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we assume that a legislator’s income, education, race, religion, 
and gender all shape the decisions that he or she makes, then 
microcosm theory offers a starting point to address whether 
the legislature is truly representative of the population. If the 
legislature looks like the larger society, citizens may accept its 
legitimacy and decisions more readily. If the legislature does 
not seem to mirror the larger society, then legitimacy and 
decisions may be questioned.

Certainly, the Texas Legislature in 2013–2014 did not 
resemble the larger society of Texas. The legislature collec-
tively was better educated than the average Texan, as shown 
in Table 3.4. An overwhelming majority of the members of 
both houses of the Texas Legislature had completed at least 
a four-year college degree. This stands in sharp contrast to 
the 17 percent of Texans who had a degree from a four-year 
institution of higher learning. In addition, most legislators 
were male, despite the fact that a majority of Texas’s popu-
lation is female.

Similarly, the racial and ethnic makeup of the Texas 
Legislature is not reflective of the wider population. The legis-
lature is significantly more white/Caucasian compared to the 
general population. Asian Americans and African Americans 
in particular were underrepresented in the 2013–2014 leg-
islature. Moreover, despite gains in the overall population, 
Hispanic representation in the Texas Legislature continues to 
lag behind that in the wider society.

In addition, the Texas Legislature does not mirror the wider population of Texas in 
religious identification, as evidenced by the 82nd Legislature (2011–2012). While Roman 
Catholics in the legislature appear to mirror their concentration in the general popula-
tion, the number of self-identified Protestant Christians at first glance seems to be under-
represented. However, a significant number of members of the legislature at the time —30  
percent—refused to disclose their religious preference or left their preference unspeci-
fied. It is quite possible that some in that 30 percent were Protestant Christians but failed 
to report their preference. In addition, the term Protestant Christian is an overarching one 
that covers a wide range of different members and organizations of Christianity, includ-
ing Assemblies of God, Baptists, Churches of Christ, the Church of God, Episcopalians, 
Lutherans, Methodists, Pentecostals, Presbyterians, and nondenominational Christians, 
among others. These groups differ significantly in their understanding of the role of 
religion in public life and their orientations toward social issues such as abortion and 
gay rights. Even within a particular grouping of denominations, differences exist. For 
example, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the nation’s largest Lutheran 
denomination, is open and accepting of gays and lesbians, as illustrated by its support for 
gay clergy. However, the nation’s second-largest Lutheran denomination, the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod, is against gay rights. In Texas, these two groups are roughly 
equal in membership. Whether the legislature reflects these nuances is difficult to tell.

  Table 3.5  	� Religious Affiliation  
of the 82nd Texas 
Legislature (2011–2012)

Religious Affiliation
Texas 

Legislature
Texas 

Population

Protestant Christian 41% 57%

Catholic Christian 22% 24%

Other Christian 
(Orthodox, Jehovah’s 
Witness, etc.)

  5%   2%

Jewish   2%   1%

Mormon   0%   1%

Muslim   0%   1%

Other   0%   2%

Unspecified/Refused 30% 12%

Sources: National Conference of State Legislatures, “Legislator 
Demographics: State-by-State: Texas,” 2012, www.ncsl.org/legislatures- 
elections/legisdata/legislator-demographic-map.aspx (accessed July 15, 
2012); Pew Forum on Religion in Public Life, “Religious Composition of 
Texas,” 2012, religions.pewforum.org/maps (accessed July 15, 2012); U.S. 
Census Bureau, “2010 American Community Survey,” http://factfinder 
.census.gov (accessed June 3, 2010).


