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Abstract

What factors impact Latin American citizen’s opinions of the legitimacy
of their respective high courts? Tracking citizen’s perceived legitimacy
of their respective high courts opens a pathway to more insight on
patterns In civil interactions with the judicial system and knowledge of
civil rights and civil responsibilities. Understanding citizen’s
relationship with their respective judicial systems helps foment and
strengthen Latin American democracies. Our data collection consisted
on reviewing LAPOP AmericasBarometer and In the next step of this
research we will empirically test our hypotheses.

Introduction

Background and Research Questions

 Scholars have studied public support for judicial institutions using
various measures, yet the relationships between these concepts and
their differences remain unclear. Our project addresses this gap by
exploring the following questions:

* Do citizens evaluate high courts and the broader judicial system
differently, and do different factors drive these perceptions?
* Do these patterns vary across political contexts?

Hypothesis

We suggest that citizens evaluate high courts and the broader judicial

system through distinct lenses. Specifically, we hypothesize that:

 Political sophistication and democratic values and positively
assoclated with support for high courts, but negatively associated
with support for the judicial system as a whole.

» Support for high courts varies based on partisan factors in countries
where courts are politically active.

» Support for the judicial system will change among informed
citizens following judicial reforms, depending on whether the
reforms increase accountability and independence.
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Data & Methods

Our data collection approach consisted of three phases:

1.

asked In the AmericasBarometer surveys for every country

and

We reviewed the LAPOP AmericasBarometer surveys
conducted In Latin American countries from 2003 to
2024 and identified all judiciary-related questions. Our

search revealed the following survey item:

Trust In the national high court

Trust In the national judicial system
Support for dissolving the national high court
2. We documented whether each of these questions was

year.

3. We supplemented this information with additional
details about each survey, including question code,

respondent count, and field dates.
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Broader Implications & Results

 Our research highlights the distinction between public support
for high courts and the broader judicial system.

« Examining how different factors shape these evaluations has
Important implications for understanding the dynamics between
the judiciary and other branches of government as well as the
public sources of judicial power and autonomy.

Discussion & Observations

In the next stage of this project, we will combine our
AmericanBarometer data with contextual indicators from cross-
national datasets, such as the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem)
project. Next, we will empirically test our hypotheses. We will
already have received training in basic functions in R
Programming, and we will build these analytical sills to conduct
more advance statistical research.
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