: emarti71@depaul.edu   
https://las.depaul.edu/centers-and-institutes/center-
for-latino-research/Pages/default.aspx 
 
Centro de Estudios Puertorriqueños  
Hunter College, CUNY 
695 Park Ave., Room E1429 
New York, NY 10021 
Director: Edwin Meléndez, Ph.D. 
Phone: 212-772-5695, Fax: 212-650-3673 
E-mail: edwin.melendez@hunter.cuny.edu 
https://centropr.hunter.cuny.edu 
 
Cuban Research Institute  
Florida International University 
Modesto A. Maidique Campus 
Deuxieme Maison, 445 
11200 SW 8th St. 
Miami, FL 33199 
Director: Jorge Duany, Ph.D. 
Phone: 305-348-1991, Fax: 305-348-7463 
Email:  joduany@fiu.edu 
http://cri.fiu.edu 
 
	
	
	
	

Department of Latin American and Latina/o 
Studies 
John Jay College of Criminal Justice 
City University of New York (CUNY) 
524 West 59th St., Room 8.63.00 NB 
New York, NY 10019 
Chair: Lisandro Pérez, Ph.D. 
Phone: 212-237-8708 / 8749, Fax: 212-237-8664 
Email: loperez@jjay.cuny.edu 
https://www.jjay.cuny.edu/department-latin-
american-and-latinao-studies 
 
The Julián Samora Research Institute  
Michigan State University 
219 S. Harrison Rd., Room 93 
East Lansing, MI 48824 
Director: Rubén Martínez, Ph.D. 
Phone: 517-432-1317, Fax: 517-432-2221 
E-mail: mart1097@msu.edu 
https://jsri.msu.edu 
 
Center for Latino and Latin American Studies 
Northern Illinois University 
515 Garden Rd.  
DeKalb, IL 60115 
Director: Christina Abreu, Ph.D. 
Phone: 815-753-1531 
E-mail: cabreu@niu.edu 
https://niu.edu/latino-studies/index.shtml 
 
Center for Mexican American Studies   
University of Houston 
Agnes Arnold Hall 
3553 Cullen Blvd., Room 323 
Houston, TX 77204-3001 
Director:  Pamela Anne Quiroz, Ph.D. 
Phone: 713-743-3134 
Email:  paquiroz@uh.edu 
http://www.uh.edu/class/cmas/ 
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César E. Chávez Institute 
San Francisco State University  
College of Ethnic Studies 
1600 Holloway Ave. PP750 
San Francisco CA 94132 
Director: Belinda Reyes, Ph.D. 
Phone: 415-405-7586 
Email: reyesb@sfsu.edu  
http://cci.sfsu.edu 
	
Smithsonian Latino Center  
Smithsonian Institution 
600 Maryland Ave., SW, Suite 7042, MRC 512 
Washington, DC 20024 
Executive Director: Eduardo Díaz, J.D. 
Phone: 202-633-1240, Fax: 202-633-1132 
E-mail: diazedo@si.edu 
http://latino.si.edu 
 
Center for Latino Policy Research 
University of California, Berkeley 
2420 Bowditch St., #5670 
Berkeley, CA 94720-5670 
Director: Patricia Baquedano-López, Ph.D. 
Phone: 510-642-6903, Fax 510-643-8844 
E-mail:  pbl@berkeley.edu  
http://clpr.berkeley.edu 

Department of Chicana/Chicano Studies 
University of California at Davis 
2102 Hart Hall 
One Shields Ave. 
Davis, CA 95616 
Director: Carlos Francisco Jackson, M.F.A. 
Phone: 530-867-0947, Fax: 530-752-8814 
E-mail: cfjackson@ucdavis.edu 
https://chi.ucdavis.edu/welcome-department-
chicana-and-chicano-studies 
 
Chicano Studies Research Center  
University of California, Los Angeles 
193 Haines Hall, Box 951544 
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1544 
Director: Chon Noriega, Ph.D. 
Phone 310-825-2363, Fax: 310-206-1784 
E-mail: cnoriega@ucla.edu 
http://www.chicano.ucla.edu 
 
 
 
	

El Instituto: Institute of Latina/o, Caribbean, 
and Latin American Studies 
University of Connecticut 
Beach Hall, Room 413 
354 Mansfield Rd., Unit 2137 
Storrs CT 06269-2137 
Director: Samuel Martínez, Ph.D.  
Phone: 860-486-4177, Fax: 860-486-2906 
E-mail: samuel.martinez@uconn.edu 
https://elin.uconn.edu 
 
Latin American and Latino Studies Program  
University of Illinois at Chicago 
601 S. Morgan St. 
1525 University Hall 
Chicago, IL 60607 
Interim Director: María de los Ángeles Torres, 
Ph.D. 
Phone: 312-996-2445, Fax: 312-996-1796 
E-mail: torresma@uic.edu 
https://lals.uic.edu 
 
Mauricio Gastón Institute for Latino 
Community Development & Public Policy 
University of Massachusetts-Boston 
100 Morrissey Blvd. 
Boston, MA 02125-3393 
Director: Lorna Rivera, Ph.D. 
Phone: 617-287-5790, Fax: 617-287-5788 
E-mail: Lorna.Rivera@umb.edu 
https://www.umb.edu/gastoninstitute 
 
Office of Latino/Latin American Studies of the 
Great Plains 
University of Nebraska-Omaha 
Arts and Sciences Hall, Room 102 
Omaha, NE 68182 
Director:  Cristián Doña-Reveco, Ph.D. 
Phone: 402-554-3835 
Email: cdona@unomaha.edu 
https://www.unomaha.edu/college-of-arts-and-
sciences/ollas/index.php 
 
Latino Research Center 
University of Nevada-Reno 
1664 N. Virginia St. 
Reno, NV 89557-0042 
Director: Emma Sepúlveda, Ph.D. 
Phone: 775-784-1110 
Email: emmas@unr.edu 
https://www.unr.edu/latino-center 
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Southwest Hispanic Research Institute  
University of New Mexico 
MSC02 1680 
1 University of New Mexico 
1829 Sigma Chi Rd. NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001 
Director: Bárbara Reyes, Ph.D. 
Phone: 505-277-2965, Fax: 505-212-0342 
E-mail: breyes3@unm.edu 
https://shri.unm.edu 
 
Institute for Latino Studies  
University of Notre Dame 
230 McKenna Hall 
Notre Dame, IN 46556-0764 
Director: Luis Fraga, Ph.D.  
Phone: 574-631-1141, Fax: 574-631-3522 
E-mail: Luis.Fraga@nd.edu  
https://latinostudies.nd.edu 
 
Center for Mexican American Studies  
The University of Texas at Austin 
West Mall Building, Suite 5.102, MC F9200 
1 University Station 
Austin, TX 78712 
Director: John Morán González 
Phone: 512-471-3531 
E-mail: jmgonzal@utexas.edu 
https://liberalarts.utexas.edu/cmas/ 
 
Chicano Studies  
University of Texas at El Paso 
Graham Hall, Room 104 
500 W. University Ave. 
El Paso, TX 79968 
Director: Dennis Bixler-Márquez, Ph.D. 
Phone: 915-747-5462, Fax: 915-747-6501 
E-mail: dbixlerm@utep.edu 
http://academics.utep.edu/Default.aspx?alias=acad
emics.utep.edu/chicano 
 
UTSA Mexico Center  
University of Texas at San Antonio 
501 W. Durango Blvd. 
Monterey Bldg., Room 2.260 
San Antonio, TX 78207 
Director: Harriett Romo, Ph.D. 
Phone: 210-458-2849, Fax: 210-458-2569 
E-mail: harriett.romo@utsa.edu 
http://mxcenter.utsa.edu 
 

Center for Latino/a and Latin American 
Studies (CLLAS)  
Wayne State University 
656 W. Kirby, Room 3327 F/AB 
Detroit, MI 48202 
Director: Jorge L. Chinea, Ph.D. 
Phone: 313-577-4378, Fax: 313-993-4073 
E-mail: jchinea@wayne.edu  
http://www.clas.wayne.edu/cllas/ 
	

	
	




