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Executive Summaryispanic Strength Is Progressive Strength

No one party can lay claim to the Hispanic vote. Hispanic voters have proven themselves a powerful yet fluid voting blo
demonstrating responsivenssto nvestment from both partiesFurthermore, he Latino vote is growind.atinos increased their
share of eligible voters from 8.2% to 9.5% in just four years from 2004 to'2B@8force of Hispanic electoral strengthill continue

to grow at an aggresive pace in the coming decadasd investmentin Latino votes on either end of the political spectrum will
foretell the future balance of political power in America.

In this reportwe castruct a systematicquantitative forecastof coming demographipatterns inevery state and Congressional
district in the nationto illustrate where and how progressives can harness ghnowing political power oHispanicsWe show that
Hispanic growthwithin the electoratewill present unprecedented opportunities f@emocratsat all levels of governmenthough
only if Democrats invest in Hispanic voteRRepublicans could neutralize the muahticipated Democratic gains from Hispanic
population growth ifRepublican candidateranage to reach out to Hispanics as sgstelly as they did as recently 2804.

We also show that Democrats have thaols to capitalize on thgrowing politicaiinfluence of Hispanicwith new resultsfrom our
own reanalysis obriginal data fromwell-known, cutting-edge experimentalvoter contactresearch Our results show thakatincs
respond to widelyused campaign tactics at comparable rates to other voters. The results show thatittésch isalsoincredibly
costeffective. Democrats thus have the opportunity to begin laying throundwork for future majorities with outreach to the
Latino communitywith existing approaches

HispanicsAre Swing Voters

Hispanics are key to progressive gains not only because of their growing numbers but hbesusave proven themselves to be
swing voters in the past, greatly responding to candidate and party investrbDeming the past four election cycles Hispanics have
changed their voting patterns greatly from election to electibatinosvoted for Bill Clinton in 1996 at a rate 18 percage points
higher than they did for John Kerry in 200@omparinghis swing to that of other demographics such as suburban women and non
college whiteswe show thatHispanichavebeenone ofthe demographic groupmost responsivéo politicalinvestmert.

To quantifythe impactthat investment in this crucial swing demographiould havein the coming yearse built projections using
GKS 1 { [/ Syadza . dzNBI dzQa 2 dvith glaiulaiditaFrainACatglist adhl S Cankipgliticdl Behavdrik
population age structure, and immigration rates fremach state and Congressional district

We frame the impact that investmentin the Hispanic communityould haveon the electoratewithin the context of the 2024
Presidential electin. We dosoin order to present a cleagpicture ofHispanic electoral impadh the long termut this should not

be confused fothe notion that investment in Latino voters will only begin to matter fourteen years from now. Quite to the contrary,
in order to bring Hispanics into the progressive coalii@mocrats must begin investimght now¢ and there are gains to be had
right now as well(these interim projections are presented in Appendiy. A~urthermore, no one campaign can substitute for
sustained outreach. The gains we project here are not likely to be secured in the space of a single election cycleaioelgt sust
outreachand investment in Latino voters can insure ldagm progressive strengtf.

12L8T T akN] 1dad2 FyR tldz ¢F&t2NWp a5AaaSO0GAy3a (KS wungon, A @milBe, RI09).SY az2ai
2 New Organizingnstitute analysis of Voter News Service and National Election Pool exit polls.
{2dz2NDSaE FT2N) GKS&aS RIGFE AyOfdzZRS GKS /FdFfAad NI OSk Si Kty Subvay(ACS) atidd2Ndér dzi = |+ y R
Population Survey E&S) anexit polls conducted by thgoter News Service and National Election PGair methodology for arriving at these predictions are
described at grater length in the Methodologympendix.
* As we will discuss in greater detail later, we also choose 2024 as our final year because every individual who wilt be etitgibin the 2024 Presidential election
is already alive. This means that we do not make any assumptions about futuregb@sh one of the most unpredictable variable in demographic trends.
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Investment Will Shape the Futurddispanics WilDecide Numerous Elections

1 Nationwide, we project thatinvesting in Hispanic votes would have a large payof€ 2.7 percentage paits in the 2024
Presidential election.lf the Democatic candidate for Presiderih 2024 reproducesresults similar to thoseill Clinton
achieved in1996 among Hispanic votetdd (0 K SNJ (0 Kl y 8 ROg4 p¥rforhhBeDemoctatsidv@uiistand to
gain a full2.7 percentage points nationall\Conversely, a Hispanioter investment strategy ameffective aswz Ky Y S NN
2004 effortwould result ina loss oR.7 points of Democratic margin in the national popular vote.

1 In heavily Hispanic states, the payoffom investment in Hispanic votes would be even more dramaticln swing states
with large Hispanic populations likéolorado, Nevada, and New Mexi&emocrats stand to gain or 1085, 4.8, and 9.5
percentage pointsespectively.Similarly,Democraic invesiment in historicallyRepublicarArizonain 2024 could make the
state 5.2 percentage points more Democratlaringinggeneric Democratic performance in the state49.2%.

1 Investing in Hispanic voters in states witimodest Hispanic populations would still yield an impressive retutn swing
states likeVirginia¢ where the Hispaniwotingage population will be far less thahe national average at only 8%
Hispanic in 2024 Democrats stand tgainovera full perentage pointfrom invesimentin the Hispanic vote (or lose that
marginwithout it).

1 Even sates that have fewLatinostoday would also see the impact from Hispanioter investment in the next decade.
Many statesin which the electorate is currently comprised almost entirely of white volédes]owa, will also see explosive
Latinogrowth in the next decade. ThoudtatinosO dzZNNB y (i f @ O2 YLINR & S -Agé populatod, wiey wal F L
constitute 65% by P24, a more than 10 increaseBy 2024 investment inLatino voters would thus yield Democrats
nearly a full percentage point statewide in lowa

1 Hispanics will also drive Democratic growth in humerous Congressional distridts. project that mvestmentin the
Hispanic votenationally would by 2024 flip 34 Congressional Districss currently drawrto Democraic majorities For
comparison, Democrats won 21 seah 2008 and 31 seats in 20@@publicans won 54 seats in 1994

1 However, we project that pogressives stand tdose significant ground if Republicareurt Hispanic votersGeorge W.
. dza &u€rassful outreach thatinovotersin 2004is a reminder that thougt.atinovotersrespond to political outreach,
both sides are capable of gainiggound If progressives fail to reach out to Hispanic vorrficiently, gains from Hispanic
voter growth would be more than erased in most states. Just as 34 Congressional districts could become Demaocratic ac
result of Hispanic voter investment, progressveould loseout on majorities in these districts without sufficient
investment®

Behind the InvestmentHispanics AréA GrowingPart of the Electorate

Part of the reason investment in the Hispanic community will beconoee important for progressivesn the coming yearss
because Hispanics will comprise an elaeger portion of the electorate with each coming election cy@l8% of votes cast in the
2008 Presidentialection were cast by Hispanids;the 2024 Presidential election, Hispanics will €@8% of ballots nationwide a
40% increas®# This growth alone will have dramatic effeci§ Hispanicsmaintain current levels of Democratic support, voter
turnout, and voter registration

1 Hispanic voter growthalone will drive Democratic gains in swing states with largatino populations. In crucial swing
states with large Latino populations Latino voter growth between 2008 and 2024vill alone drive more than a full
percentage point of Dmocratic gaing respectively 1.31.6, 1.9, and 2.percentage points in Colorado, Nevada, New
Mexico, and Arizona

5 Even during a time when many Republicans are positioning themselves aggressively opposite most Hispanics on the isgtatiohirlamocrats take the
Hispanic vote for granted at thredwn peril:http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0810/40927.html

® Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catalist ethnicity/race and turnout propensity models and American Commapitiagumote that this figure is
somewhat smaller than the nme widely reported 9% figure for the number of votes Latinos cast in 2008. (See
http://www.cnn.com/ELECTION/2008/results/polls/#USP00p1) Because Catalist data models ethnicity conservatively, our naynbemespondingly a more
conservative estimate fadispanic political impact.



1 Congressional races will see impact from Hispamaer growth, too. Hispanic population growttalone will also be
responsible foiflipping 11 Congressional seafas curratly drawn)to Democrats in 20244owever, if Republicans succeed
in investing in the Hispanic vote as successfully as Bush did in\ 8z pject thatthese districts wouldall retain their
Republicarelectoralmajorities.

1 Democrats cannot rest on theilaurels ¢ anticipated gains from Hispanic growth would disappear if Republicans reach
out to Hispanics as successfully as Bush in 2004¢ KS L2 f AGAOFf 3IFAyad 5SY20Nrda Ol
political participation will fail to materiatie if Republicans succeed in winning over Hispanic voters to the extent that they
did as recently as 2004.

Hispanics Respond tBoth Traditionaland Stateof-the-Art Campaign Tactics

Political pactitioners may be concerned thaatinosdo not respond to he same traditional tactics and messagester voters. To
probe this concern, we reanalyziee original data froma series of academic and progressive campaign experimiéatsfindings
from our analysis are:

1 Hispanics do respond to traditional andutting-edge campaign tacticdn all of the experiments we analyzélispanics
respond at statistically significant rates

9 Hispanics are just as likelyif not more likely¢ to respond to traditional campaign tacticdn noneof the experiments we
analy2 are Hispanics statistically less respongigamailings, phone calls, @anvassing than other voters, thoughmany
caseghey appear to beven more likely to responi these tactics.

1 Hispanic voter outreach is cogdffective. The results othese eperiments show with 95% confidence that Hispanic voter
outreach can be asosteffectiveas $6.75 per vote.

1 Cuttingedge, highperformance tactics are also effective with Hispanidur reanalysis of original data from-salled
Gaz2 OAl f  LINGSthah dp¥sSent the Vaimiar® & research on GOTV tactics shows conclusively that Hispanics
respond to these tactics at rates that are as high or higher than other voters.



The Inportance of Investing irthe HispanicVote: Bestand Worst Casescenarios

Asthe influence of the Hispanic votgrows more decisivewith their growing presence in the electoratprogressive investment in
this swing demographic would pay even greater divideri@s.the other handmany of the gains progressivesticipate from
Hispanic voter growth could be erased entirely without effective investmiarttispanic voters

To quantify the impact of investing in Latino voters we compare three electoral scenarios:@bestvorst case, and baseliffde
baseline simply reflects our projection of the electorate if Hispanics maintain current rates of registration, voting,naoctddie
support” In order to create the best and worst case scenarios we look at Presidential elections frof2QD@&nd ake the highest

and the lowest recent rates for each of these metrics for Hispanics: rate of registration, voting rate, and Democratic Boppor
instance oura f 2 g & I (f& NDemddrand séipprt comes from 2004 whemlispanics supported John Kerryatrate of only
595: FyR 2dz2NJ aKAIK gL GSNI YENLé FNBY . XE70suppbrisvigri Hispani® CangmdidyS & &
these maximum and minimum values we can quantify how much swirgjseamongHispanic votersWe then simply add or
subtract half of the swing to the baseline to come up with a best or worst case sceRlagigesulting estimates thus reflect what
would occur if Hispanics exhibited changes in their political behavior of the same magnitude over the next fourteehagahey t
have exhibited in the previous fourteen.

We adjust these scenarios for future elections to demographic estimates that reflect the projected growth of the Hispanaf sha
the electorate In this wayour projections show what could occur if histally exemplified variations in Hispanic political behavior
were to occur in the context of the large Hispanic population growth we project will have occurred by 2024. Thesesrarsmbéso
adjusted for geographic variancesHiispanic and noflispanic plitical behavior in each state and Congressional district to account
for local political contextA much more detailed accounting of our process can be found in the Methodology appendix.

Hispanicvotersare swing voters

The biggest reason that Hispanics represent a crucial demogréphicvestmentis because thy have proven themseds to be
very responsiveto changing political circumstancedispanics are swing votels fact, historically Hispanics have bemore likely
to change their voteshan almost any other demographic group
and top the list of traditionally likely swing tgts Table 1 shows

Demographic Swing Magnitude ) ) ,
: . the degree to which some demographics often considered to be
Hispanic Voters 18% swing demographics have actually changaalitical allegiances
No-College White Voters 15% over the past fourpre§identialellection cycIes(Tr.].eseAnynlbers
_ are calculated by taking the difference betweénK Sa S I NRB
White Women Under 30 11% best and worst Democratic performance inetwork news
Suburban Women 7% Preside_ntialexit polls) Of all these soughafter demographics,
_ Hispanics have shown themselves to be most likely to change
Middle-Aged (3359) 7% their allegiances at the ballot box from year to yéar.

Tablel. Difference between maximum and minimum Democratic support Figurel, below,depictsthe full pattern ofl A a LJ y théseQ |
among swing cohorts during the past folresidential elections. Source: 20KS&8NI &6 A )f 3 RSEY2INI LIKAOZO 3 dzLJL.
New Organizing Institute analysis of Voter News Service and National . . . . .
Election Pool exit polls, 1998008. during the previous four Presidential elections. Though the

majority of Hispanics nationwide have never voted for

"Registration and Voting rates are taken from the 2008 US Census Community Population Sunaa{aBisat
http://lwww.census.govhhes/www/socdemo/voting/publications/p20/2008/tables.htmiBaseline support is an average of support rates from 2004 and 2008 as
reflected in data from exit polls conducted by the Roper Center at the University of Connecticut, available at
www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/elections/how_groups_voted/voted_08.htnid www.ropercenter.uconredu/elections/how_groups_voted/voted_04.html

8For the best case scenario for 2024, we project Hispanic Democratic voting to increllsé bgrcentage points, Hispanic voter turnout among registered voters to
increase byb.15percentage points and Hispa voter registration to increase 6 percentage points over the baseline. For the worst case scenario we reduce
Hispanic Democratic voting, turnout, and voter registration by the same amounts. The Methodplogydix to this report discussesdetail how we arrived at
these numbers. It also shows that these extremely variable trends even hold in regions like the West where both partesdigvdispanic votes intensely for
some time.

®We also analyze dozens of other cohorts, including egenger/racial/age subgroup. Among these dozens of groups, there are only two cohorts that display a
larger swing than Hispanics: black males over sixty and white males under 30. Hispanic segments consistently demonsargtest #veing margins amond al
other groups. (There were generally enough interviews in the Voter News Service / National Election Pool polls to dravesnféte a margin of error of 4
percentage points, though usually less.)


http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/socdemo/voting/publications/p20/2008/tables.html
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/elections/how_groups_voted/voted_08.html
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/elections/how_groups_voted/voted_04.html

Republicans as a bloitye magnitude of lispanic support for Democratiagsidential candidates has varied greatdetween 1996

and 2004, nearly 1 in 5 Hispanics changed their vote. Bill Clinton garnered 77.7% of the Hisppaitytwote®in 1996.However,

after George W. &3 KQa | A& L)l yA O 2 dzidds KebrK wakIdily A&l torcapiuge 5H561a118.2 percentage point
swingin only 8 yearsAbout 1 in 11 atinos(8.9%) changed their votes again just four years later as 68.4% of Hispanics voted for
Barack Obam&.

nsum,| A&LI yAO0aQ KAAG2NAOIffe&e KAIK f A1 St AKhat Pogessive®Kand/ta dayi Tor (i K
f2aS0 | adzmadlydAlt ydzyoSNI 2F @23GSa | a | NB A& dzlaiger 2Hareof thed LI y
American electorate, the importance of this outreach will similarly increase greatly.

Democratic Performance Among Swing Voters,
Presidential Elections 1996 - 2008

80%
75% N\

~

70% - -
Hispanics

65%

60%

White Women < 30
0,
55% Suburban Women
Middle-aged

50%

45%
Non-college Whites

40%

35% .
1996 2000 2004 2008

Figurel. Support for Democratic Presidential candidates by year among swing cohorts. Source: New Organizing Institute analygses of
News Servicand National Election Poaxit polls.

The Impactof Progressive Investment iRlispanicVotersin 2024

What would happen with regard to the Hispanic vaite2024if progressives replicated political circurascessimilar to 1996
insteadof 20047In this section we answer this question by projecting the impact of investing in Hispanic voters in terms of both raw
improved Democratic performance and Democratic performance relative to how competitive the state or district may be.

In our estination for the impact of this investment we leave open the question of what exact form this investment may take. Direct
voter engagement including niacanvassing, phone callgvertising and voter registratiorare all among the more tangible forms

of pdlitical investment but other more intangible forms of investment may play a role asRadbindegislationwith high support
amongthe Hispanic community could also be considered a form of investment, as could generous candidate appearances in Latir
rich areas, Hispartargeted earned media efforts, and Hispafdcused messaging. Later in this report we quantify the potential of
certain more tangible forms of Hispanic voteutreach as a means of investmerand demonstrate that traditionatampaign
techniques argust as (if not moregfficacious with Hispanics. Howevere do not offer a readynade recipe for successful Hispanic
investment.We only show what ipossible; the most effective means to this envisioned end remains a topic to be explored

' Two-party Democratic vote is the percentage of the vote cast for Democrats among votes cast for the two major parties. Sthpadyticandidate has never
won a Presidential election, this statistic makes Democratic support more comparable acrass year

' New Organizing Institute analysis of Voter News Service and National Election Pool exit poi2)fdbataavailable online at
http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/icpsrweb/ICPSR/series/00177/studies?sortBy=7.



States Impact of Investment

In Table 2 below,we first list what we project to be th baseline vote a generigemocratic pesidential candidate woulceceive in
each state in 2024. This estimate accounts not only for Hispanic growth but other demiagchghges that will occur within the
wider populationsuch as voter aging, immigration, and deafthongside this baseline estimate is a projection of what would occur if
5SY2O0NI (aQ H nwith LatilSWEre weM koyntpi®ve by a historicallyaittable amount The next column then reports
what would occur in thavorst casescenario for progressivesif Republicans succeed winningthe Hispanic vote at levels they
have historically manageaind Hispanic voter turnout declined to an extent cotesis with recent history Finally, the last column
represents the difference between theest caseandworst castscenarios: the impadif investment in the Hispanic vote.

Improved Democratic PerformancBue to Investment in Hispanic Votelis 2024 byState

State Base Best Worst Impact of State Base Best Worst Impact of
line Case Case Investment line Case Case Investment

New Mexico 546 59.6 50.1 9.5 Penrsylvania 53.6 54.2 53.1 1.1
Texas 42,2 46.1 39.0 7.0 Indiana 453 459 44.9 1.0
California 594 63.1 564 6.7 lowa 52.6 53.1 52.2 0.8
Arizona 46.3 49.2 440 5.2 Wisconsin 54.0 545 53.7 0.8
Nevada 535 56.2 514 4.8 Minnesota 539 543 53.6 0.7
Colorado 51.6 535 50.0 35 Michigan 554 55.8 55.1 0.7
New Jersey 56.1 579 54.6 3.4 Missouri 48.4  48.8 48.2 0.6
Florida 494 51.3 48.0 3.3 Georgia 441 444 43.9 0.6
New York 61.6 63.1 60.2 2.9 New Hampghire 52,9 53.3 52.7 0.6
Connecticut 59.3 60.8 58.1 2.7 Ohio 50.8 51.1 50.6 0.6
Hawaii 64.1 656 63.0 2.6 Arkansas 428 431 42.5 0.6
lllinois 59.3 60.7 58.2 2.5 Montana 444 447 44.2 0.5
Rhode Island 63.0 64.1 619 2.2 North Carolina 47.2 475 47.0 0.5
Utah 31.6 328 30.8 1.9 Kentucky 41.4 417 41.3 0.4
Massachusetts 635 64.3 62.8 1.6 SouthCarolina  43.0 43.3 42.9 0.4
Kansas 40.2 410 395 1.5 North Dakota 409 41.1 40.8 0.4
Oregon 552 56.0 54.6 1.4 Louisiana 42.0 423 41.9 0.3
Washington 56.3 57.1 557 1.4 WestVirginia 43.8 44.0 43.6 0.3
Idaho 340 348 334 1.4 Maine 569 57.1 56.8 0.3
Wyoming 319 326 31.2 1.4 SouthDakota 425 427 42.4 0.3
Virginia 49.7 504 49.1 1.3 Tennessee 427 429 42.6 0.3
Maryland 60.0 60.7 595 1.2 Mississippi 41.8 42.0 41.7 0.3
Delaware 58.2 589 57.7 1.2 Vermont 64.7 64.8 64.6 0.2
Nebraska 382 389 37.8 1.1 Alabama 38.0 38.1 37.9 0.2
Oklahoma 348 354 343 1.1 Alaska 39.0 39.0 39.0 0.0

Table2.Projected impacibf investment in Hispanic voters terms of improved Democratic performanda 2024 Baseline estimate represents the
base case if Hispanic political behavior remains constant from 2008 to 2024; best and worst cast scenarios correspontido feleecasts in which
Hispanics vote as they have during their best or worst Democratic perfanees during the past fourteen years. Impact of investment is calculated
as the difference between the best and worst cast scenarimsestment estimates are in percentage points. Source: New Organizing Institute
analysis of historical election exit pal] Catalistpartisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modejsandUS Censu8merican Community SurvefACS)
data.

Our projections inTable2 showthat in more than half ofhe states Hispanigoter investment would bring Democrats more than a

full percentage point at the polls. In thirteen states Hispanic investment would bring Democrats more than two percermiggefpoi

the final tally, while in eight states these gains would be larger than tpexeentage pointsWe also project thafFlorida and
Virginiacould have Democratic majoritie$n 2024as a result of investment in thieatinocommunity(or have Republican majorities
absentinvestmen). New Mexico, Colorado, and Ohio would all be within less than a percentage point of falling into Republican
hands in a worst case scenaritnterim projections forall states in2012, 2016, and 2020 can be found later in this report
Appendix A.)

Map 1is a visual representation dlie results from Table 2. States in darker purple would see larger inipaetms of impoved
Democratic performancéom a successful Democratic Hispanic voter investment strategy.



Improved Dem Performance Due to Investmiein Hispanic Voters in 2024 by State

Impact of Investment

B
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. New Organizing Institute

Map 1. Projected impacbf investment in Hispanic voters terms of improved Democratic performanda 2024 Impact as displayed is the
difference between the best case and worst case scenarios for Hispanic turnout, registration rates, and Democratic supptatebipource:
New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit gplCatalist partisansip, turnout, and race/ethnicity models, and US Census
American Community Survey (ACS) data.

Congressional Districtdmpact of Investment

Though states will redraw Congressional districts at least twice between now and 2024 (after the recently coml6tedriZis

and then again following the 2020 censts)Hispanic voter investment would bring about even larger changes in numerous
Congressional districts as currently drawn. In fact, we project that Hispanic voter investment could figtddfullse seatéabout 1

in 13 seatsjo generic Democratic majorities from Republican majoriiie2024.

Table3, below, shows our estimates for the impact of Latino investment (the percentage point difference between the best case an
worst case scenarios) the sixty Congressional districts currently drawng K SNBE 5SY2ONJ 1aQ T2 NlidzySa
with Hispanic performanceglnterim impact of investmentprojections forthese and moreCongressional districts for 2012, 2016,
2020 and 2024anbe found later in this reporin Appendix A

2 For an informative accounting of statesedredistricting practices including discussion of the many states where district lines may be redrawn multiple times
between centennial censuses, sed {1 Ay 3 (G KS awSé 2dzi 2F wWSRAAGNAROGAy3IvYat{ Gl dS /2yadaddzirzyl ¢
http://www. georgetownlawjournal.org/issues/pdf/98/levitt&mcdonald.pdf
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Improved Democratic PerformancBue to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2024 by CD

District Baseline  Impact of District  Baseline Impact of District Baseline Impact of
Dem Investment Dem Investment Dem Investment
Support Support Support

Fl-21 39.9 19.7 NM-02 50.3 13.2 CA45 49.5 8.0
CA38 73.1 18.7 CA18 58.2 124 CA19 44.8 7.9
T>x15 55.2 18.6 AZQ7 59.8 12.4 CA49 43.9 7.6
Tx28 53.5 17.9 FL-18 48.0 11.6 CA26 50.1 7.6
TX16 61.9 17.9 CA21 43.3 11.6 CA40 45.4 7.5
CA34 75.7 17.7 NM-01 58.8 11.6 Tx11 25.2 7.4
CA32 70.0 17.6 CA28 76.0 11.0 NJ08 62.6 7.4
T*29 61.5 174 CA27 65.1 10.1 CA41 43.1 7.3
CA47 62.0 171 NM-03 59.9 9.8 IL-03 63.4 7.3
CA39 67.5 17.0 CA44 48.4 9.8 CA29 66.2 7.2
FL-25 43.5 16.3 CA37 78.0 9.3 T*19 26.9 7.1
CA43 67.2 16.1 NJ13 72.4 9.1 NJ09 61.1 7.0
TX27 49.8 16.0 CA35 82.4 8.8 NY-16 91.9 6.9
CA51 61.1 15.6 CAl7 71.9 8.8 NY-12 84.1 6.8
T*20 59.3 15.2 NV-01 63.4 8.5 CA22 37.3 6.6
AZ04 68.7 151 CA23 64.3 8.4 T™>21 42.1 6.4
T*23 44.9 15.0 CA25 48.0 8.4 FL-08 50.9 6.3
CA20 57.1 14.7 CAl6 68.7 8.2 CQo7 58.3 6.2
CA31 80.4 14.0 CA42 44.2 8.2 CAO05 67.2 6.0
IL-04 84.6 13.3 NY-07 77.5 8.1 T*25 62.2 5.9

Table3. Projected impactbf investment in Hispanic voters terms of improved Democratic performanda 2024 for selected Congressional
districts, as currently drawnBaseline estimate represents the base case if Hispanic political behavior remains constant from 2008 to 2624; be
and worst cast scenarios correspond to election forecasts in which Hispanics vote as they have during their best or worstrBtgm
performances during the past fourteen years. Impact of investment is calculated as the difference between the best@staast scenarios.
Investment estimates are in percentage points. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit ptalsst@artisanship,
turnout, and race/ethnicity models, and US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.

Table3 makes clear that Hispanic investment would have an enormous impact in numerous Congressional districts. When compar
to baseline performance, 28 congressional districts (as currently drawn) would see gains in Democratic performance dianeater
five percentage points and an additional 32 would see gains of at least two and a half percentagelptitasin almost 1 out of

every 7 CDsve project that investmentwould yield 2.5 points improved performance or more over the basatirand, when
compared to the worst case scenaritisese margins are doubletlap 2 displays these results for all the Congressional districts in
the lower 48 states.

Another important pattern to note from Tablgis that many of the above districts (18 out of the 60 listed) would likely be held by
Republicans in the baseline scenario. Latino voter investment would not only help protect Democratic gains but also toanslate
victoryfor Democratsn key House raceacross the nation.



Improved Dem Performance Due to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2024 by CD

I

Impact of Investment

<1% 1-3% 3-5% 5-7% 7-9% >9%
Map 2. Projected impaciof investment in Hispanic voters terms of improved Democratic performanda 2024by Congressional district, as
currently drawn Impact as displayed is the difference between the best case and worst case scenarios for Hispanic turnout, registration rates
and Democratic support by Congressional district as currently dra®ouice: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit poll

Catalist partisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity models, and US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.

In Table4 we list the34 Congressional districts in which we projectnixerats would be favored in 2024 in the best case scenario
but where Republicans would hold majorities in the worst case scenario.

Congressional Districts as Currently Drawimat Would Swing in 202%ue to Hispanic Investment

AZ08 CA44 FL-15 IL-11 MI-08 NY¥-13 TX27
CAl11 CA45 FL-18 IL-13 MN-01 NY-19 TX28
CA24 CA50 FL-24 IL-14 NJO7 NY-24 VA10
CA25 CO030 FL-25 IL-16 NM-02 TX15 WI-01
CA26 FL-08 IL-08 IN-02 NY-03 Tx23

Table4. Congressional districts (as currently drawn) whevee project Democratic voters would be a majority as a result of (or, where
Republican voters would prevail from a lack of) progressive Hispanic investment by 2024.

Political Realitylmpact Through the Lens o€ompetitiveness

The above analysis offers a portrait of wheaed by how much Hispanic investmentll addto Democratic vote totalsHowever,

these gains wouldiltimately prove far morepoliticallya A Ay A FAOF yi Ay &a2YS adladSa GKIyYy Ay
impact of investmentcould prove far more politically consequentiali K y b Sg WS NEperéefitdge pohtighré asNJ o
Colorado is typically a more competitive state.

To offer a portrait of where Hispanics will have the inggbstantive political ipact we evaluate the ratio between the impact of
investment and the projected closeness of the state or district. If we project generic Democratic performance in abstat8%q it
can be said that this generic candidate would need just over 5 pofnitagroved performance to achieve victory. wé were to
calculate the impact of investment for this state to be 2.5 points, the impantld be50% of the margin. In this way we capture
both competitiveness and the impact of investment in one metric.

Table5 lists thetop twenty statesin terms ofthe impact of Hispanic investment relative to the competitiveness of the stelap 3
then depicts these trends for all the states.
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Impact of Investmeni y | AALI yYAO +20SNAR | a | t2NIDWSfatel 3S 2

State 2024 Baseline Total Impact of Impactas a % oBaseline Electoral Votes
Projection Investment in 2024 ProjectedMargin

Florida 49.4 3.3 >100% 27
Virginia 49.7 1.3 >100% 13
Colorado 51.6 35 >100% 9
New Mexico 54.6 9.5 >100% 5
Arizona 46.3 5.2 >100% 10
Nevada 53.5 4.8 >100% 5
Texas 42.2 7.0 90% 34
California 59.4 6.7 71% 55
Ohio 50.8 0.6 68% 20
New Jersey 56.1 34 56% 15
Missouri 48.4 0.6 40% 11
lowa 52.6 0.8 33% 7
Pennsylvania 53.6 1.1 30% 21
Connecticut 59.3 2.7 29% 7
Oregon 55.2 14 28% 7
lllinois 59.3 2.5 27% 21
New York 61.6 2.9 25% 31
Indiana 45.3 1.0 22% 11
Washington 56.3 1.4 22% 11
Wisconsin 54.0 0.8 20% 10

Table5. Impact of investment as aercentage of Democrats' margin in 20®4 twenty states with largest impact of investments as percentage
of their margins States listedn decreasing order of competitive impact of investment, witliateswhere investment would have the most
political impactlisted first. This offers a snapshot of where investment will be most politically decisive. Source: @eyanizing Institute
analysis

t NE2SOGSR LYLIOG 2F Ly@SadySyd Fa |t

Percentage of Margin

<5% 5-15% 15-25% 25-50% 50-100% >100%

Map 3. Difference betwea projected worst and best case scenarias a percentage of Democrats' margin of victory in the states in 2024.
Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catgfiattisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Censuémerican Community
Survey(ACSYlata.
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As with states, we also present a metric of where investment would prove most politically consequential in US Congression

districts. Table 6, below, displays these results for #iety Congressional districts where investment would represtet largest

aKFNB 27

K
2T

scenarios is larger thamgeneric SY2 ONJ 1 aQ YI NBAY 2 T th@hdyinia Aladdiohali37distiictsY 2 NS
Impact of InvestmenA y | AaLJ yAO +*20iSNAR +Fta | t SNOSyidl 3S
District Baseline Impact % of District Baseline Impact % of District  Baseline Impact % of

Margin Margin Margin

AZ01 46.5 4.3 >100% | CQO03 48 5.3 >100% NJO7 50.1 2.9 >100%
AZ05 47.8 3.7 >100% FL-08 50.9 6.3 >100% | NM-01 58.8 11.6 >100%
AZQ7 59.8 12.4 >100% FL10 50.8 1.5 >100% | NM-02 50.3 13.2 >100%
AZ08 47.8 4.5 >100% FL12 46.9 4.6 >100% N\V-02 47.6 4.4 >100%
CAll 51 53 >100% FL15 48 5.6 >100% NV-03 54.3 5.6 >100%
CA18 58.2 124  >100% | FL-18 48 116  >100% | NY-01 51.6 2.9 >100%
CA19 44.8 7.9 >100% | FL-21 39.9 19.7  >100% | NY-03 48.7 2.6 >100%
CA20 57.1 147  >100% | FL-24 48.1 4.0 >100% | N¥13 48.6 4.9 >100%
CA21 43.3 11.6 >100% FL-25 435 16.3 >100% NY-19 49.5 3.1 >100%
CA24 49.1 5.6 >100% IL-06 52.9 4.0 >100% NY-20 49.2 1.0 >100%
CA25 48 84 >100% IL-08 50.9 2.7 >100% NY-24 49.9 1.4 >100%
CA26 50.1 7.6 >100% IL-11 50.8 2.2 >100% TX15 55.2 18.6 >100%
CA40 454 7.5 >100% IL-13 50.4 2.5 >100% TX16 61.9 17.9 >100%
CA42 44.2 8.2 >100% IL-14 51.3 4.0 >100% | TX20 59.3 15.2 >100%
CA44 48.4 9.8 >100% IL-16 49.4 1.7 >100% | Tx23 44.9 150 >100%
CA45 49.5 8.0 >100% IN-02 495 1.3 >100% TX27 49.8 16.0 >100%
CA47 62 17.1 >100% KS03 48.8 1.9 >100% TX28 53.5 17.9 >100%
CA49 43.9 7.6 >100% MI-08 50.1 0.9 >100% TX29 61.5 17.4 >100%
CAS50 48.8 3.6 >100% | MN-01 50.2 1.0 >100% | VAI10 49.7 2.9 >100%
CA51 61.1 15.6 >100% NJO03 51 1.6 >100% | WI-01 49.8 1.6 >100%

Table6. Impact of investment as a percentage of Democrats' margin in 2@4tricts listedalphabetically This offers a snapshot of where investment will be
most politically decisive. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis.

Percentage of Margin

- [N

A =

I A

t N2E2SOuSR

LYLJ Of

<10% 10-30% 30-50% 50-100% >100%

\

New Organizing Institute

Map 4. Difference betweenprojectedbest and worst case scenari@s a percentage of Democrats' anticipated margin€<dBg(as currently drawn)n 2024.
Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catgattisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Censuémerican Community Surve§ACSyata.
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Democrats Cannot Afford to Rest on Theaurels

Though the gains to be had frobatinovoter investment will grow more substantial with time, so too will thisses progressives

may suffer;Democrats cannot take the electoral benefit they will accrue from Hispanic voter growth alone for grimemcery

single state, the losses from failure tovést in the Hispanic communityould dwarf themuch-anticipatedimpact ofthe growth in

the number of Hispanic voter¢ KNR dzZ3 K &GN} 6S3IASE AAYATINI 2 . dzZAKQA Hnnan 2dz
the gains Democratsight otherwiseexpectfrom Latinovoter growth.

For exampleNew Mexico can expect to grow lpggrcentage points more Democratic by 2024 from Hispanic voter gravaihe

Yet, if Republicans in New Mexico manage to reach out to Hispanics in 2024 just as successfshydasiB 2004the state will
instead turn 3.5percentage points more Republicaalative to today NB RdzOAy 3 5SY20NI 4aQ YI NBAY J
Likewise though Colorado will grow 1.3 percentage points more Democratic by 2024 as a re&altimdvoter growth, these gains
would be entirely erased if Republicans successfully invest in the Hispanic community there. Instead ofwiihriBcg percentof

the vote in Coloraddn a dream scenarioye project that h a worst case scenario the stawould be a complete tosgp with a
generic Democrabarelywinning50.@2 percent of the vote

Gains matter everywhere

Though Hispanic investment woutding the most significant changge d 6 Ay 3 NJ 0SaX 5SY20N)I 1aQ 2RR3
more challenging terrainas well. For example, though Texas wkely not vote Democratic in ar@sidential election for a
generationlLatinoA Yy @Sa G YSy i ¢2dzZ R &6 Ay 3 | Tpa&&ntane gointSin2D24 Z5aiah & swing dbidf niake heé
election ofa Democratic governor or Senatarmuch moreattainable goal Arizona could grow t@ projected49.2 percentage
points Democratic in a best case scenario for Hispanic inesgtmputting the state well withirstriking distance for the Democrati
nominee.Conversely, &ack of investment could enabt®ntinued Republican control bbth statesat every level.

Just as Hispanic investment wouplit many formerly safe Republican states into plRgpublican investment in Hispanic voters
could also érce Democrats to defend many formerly safe seats. For example, théeghdais steadily becoming more progressive,
aworst casescenario with successful Republican investiiarb S @ | Ratin@terscould erase progressive gains to a margin of
only 1.4 percentage points: 54%.
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Summary

Though individual campaigns alone are unlikely to be able to move from a worst to a besiceaseio,successful efforts can
AYLINR S 5SY2O0NF GaQ LISNF2NYI Yo@Soutieat? gal take Jplacellinymadyawayg, @rénNiargetedr S
communications to policy positions, the election of Hispanic candidates or comrhasgd voter mobilization campaigns. Our
projections serve to show thatuch a sustained effastif successfulould ultimately have enormous consequences.

1

The positive impact of Hispanic voter growgdone is dwarfed by the large advantages progressives could attain through
activeinvestment in Hispaniwoters. Investment could yieldemocrats more than two full peentage pointof improved
performancein thirteen states and more than four percentage points in fofethosestates.Whenour projections othe
best and worst case scenarios are compaf@da generic Democratic candidatélorida and Virginiavould ako change
hands in the 2024 Presidentielectionas a result of thisnvestment. With these two states alone, Hispanic voters would
command 40 electoral votes (per current apportionmeQ® margin greater than the electoral votes by which two of the
last three Presidential elections were decid€d.

Numerous Congressional districts would change haredsa result of investment irLatino voters. We project that34
Congressional districess arrrently drawnwould have Democratic majoritiesly with successfuHispanic investment.

These large gains are attainable with historically recent Hispanic political behavick.t f / f Ay{i2y Q&4 wmddc
large part byLatinosfourteen years ag; in another fourteen years, our projections show that progressives will have
significantopportunitiesand imperatives to invest in Hispanic voters

Progressiveswould lose significant ground if Republicans gain ground with Hisparik§ 2 NAHS 2 & . dzZAKQa +
outreach to Hispanic voters is a reminder that though Hispanics respond positively to political outreach, both sides ar:
capable of taking this approach.progressives fail to reach out tidispanic votes, the gains progessives may expect from
Latinovoter growthalonewould be more than erased in most states, in some states twice dust.as34 Congressional
districts could become Democratic as a result of Hispanic investment, progressives standvotéasmjorities in these
districts if they fail to invest sufficiently

Gains matter everywhereEven in states that will likely not change hands in the 2024 Presidential election, numerous
gubernatorial and Senatorialaces in other statesould see their fortunes dsdically improve as a result dfatino
investment.

2 The source for this also happens to be a very fun political toy allowing the user to manufacture different presidenital elécomes and view the results:
http://www.270towin.com/.
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Behind the InvestmentThe Causes and Consequences of Hispanic Voter Growth

Even before political investment is considered, Hispanics are a powerful and growing force in American eldubiogisLatino
growth in the electoratewill not materialize overnight, Hispanics are rapidly becoming@war moreindispensable component of
the progressive coalitiory.0% of votes cast in the 2008 Presidential election were casihipos in the 2024 Presidentiallection
Latinoswill cast 98% of ballots nationwide, 40% increasé?

States: Hispanic Voter Growth

Table7, below, offers a picture of where Latino political impact @itbw most: it shows the fifteen states where votes cast by
Latinoswill grow most asa percentage of all votes cast. Note that this table thus shows states that can anticipate the most change
relative the status quo (but natecessarilyvhere Hispanics wiossessthe most totalinfluence.

Hispanic Voter Growth in 2024 by State

State %of Votes Cast by Hispanic % of Votes Cast by Hispanit  Percentage Point Growth
in 2008 in 2024

Nevada 11.2 16.6 5.4
California 19.9 24.6 4.7
Arizona 12.4 17.0 4.6
Texas 20.4 24.4 3.9
Connecticut 6.0 9.6 35
Hawaii 6.5 10.0 34
New Mexico 31.2 34.6 3.4
Colorado 8.5 11.8 3.3
Rhode Island 6.0 9.3 3.2
Florida 10.5 13.5 3.0
New Jersey 9.5 12.2 2.7
Utah 3.5 6.1 2.6
Illinois 6.5 9.1 2.6
Massachusetts 4.1 6.5 24
Idaho 3.1 5.4 2.3

Table7. States that will experience the greatesimount of Hispanicvoter growth between 2008 and 2024. Source: New Organizing Institute
analysis of Cataligbartisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland American Community Survey data.

Map 5, below,displays these results fall states.

Those familiar wittHispanic politics in places like New Mexico and Florida may recognize that simply focusing on where Hispani
will grow most as a percentage of the population would obscure the significant differences that exist in Latino politivadrbeaid

age compogion across the country. Other demographic patterns, such as the aging of the Hispanic electorate and the large numbe
2F G6KAGS G2GSNB FNRY 20KSNJ &aildG8a Y2@0Aay3a Ayidz2z ¢SEIF&sur¥2N
projections take these factors into account by modeling o a LI Yy A O L2 LJdzf I GA2y OKIFy3IS& | yR |
information and sophisticated partisanship and turnout models.

Note also that lhe states where Hispanjmpulationgrowth will be larget are not the same as states where Hispasiter growth

will be largest. In fact, due to dynamics such as the different age distributions of the Hispanic populations acrossdstigebres

in populations of other cohorts in some states, half of thp ten states in Hispanic voter growth are not top ten states in Hispanic
population growth: New Jersey, Hawaii, Nevada, New York, and Colorado.

1 NewOrganizing Institute analysis of Catalist race/ethnicity and turnout model$¢J@h@ensusmerican Community Survé¢iCSlata.
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Growth in Percentage of Votes Cast by Hispanics from 2008 to 2024

™

Percentage Point Growth

<1% 12% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% >5% =

Map 5. Projected tiange in Hispanicgercentage ofall voters between 2008 and 2024. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catalist
partisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.

Congressional District$dispanic VoteiGrowth

We also project that Hispanics will constitute a notably larger share of the voting electorate in scores of Congressiotzal3dis
currently existing Congressional districts will see Hispanic voters grow by more than ten percentage pointspastiarp of all

voters (in terms of votes castyvhile 122 Congressional districts as currently drawn will see the percent of votes cast by Hispanics
grow by more than five points between 2008 and 2024ble8 showsthe thirty Congressional districts where His Y A 0& Q  LJ?2
presence will grow most.

Hispanic Voter Growth in 2024 by CD

District  HispanicvVoter Growth | District  Hispanicv/oter Growth | District ~ Hispanicvoter Growth
AZ04 26.3 CA32 16.6 CA31 134
FL-21 25.9 N\-01 155 CA51 13.0
CA47 22.0 CA18 147 CA44 12.6
TX29 20.4 NY-16 145 NM-01 12.3

IL-04 19.8 CA21 14.4 NY-17 12.1

CA39 19.5 NY-07 14.3 CA37 12.1
CA43 19.2 FL-25 14.2 CG07 115
CA34 18.6 NM-02 14.2 CA27 11.3
CA38 17.8 CA28 13.9 TX15 10.9
CA35 17.0 IL-03 13.5 CA42 10.7

Talble 8. Districts where the percentage of all votes cast that will be cast by Hispanics will grow mdisfigures are in percentage points.
Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catghattisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Census American Community
Survey (ACS) data.

Map 6 displays these results visually for @bngressionalistricts.

16



Growth in Percentage of Votes Cast by Hispanics from 2008 to 2024

Percentage Point Growth

<1% 1-3% 3-5% 5-7.5% 7.5-10% >10%

Map 6. Growth in Hispanic share of votes cast from 20082024 by Congressionaigtrict. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of
Catalistpartisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.

This growth alone will have a large impact for progressiMeap 7 shows why: in all areas shown in any shadeblfe, Hispanic
communities lean towards Democrats; in many areas, Hispanics lean towards Democrats very strongly.

Projected Democratic Support of Hispanic Voters in 2024 by CD

¥

Democratic Propensity 2
" New Organizing Institute
<50% 50-55% 55-60%60-65%65-70% 70-75% >75%

Map 7. Projection for overalldemocratic performance of Hispanic communities in the United States in 2024 on the congressional district
level (as currently drawn) Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Catglisttisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity models
partisanship modeldata.

la | NBadzZ G 2F GKA& INRGGK YR 1 Aa&aLl yAOHserwil 8sp RIg ghd@he Latind vo@ 2 | ¢
to a growing extent. In the 2008 election, Hispanics cast 9.3% of the votes that were camtaitk Bbama natiovide. By 2024 we
projectthat]  GAy2a @Attt 0SS OFadAy3d muHdc: 2Fob®DB2ONI 1aQ @20Sa yI
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2 KI 0 Qa HspahiaPbpllatiorGrowth

Three factors underlie the coming explosion of Hispanic participation in American demadonaugration, birth rates, and ag
distribution.*®

Immigration

Census data show that 575,000 Hispanics immigrate to the United States evet§Ipgarct Hispanics accounted for half of all new
immigration to the United States from 1990 to 2060To put thesefiguresin perspective, at current rates of migration the United
States will grow by 1% due katinoimmigration alone every six years.

Birth Rates

Hispanicshigher birth rates also drive Hispanic groviththe long term The average US womaives lirth to 1.9 childrenover her
lifetime; broken down by ethnicity, Asiadmerican womergive birth to1.7 children, white women 1.8frican Americarwomen

2.0, and Hispanicwomen 2!31l A & LJ yA 04 Q KAIKSNI NI iSa 27F dofalMindicah poBulatioiRgRowih A 2 y
is driven almet entirely byLatinogrowth. Brookings Institution demographer William Frey asd(i K I {fiQ &3 AG KS | A a LJ
that is keeping us above watérThat is, non-Hispanics have children at a level so low thak (1 K2 dzi | A &AL} yA 0aQ
(momentarily excepting immigratiothiere would bea netdecreasén the American popution.*#°

2 KI 1 Qa 5 Nilg@atinb BolitiDaNBaicipation

Though immigration and birth rates are drivers of lgdagn Hispani growth in the electoratethe changingage distributionof
Hispanicss by far the most powerful driver of growth over the next two decades.

Figure 3 below, shows thatthe Hispanic population is disproportionately young,
Age Hispanic Overall meaning that many Hispanics currently below voting agegnillvinto the electorate in
Turnout Turnout the next two decades.tibugh Hispanics make up 10% or less of the population over 45,
Hispanics make up nearly 20% of the populatioage cohorts undeB5. Crucially, his
18 to 30 9% 17% ' ; . : .
pattern holds forcohorts under 18. Because Hispanic babies born in 2008 and after will

30 to 39 16% 38% not be eligible to vote until 2026, the movement of Hispanics under 18 in 2068he
40049 25% 43% electorate between 2008 and 2026 drives the growth in the Hispanic share of the voting
50t0 59 36% 5204 age populatior(rather than birth rates)

60t0o 69 45% 68% Yet aging will plag more important rolefor voters already eligible todayrable9shows

70 plus 52% 65% why aging matters with a display of voter turnout rates by age for Hispanics and the

Table9. Relative Hispanic and overall American total population. First, Tabl® makes clear that Hispanics are about 10 percent points
turnout by age among entire US population.  |ess likely to vote than other Americans of similar age. However, justié&émerican
source: New Organizing Institute analysis of - sqnation as a whole, Hispanics become about 9 percentage points more likely to vote

Catalistturnout and race/ethnicity modelsand ith h
American Community Survey (ACS) data. with every ten years they age.

See inFigure 3that Latinosalso currently occupy a large percentage of the population
between the ages of 20 and 45. In thextwo decades, theseralady-voting-eligibleHispanics can be expected to turn out at much
higher rates with significant consequences for progressidéspanics already of voting age but who currently do not vote will thus
drive Hispanic political padipation to the greatest extent

% For a more extensive discussion of population growth dynamics and a series of projections even further into the futhfe, see§ 6 | A A LJ yAWS / Sy i §
Population Projections: 20@850 available ahttp://pewhispanic.org/reports/report.php?ReportiD=85
161 | SAfrérizn Community SurvgixCs)
" pew Hispanic CenteRise, Peak, and Decline: Trends in US Immigra@i®22004 September, 2005ttp://pewhispanic.org/files/reports/53.pdf
®Fertility of American Women: 2006. United States Census Bungigu//www.census.gov/prod/2008pubs/p2858.pdt
®Quoted inHispanic fertility growth drives US population growfralas Morning News, 19 August 2008.
http://www.dallasnews.com/sharedcontent/dws/news/nation/stories/081908dnnatbirthrate.39dcfdf.html
VeK2aS AYGSNBAGSR Ay SELX 2NAYy3 (KS Re&y NékDeiogeaghy oF SmelicAnbttieth@od dvaflable &S | y A G SR { i
http://pewsocialtrends.org/pubs/754/newdemographyof-americanmotherhood
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National Share of Population in 2008 by Race/Ethnicity and A
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New Organizing Institute

Figure 3. National share of the population in 2008 by race/ethnicity and age group. Source: 2008 US Census American CoSunuayity
(ACS).

The contrast between Figures 4 and 5 below show bigmificant these trends will be. First, Figure 4 shows that Lakpalation
growth itself will be especially concentrated in age cohorts between 40 an&wBthermore, even though growth in thEe8 to 30
and 30 to 39 age dwrts is still large in Figar4, Figure Shows that this growth will have comparatively little political impact. On
the other hand, the ranks of Hispanic voters between the ages of 50 and 69 will sv@8 tmilion, accounting for almostwo-
thirds of the 5.2 million new votes Higanics will cast in the 2024 Presidential election

Hispanic Population Growth 2008 to 2024

5,000,000
4,051,673

4,000,000
3,085,652 3,357,980 3,199,822
3,000,000
2,000,000 1,647,376
1,000,000 —
O T T T T T - 1

18 to 30 30to 39 40to 49 50 to 59 60to 69 70 and above
New Organizing Institute

Figure2. ProjectedHispanic population growttover 18between 2008 and 2024 by ag8ource: New Organizing Institute analysisd®
CensusAmerican Community SurvefACSyata.
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Hispanic Voter Growth 2008 to 2024
2,000,000
1,768,225
1,549,281
1,500,000
1,122,503
1,000,000
500,000 283,992 259,467 259,824
A B | | N
18 to 30 30to 39 40 to 49 50 to 59 60 to 69 70 and above
New Organizing Institute

Figure3. ProjectedHispanicvoter turnout growth between 2008 and 2024 by age coho8ource: New Organizing Institute analysislé®
CensusAmerican Community SurvefACS) and Catalistirnout and race/ethnicity models

Where Hispanics WiMost Dominate the Electorat€024

As noted, Hispanic voter and population growth does not necessarily occur in the same areas where Hispanics alréhdy have
largest populations or largest political communiti€n the same note, Hisparnitfluence inthe electorate does not necessarily map
exactly to those states and districts where the sheer Hispanic population is the largest.

Hispanic Population Growth

Below are the states that will have the largekatinopopulations in 2024. These states already all have sizable Higagmitations;
indeed,thesesame states were the top temost Hispanic states in 2008.

Hispanic Percent of Populatioim 2024 by State

State Hispanic VAP % in 2008 Hispanic VAP % in 2024
New Mexico 415 46.0
Texas 32.7 37.1
California 321 37.0
Arizona 255 31.7
Nevada 21.6 28.4
Florida 19.7 245
Colorado 17.2 21.9
New York 15.3 17.0
New Jersey 14.9 17.6
Illinois 13.1 16.5

Tablel0. States with highest Hispanic votingge populations in 2024. Source: New Organizing Institute
projections based oitJS Censu8merican Community SurvefACSYlata.

However, Hispanicpopulation growth will occur mostin states that currently have are modestLatino populations Table 11,
below, lists the states that can expect the highest Hispanic population grosigiive to theircurrentsize
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Hispanic Growth in Percent of Population 2024 by State

State Hispanic VAP % in 200¢ Hispanic VARB6 in 2024  Percentage Point Growttr

Nevada 21.6 28.4 6.9
Arizona 255 31.7 6.3
Utah 10.3 15.6 5.2
Rhode Island 9.5 14.5 5.0
California 321 37.0 4.9
Connecticut 10.3 15.1 4.8
Florida 19.7 24.5 4.7
Colorado 17.2 21.9 4.7
Oklahoma 6.1 10.7 4.6

Texas 32.7 37.1 45

Tablell. States that will experience the highest rates of Hispanic population growth between 2008 and 2024. Source: New
Organizing Institute projections based duS CensuAmerican Community SurvefACSyata.

Population Growth vs. VotetGrowth

Based orour model, Table 12 shows the twenty states wherieatinoswill possess the most raw political influence in 2024. Hispanics
will make up 10%r more of the electorate in testates and 20%r morein three states.

Projected Hispanic Share dotes Cast in 2024 by State

State Hispanic % of Hispanic % of State Hispanic % of Hispanic % of
All Votes in Dem. Votes in All Votes in Dem. Votes in
2024 2024 2024 2024
New Mexico 34.6 44.9 Connecticut 9.6 12.4
California 24.6 30.7 Rhode Island 9.3 11.0
Texas 24.4 34.0 Illinois 9.1 11.6
Arizona 17.0 25.2 Massachusetts 6.5 7.5
Nevada 16.6 21.9 Utah 6.1 10.7
Florida 135 13.9 Washington 55 6.3
New Jersey 12.2 15.5 Idaho 5.4 6.7
Colorado 11.8 17.1 Oregon 5.3 6.5
New York 11.6 14.9 Kansas 4.9 7.4
Hawaii 10.0 11.6 Virginia 4.8 5.9

Tablel2. States where Hispanics will represent the largest share of the electorate in 2024. Source: New Organizing InstitutesaofaGestialist
partisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Censudmerican Community SurvefACSylata.

21



Map 8 displays these results for the states.

Projected Percentage of Votes Cast by Hispanics in 2024

Percentage of Votes

- [T

<2.5% 2.5-5% 5-10% 10-15% 15-20% >20%

 New Organizing Institute

o

Map 8. Percentage of all votes cast in the 2024 Presidential election that will be cast by Hispanics. SNeweérganizing Institute analysis
of Catalistpartisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Censuémerican Community SurvefACSypata.

Where Hispanic Growth Will Contribute Most tDemocraticGrowth

Since Hispanics are@emocraic-leaningvoting group, Hispanic voter growth itself will also lead to Democratic growth in many
states. Though these gains are somewhat modest compared to the impact of investment in the Hispanic vote, Democrats can s
SELISOG G2 NBIFL (GKS & ghérdoh thedele@orate (shartidfJlas/ disCuased earléR @ duccessful opposing
Republican effort to secure high levels of Hispanic support). Our projections showixhsthtes(Texas, New Mexico, Arizona,
Nevada, California, and Colorgdeill becomemore than a full percentage point more friendly towards Democratic candidates as a
NBadzZ G 27F | AaLl Jnith@ &lectoratene Notedthal theRe dighigg<ii8 not indicate which states will become more
Democratic on their own; other dynamicgich as the aging of the nétispanic population will also shift baseline levels of
Democratic support. Thigarticularmetric captures the impact of only one factgithe Hispanic population growth that will occur
between 2008 and 2024 on Democratic performance in 2024; other factamsour projectionsk £ 82 Ay Ff dzSy OS 5
projectedperformance.

Projectedimpact of Hispanic Voter Growth on Democratic Performance in 2024 by State

State Impact ofHispanidGrowth on State Impact ofHispanicGrowth on
DenvocraticPerformance DenocraticPerformance

Texas 2.2 Kansas 0.6
Arizona 2.1 Rhode Island 0.5
New Mexico 1.9 Hawaii 0.5
Nevada 1.6 New York 0.4
Colorado 1.3 Indiana 0.4
California 1.3 Nebraska 0.4
Utah 0.9 Pennsylvania 0.4
Connecticut 0.7 Oregon 0.4
New Jersey 0.6 Wyoming 0.4
lllinois 0.6 Massachusetts 0.3

Table13. States where Hispanic voter growth will most contribute to Democraterformance Note that this does not correspond directly to
2SNttt GNBYyRa Ay aidl ( Sauce NEwWDBgarizinglfstituieSuvak 9 Wi CatatigbtisanshrpgeNanddS census
American Community SurvefACSyata.

Because our projections account for differing levels of Democratic support among Hispanics in different geographies,eageas wh
Hispanics will grow most as a percentage of the electorate are nati@d to areas where Hispanics will most power Democratic
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growth. Table4a K2 ¢ga GKS (GKANI& /2y3aNBaaizylf RAaGNROGAZ | &
will most power progressive gaindap 9shows these results for all Congressional districts.

Projected Impact of Hispanic Voter Growth on Democratic Performance in 2024 by CD

District Impact of Hispanic District Impact of Hispanic District Impact of Hispanic
Growth on Dem Growth on Dem Growth on Dem
Performance Performance Performance
CA47 6.6 TX11 4.3 CA22 3.6
CA20 6.6 CA18 4.2 TX15 3.5
NM-02 6.3 NM-01 4.1 TX21 3.3
CA21 5.7 TX19 4.0 CA45 3.3
TX28 5.6 NM-03 3.9 CA41 3.3
CA44 5.4 CA19 3.9 CA39 3.2
TX23 5.1 CA42 3.9 CQoo03 3.2
AZ07 5.0 CA49 3.9 CAb1 3.2
AZ04 45 CQo07 3.7 CA25 3.1
TX27 4.5 CAA43 3.7 CA23 3.1

Table14. Congressionalidtricts, as currently drawnwhere Hispanic voter growth will most lead to Democratic growth in 20Rbte that this
captures the effect of only this factor on Democratic growth and does not indicate which districts will become more Demoaratum.All
figures in percentage points. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of Capalisanship, tunout, and race/ethnicity modelsand US

CensusAmerican Community SurvefACSHata.

Growth in Democratic Performance Due to Hispanic Voter Growth

Percentage Point Impact

- New Organizing Institute
<0.25% 0.25-1% 1-2% 2-3% 3-4% >4% o

Map 9. Amount of Democratic growttthat will occur from Hispanic population growth between 2008 and 20y Congressional district as
currently drawn Note that this does not correspond directly to overall trends A a (i IBMRI€af BeMocratic supportSource: New Organizing
Institute analysis of Cataligpartisanship, turnout, and race/ethnicity modeland US Censu&merican Community SurvefACSyata.

O dzNNEB
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Summary

il

Many states and Congressional districts will witness significant political changes fratmo voter growth alone. Our

projections predict that Eeven Congressional districtas currently drawphwill, in a generic scenari;hange hands to
Democrats because of Hispanic voter growth, though in many more districts Hispanic voter githptlt formerly safe
Republican seats within striking distance Bmocrats

Age distribution will fuel Hispanic voter growthThe agingf currently 3-50 year old Hispanics into th&®&0 year old age
cohorts will drive nearly twahirds of Hispanic voter growtin the next two decadesLike Americans as a whole, as
individualHispanics age they vote modependably

Large young Hlspamc cohorts will continue to drive future voter growth though themselves have little immediate
impact.¢ KS | A&LJ yAO LILIzZ I GA2y Aa |yR gAff O2ydAydsS (2 o068
historically low levels of voter turnout will somewhat mute thimmediatepolitical impact.Still, when those in these large
cohorts agen future decadeshey willpresent the opportunity for greatesind more sustaine®emaocratic gains.

Hispanicgrowth as a percentage of votes cast is different than Hispanic population growikie of the top ten states for
Hispanic voter growth between now and 2024 will not have the largest Hispanic population growth during that time.
Because the age distribution ofdtHispanic population & far greater determinant gbolitical participation than iteverall

size, some states with currently burgeoning younger Hispanic populations will likely withess massive increases in Hispa
voting as these individuals age.
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Tradtional and Stateof-the-Art Campaign TacticBo Work CostEfectively with
Latinos

Though manypolitical practitioners understand the importance of outach to Hispanics, there remasome questios about
whether the same campaign tactipsogressivesiave employed to build and maintain majorities with other voting groups would
also prove efficacious with Hispanics.

Ly GKS LINB@A2dza aSO0GA2Yy>S S aK2gSR GKIG GKS alYS 3ISofsSfided £ L
exampe, the finding that for every ten years of age Americans become 9 percentage points likelier apyly to Hispanics as

well. In this section, weimilarlydemonstrate that A & LJF Yy A 0a Q NBalLlRyasSa (2 ydzYSNERdzathdl YL
responses these same tactics have had with the general populdilmere are no statistically significant differences between how
Hispanics and the general population respondedny ofthe campaign tactichese studiegexamine

Randomizedexperiments

We arrive at these findings by reanalyzing they datafrom five randomized experiments and comparing the results of five more.
Academics and progressive political practitioners conducted these experimergseint yeardo determine the efftacy of various
get-out-the-vote (GOTVjactics. In these exparientsresearchers randomly assign voters into treatment and control groups before
elections and canvassed, mailed, or called voters assignttettreatment group. Just a8 medical experimets, researchers then
compare the behavior of the treatment and control groups in the subsequent elegtioat is, their rates of voting

Sincethe voteraNBE NI yR2Yf & | aaA3ySR (2 GKSANI INRdzZLJA 0STF2NB GKS St
in the election can be attributed to the treatmerg that is, the phone call, canvass, or mail piethis experimental method
represents thestate of the art in evaluating the efficacy of campaign strategies.

Results

For thefirst five rows of Table 5, below, we reanalyze the original data from experiments conducted over the gmstral years
with overall sample sizes large enough to incladiarge number of Hispaniésin these experiments the effects on the general
public and Hispanics are the most directly comparable since werg conducted within the same political context and with the
exact same procedures and tactics.

For the last theerowsin Table 5 we compare the results of three experimerddginally aimed to measure the impact of specific
interventions with Hispanic® the results ofsimilar interventiongested in separateexperiments reported irDonald Green and
L1y BGeNBuSTNENote

¢KS ydzYoSNIJ Ay (KS &9 7TTFS brfers tv the/pBrecehtéige déf vo@ra iviizYegponkiad totthe tadtiat isy

the percent of voters who the statistics indicate would not have voted had they not received the tactic under study. The nex
O2f dzyyz a9 ¥ 7T S Gilinditares tifezffetbindnglthg’ sulila@mple of voters in the study who happened to be Hispanics
for the first five experimenté? For the last three experiments, we report the generally accepted effect of these interventions in the
first column and the effect other researchers leaound applying these tactics to Hispanics in the second column.

ZL\We also reanalyzed some studies where overall effect sizes were small enough that the effect among Hispanics couldcaitishedesith a sufficientehree of
statistical certainty given the number of Hispanics included in the sample. In none of these cases were the estimatestiatiéictdly different between Hispanics
and the entire sample.
2 Because researchers in each case applied the randsigrasent procedure to the entire samptancluding Hispanics beforehand the standard experimental
analysis procedure still yields an accurate estimate for the Hispanic population. We identified Hispanics by matchigghtti@vot 4 i § S A &%y i A FAOI (
JPadFfAadQa yraGA2yrE RIFEGIOFAS 2F @20SNARQ NI OSakSIiKyAOAdASao
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Resultsof Voter Contact ExperimentReanalyzed forTreatment Effect AmondfispanicSubjects

Intervention Media  Experimenter State EffectAmong  Effect Among Costper
All Hispanics Hispanic Vote
Vote Pledge Mail Analyst (o{0)] 1.1% 1.5% $33
Institute
Vote Pledge Mail Analyst (o{0)] 4.7% 5.0% $10
Reminders Institute
Identity Labeling Phone Analyst NJ 1.4% 2.2% $23
Institute
Social Pressure  Mail Yale Ml 8.8% 16.7% $3
(Neighbors§
SociaPressure Mail Yale Ml 5.5% 7.2% $7
(Abstention§*
Live Call Phone  Yale/CSUEB USA/CA 5.19%° 4.69%° $11
Canvass Canvass Yale/CSUEB USA/CA 4.19%' 4.79%° $57
Canvass Canvass Yale/CSUEB USA/CA 4.196° 4.69%° $58

New Organizing Institute

Table15. Results of GOTV experiments among Hispanics and the general voting public. Sources: Analyst Institute; New Organizitey Insti
analysis of data from Donald Green; Melissa Michelson; Donald Green and Alan Gethetr®ut The Vote

The original pirpose d these experiments wat determine therelative effectiveness of a particular campaign tactic. As can be
plainly seen, these experiments revealed that some tactics were more effective than others. Notably $onteehat different
purposes of this repeR & R A ahOwiesiedwe Foyind thatthese trends of effectiveness also held for Hisparegperimentsthat
were less effective with the general public were also less effective with Hispanics, while experiments that were mokelgffecti
more generallyproved more effective with Hispanics.

More importantly, Hispaniceesponded at least as well to every experiment we reanalyréact, in every experiment we reanalyze
Hispanics appeared to have responded slightly better than most voters to the tactier whady. All results are statistically
significant at conventional levels (p<0.05) or greater, and in no cases are there statistically significant differences hetwe
Hispanics and the general population respond.

It should be noted that we are not attempting to discount the value of any Hisgspecific voter engagement tacticdVe are
simply demonstrating the positive: voter engagement tactics that are successful with all voters are also successful just wil
Higanics.

Establishing CosEffectiveness

These experiments not only establish which tactics work but how well they work. This in turn allows researchers to diadtghacc
determine the cost of turning out each additional voter. For example, if a GOTI¢ tagnages to turn out voters at a rate 5
percentage points higher and costs 50 cents, eaahnginalvote gainedcan be said to have cost $10 (50 cgpmer contact * approx.

20 contacts required to attain onmarginalvote = $10). We usthesestandard cost effectiveness numbers from Donald Green and

% Data from experiment discussed®erber, Alan S., and Donald P. Green, and Christopher W. La#i6@8. Social Pressure and Voter Turnout: Evidence from a
LargeScale Field Experimenamerican Political Science ReviEd2(1): 3248.

Data from experiment discussed®erber, Alan S., and Donald P. Green, and Christopher W. La#ifi. An Experiment Testing the Relative Effectiveness of
Encouraging Voter Participation by Induckeglings of Pride or ShamBolitical Behavior

% Donald Green and Alan Gerb&et Out the Vote: How to Increase Voter Turnd@08.

% Ricard Ramirez, Giving Voice to Latinos: A Field Experiment on the Effectiveness of a National Nonpartisan Méfitrafionals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Scien@905.

*Donald Green and Alan Gerb&et Out the Vote: How to Increase Voter Turnc2@08.

% Melissa Michelson, Meeting the Challenge of Latino Voter Mobilizationals of the Amrican Academy of Political and Social ScieP@85.

2 Donald Green and Alan Gerb@&et Out the Vote: How to Increase Voter Turnd2@08

¥ Melissa Michelson, Getting Out the Latino Vote: How Boeboor Canvassing Influences Voter Turnout in Runair&leCaliforniaPolitical Behaviqr2003.
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I f Iy DGEaudud ™R Yoteost of intervention is assumed to be $0.50 per phone call, $0.50 per mail piece, and $2.67 per
canvass contact

The largest results we found wererfGerber, Greerl, y R [ I ddfloMc&PODB3s0cial pressure experimeintwhichpeople were
YEATSR GKSANI 26y FyR GKSANI ySAIKOZ2NEQ @2 (A Y F THehrésiltamdFodnd |y
among Hispanic voters in their experimenl6.7 pecentage points; is extremely high. Though the results are still very statistically
significant, due to the relatively small number of Hispanics in the experiment there is a slightly larger margin of eitrs icaly

that this is an overestimate oktS SELISNA YSy (i Qa GNHzS STFFSOld 1 26SOSNE FNRBY (K
the treatment was at least 7.4 percentage points among Hispanic voters. Even with this very conservative estimate, ar$0.50 p
mailing,the dataimplies hat that each additional Hispanic vote would cost campa®isbs.

%' Donald Green and Alan Gerb&et Out the Vote: How to Increase Voter Turnd2@08.

%2The original experiment includes several different treatments. In Table 14 we only analyze the difference between thgmumrahd the most effective

treatmentci KS ay SAIKOo2NEE GNBFGYSYyld Ay 6KAOK Q2tdri&NB 6SNBE aK2gy G(KSANIFYR GKSA
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Appendix A:nterim InvestmentResults for States and Congressional Districts

While we use 2024 as a benchmark year to illustrate the-tenm potential for Demoatic gains frominvesting inLatino votes,
these opportunities are, of course, not limited to the letegm. Both immediate and nederm opportunities exist all over the map.
In this appendix we quantify those immediate and re&am opportunities and show how the pential impact on Democratic
performance from investing in Hispanic voters grows over time.

Impact at the State Level

Impacton Denocratic Performanceof Investmentin Hispanic Voters by Presidential Election Year

Name 2012 2016 2020 2024
United States
Arizona
California
Colorado
Connecticut 2.0%

Delaware 0.8% 0.9% 1.0% 1.2%
Florida 3.0% 3.3%
Hawaii 1.9%

Idaho 0.9% 1.1% 1.2% 1.4%
llinois 20 22%  24%  25%
Indiana 0.7% 0.8% 0.9% 1.0%
Kansas 1.0% 1.1% 1.3% 1.5%

Maryland 0.8% 0.9% 1.1% 1.2%

Massachusetts 1.2% 1.3% 1.4% 1.6%

Nebraska 0.7% 0.9% 1.0% 1.1%

Nevada 3.7% 4.1% 4.5% 4.8%
New Jersey 3.0% 3.2% 3.4%

NewMexico 8.6% 8.9% 9.2% 9.5%
New York |0/ 2R

Oklahoma 0.7% 0.8% 0.9% 1.1%
Oregon 1.0% 1.1% 1.3% 1.4%
Pennsylvania 0.7% 0.8% 0.9% 1.1%
Rhode Island 1.6% 1.8% 20% IR
Texas 6.1% 6.4% 6.8% 7.0%
Utah 1.3% 1.5% 1.8% 1.9%
Virginia 0.9% 1.0% 1.2% 1.3%
Washington 1.0% 1.1% 1.3% 1.4%
Wyoming 1.1% 1.2% 1.3% 1.4%

Table Allmpact of investment for select states in terms of improved Democratic performance. Percentages shown
are the point difference between best case and worst case scenarigsairh state for each presidential election year.
States shown are those where the impact is one percentage point or higher at some point up to and including 2024.
Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exitgpdlatalist partisnship and turnout models, and
US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.
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Improved Dem Performance Due to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2012 by Stat
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Impact of Investment
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<1% 1-2% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% >5% =

Map Al. Impact of investment in 2012 in terms of improv&emocratic performance. Percentages are the point difference between best
case and worst case scenarios in each state. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit tadils p@eisanship
and turnout models, and US Census Aritan Community Survey (ACS) data.

Improved Dem PerformancB®ue to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2016 by State

Impact of Investment

<1% 1-2% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% >5%

Map A2. Impact of investment in 2016 in terms of improved Democratic performance. Percentages are thedifténence between best
case and worst case scenarios in each state. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit fatils p@eiisanship
and turnout models, and US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.
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Improved Dem Performance Due to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2020 by State

Impact of Investment

B

<% 1-2% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% >5% -

Map A3. Impact of investment in 2020 in terms of improved Democratic performance. Percentages are the point differencedoeb@st
case and worst casgcenarios in each state. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit polls, Catalist partisanship
and turnout models, and US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.

Improved Dem Performance Due to Investment in Hispanatérs in 2024 by State

Impact of Investment

<1% 12% 2-3% 3-4% 4-5% >5% -
Map A4. Impact of investment in 2024 in terms of improved Democratic performance. Percentages are the point differencedveb@st

case and worst case scenarios in each state. Source: New Orgahizititgite analysis of historical election exit polls, Catalist partisanship
and turnout models, and US Census American Community Survey (ACS) data.
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Impact at the Congressional Level

Impacton Dem Performancef Investmentin Hispanic Voters by PresideatiElection Year
2016
3.6%

CD
AZ01
AZ03
AZ05
AZ07
ARO03
CAO02
CAO4
CAO06
CAO8
CA10
CAl2
CAl4
CAl6
CA18
CA20
CA22
CA24
CA26
CA28
CA30
CA32
CA34
CA36
CA38
CA40
CA42
CA44
CA46
CA48
CAS50
CAb52
Co01
CQG03
CQO05
Ccaoo7
CT02
CT04
FL-03
FL-05
FL-07
FL-09
FL-11
FL-13
FL-15
Fl-17
FL-19

2012
3.1%

2020
4.0%
3.3%
3.4%
11.9%
1.1%
3.7%

2024
4.3%
3.7%
3.7%
12.4%
1.2%
4.0%

CD
AZ02
AZ04
AZ06
AZ08
CAO1
CAO03
CAO05
CAO7
CAO09
CAll
CA13
CA1l5
CAl7
CA19
CA21
CA23
CA25
CA27
CA29
CA31
CA33
CA35
CA37
CA39
CA41
CA43
CA45
CA47
CA49
CA51
CAS53
Co02
CQ04
CQO06
CTo1
CT03
CT05
FL-04
FL-06
FL-08
FL-10
FL-12
Fl-14
FL-16
FL-18
FL-20

2012
3.3%
10.7%
3.3%
3.4%
3.3%

2016
3.9%
12.4%
3.8%
3.8%
3.8%

2020 2024
44%  4.8%
13.9% 15.1%
42%  4.6%
42% 4.5%
41% 4.5%
34% 3.7%
5.6% 6.0%
5.2% 5.6%

5.0% 5.3%

45% 48% 51% 53%

4.0%
7.7%
6.8%
9.8%
7.6%

43% 4.6%
8.3%  8.8%
7.4% 7.9%
10.8% 11.6%
8.0% 8.4%

63% 71% 78% 8.4%

7.9%
6.0%
11.7%
3.8%
6.0%

8.6%
6.4%
12.5%
4.1%
6.9%

9.4% 10.1%
6.9% 7.2%
13.3% 14.0%
44%  4.6%
7.8% 8.8%

72% 79% 87% 9.3%

13.7%
5.5%
12.9%
6.6%
13.5%
5.9%
13.2%
4.4%

1.5%

2.0%

0.8%

1.3%

4.7%
0.9%

14.9%
6.2%
14.2%
7.1%
15.0%
6.6%
14.1%
4.7%
3.0%

1.8%

3.0%
1.0%
1.7%
5.4%
1.1%
3.5%

10.2%
4.7%

16.0% 17.0%
6.8% 7.3%
15.3% 16.1%
7.6%  8.0%
16.2% 17.1%
7.2% 7.6%
15.0% 15.6%
4.9% 5.0%
3.4%  3.6%
3.3% 3.5%
2.0%
3.0% 3.5%
3.1%
3.5% 4.0%
1.1% 1.2%
1.9%
5.9% 6.3%
1.3% 1.5%
41%  4.6%
3.0%

10.9% 11.6%
5.2% 5.6%
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CD
Fl-21
FL-23
FL-25

GAll
HI02
ID-02
IL-02
IL-04
IL-06
IL-08
IL-10
IL-13
IL-16
IN-02
IA-05
KS02
KS04
MD-05
MD-08
MA-02
MA-04
MA-06
MA-08
MI-02
MI-13
MO-05
NEO2
NV-01
NV-03
NJ02
N304
NJO6
NJO8
NJ10
NJ312
NM-01
NM-03
NY-02
NY-04
NY-06
NY-08
NY-10
NY-12
NY-14
NY-16
NY-18
NY-20
NY-22
NY-24

2012
12.9%
1.7%
12.8%
0.5%

1.1%
1.2%
11.0%

1.9%
1.7%
1.7%
1.1%
0.8%
0.7%
0.8%
1.1%
0.9%

1.5%
0.8%
0.8%
1.6%
0.7%
0.7%
0.7%
1.0%
5.4%
4.0%

5.6%
3.1%
1.3%
9.2%
8.3%

1.7%
1.7%
6.3%

5.9%
3.1%
0.6%
1.8%
0.7%

2016
14.6%
2.0%
14.0%
0.7%

1.3%
1.4%
11.7%

1.3%
1.0%
0.9%
1.1%
1.3%
1.1%

1.9%
0.9%
1.0%
1.7%
0.9%
0.9%
0.8%
1.3%
6.5%
4.6%

6.2%
3.6%
1.4%
10.0%
8.9%

1.8%
1.9%
6.4%

6.3%
3.6%
0.8%

0.9%

2020
17.0%

15.2%

12.5%

1.5%
1.1%
1.2%
1.2%
1.6%
1.3%

1.1%
1.2%
1.7%
1.0%
1.0%
1.0%
1.5%

10.9%

9.4%
3.2%

2024
19.7%

16.3%

13.3%

1.7%
1.3%
1.4%
1.4%
1.8%
1.4%

1.2%
1.4%
1.8%
1.1%
1.1%
1.1%
1.7%

11.6%
9.8%
3.6%

CD
Fl-22
Fl-24

GAO7
HI01
ID-01
IL-01
IL-03
IL-05
IL-07
IL-09
11
IL-14
IN-01
IN-03
KS01
KS03

MD-04

MD-06

MA-01

MA-03

MA-05

MA-07

MA-09
MI-03

MN-04
NEO1
NEO3
NV-02
NJ01
NJ03
NJ05
NJO7
NJ09
NJ11
N313

NM-02
NY-01
NY-03
NY-05
NY-07
NY-09
NY¥-11
NY-13
NY-15
NY-17
NY-19
NY-21
NY-23
NY-27

2012 2016 2020 2024
1.7%

34%  3.7%  4.0%
10%  11% 13% 1.4%
1.8%
10% 13% 15% 1.7%
0.8% 0.9% | 1.1%  1.2%
49% 56% 64% 7.3%
45%  4.8% 51%  5.3%
10% | 11% 11%  1.2%
17%  2.0%

1.4%

1.7%

33% 3.7%  4.0%
3.2%
0.8% | 1.0% 12% 1.4%
14%  1.8%
12% 14% 1.7%  1.9%
12% 15% 1.8%
0.7% 08% & 1.0% 1.2%
0.9% [[11% 13% 15%
13% 15% 1.7%  1.8%
12% 15% 1.7%  1.9%
0.8% 09% 1.0% | 1.1%
0.8% [11.0% 12% 1.3%
0.8% | 11%  12% 1.4%
06% 08% 10% | 1.1%
1.0% [[42% 15%  1.7%

1.6%
0.9%

3.4%

1.9%
1.2%

3.9%

1.4%

4.4%

1.6%

1.5% 18%-

5.5%

8.9%
10.6%
1.8%
1.6%
3.8%
6.4%
3.7%
1.2%
3.2%

3.8%

0.8%
0.5%
0.7%

6.1%

9.1%
11.6%

1.9%
4.3%
7.0%
4.3%
1.3%
3.7%

4.5%
1.0%

0.8%
0.9%

6.6%

9.2%
12.5%

4.7%
7.6%
4.9%
1.4%
4.3%

5.1%

1.2%
1.0%
1.1%

7.0%

9.1%
13.2%

5.2%
8.1%
5.4%
1.4%
4.9%

5.6%
3.1%
1.4%
1.2%
1.4%
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CD 2012 2016 2020 2024 | CD 2012 2016 2020 2024
NY28 0.9% | 14% 1.2% 14% | OHO5 0.8% | 1.1% 12% 1.4%
OHO9 0.7% 09% | 1.0% 1.1% | OH10 | 11% 13% 15% 1.7%
OH13 07% 08% 1.0% | 1.1% | OkO1 07% 0.9% | 1.0% 1.1%
OK03 0.7% 0.9% | 11% 12% | Ok04 0.9% | 1.1% 13% 15%
OKO5 1.0% 12% 14% 16% | OROL 11% 13% 14% 15%
OR02 11% 1.3% 16% 1.8% | ORO3 1.0% 1.3% 15% 1.7%
OR04 08% 09% . 11% 1.2% | OR0O5 = 1.3% 16% 1.9% N2
PAOL | 1.3% 14% 15% 1.6% | PAO6 0.9% | 1.1% 12% 1.4%
PAO8 0.7% 0.8% | 1.0% 1.2% | PA11l | 10% 12% 15% 1.7%

PA13  09% | 1.0% 1.1% 1.2% | PA15 | 2.0%

PA16 PA17 07% 09% . 11% 1.3%
PA19 RI0O1  1.5% 1.8% [JE0EERN
RI02 TX01 1.0% 1.2% 14% 15%
TX02 TX03

TX04 TX05

TX06 TX07

TX08 TX09

%10 TX11

T*12 TX13

%14 TX15

TX16 17.5% 17.8% 17.9% QRPN

TX18 42% 4.6% 4.9% QJRPAL)

%20 14.9% 15.1% 15.2% P2l

%22 45% 4.8% 51% JRP¥

%24 34% 36% 3.8% MR

TX26 %27

TX28 17.4% 17.7% 17.9% [ERRZA 16.4% 17.4%
T30 3.3% 3.5% [RpXI 3.7%  3.9%
%32 YN UT01  1.6% 1.8%

UT02 = 1.0% 12% 1.4% 15% | UT03 | 1.7% 2.0%
VAOL 09% _ 1.1% 13% 1.4% | VAO2 = 12% 14% 1.6% 1.8%
VAO7 06% 0.8% 09% 1.1% | vaos [
VAL0 [1.7% VA1l
WAOL 0.8% 0.9% | 1.1% 1.2% | WA02 0.8% | 1.0% 1.2% 1.4%
WAO3 07% 09% | 1.1% 1.2% | waos [JEECEC I L
WAO5 0.7% 0.9% | 1.1% 1.2% | WA06 0.8% 0.9% | 1.1%  1.2%
WAO7 0.9% | 1.1% 12% 1.3% | WAO8 0.8% 1.0% | 1.1% 1.2%
WAO09 | 12% 14% 16% 1.8% | w01 | 1.0% 12% 14% 1.6%

wio4  1.8% [EECNINSEOGNNSNTAN

Table A2.1hpact of investment for select @gressional districs (as drawn in 2010) in terms of improved Democratic
performance. Percentages shown are the point difference between best case and worst case scenarios in each district for
each presidential election year. Districts shown are thoshete the impact is one percentage point or higher at some point
up to and including 2024. Source: New Organizing Institute analysis of historical election exit polls, Catalist partisanghip
turnout models, and US Census American Community Survey (4418)
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Impact of Investment

Map A5. Impact of investment bydhgressional district (as boundaries are drawn in 2010) in 2012 in terms of improved Democratic
performance. Percentages are the point difference between best case and worst case scenarios in each state. Source:a¥&in@rg
Institute analysis of historical election exit polls, Catalist partisanship and turnout models, and US Census Americaru@ipnBurvey (ACS)

data.

Improved Dem Performance Due to Investment in Hispanic Voters in 2016 by CD

Impact of Investment

Map A6. Impact of investment bydnhgressional district (as boundaries are drawn in 2010) in 2016 in terms of impr@&emhocratic
performance. Percentages are the point difference between best case and worst case scenarios in each state. Source:d¥@in@rg
Institute analysis of historical election exit polls, Catalist partisanship and turnout models, and US CenserscAmCommunity Survey (ACS)

data.
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