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ABSTRACT

To investigate the validity of language usage as an
indicator of identification with the HMexican American subculture,
this study hypothesized that greater use of Spanish than English
would be correlated with characteristics consistent with the ideal,
typical, Mexican American family in terms of family of orientation
and aspirations for future family of procreation. Data from Kuvlesky
and Patella*s 1967 study of about 600 Mexican American high school
sophomores in South Texas {cf. related document, ED 040 777) were
used., With a few exceptions, the hypothesis was not supported;
however, the exceptions indicated that language usage may well be
correlated with certain attitudes, behaviors, and other subtle
characteristics that cannot be known without further investigation.
Implications were drawn for theory, past and future research,
methodology, and social policy, particularly in the educatioral realmn
(e-.g., teachers must not assume that language usage patterns indicate
other aspects of the student’s attitudes and values). [Not available
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Abstract

This study follows up on Kuvlesky and Patella's earlier papcr, "Strength
of Ethnic Identification and Intergenerational Mobility Aspirations amoug
Mexican American Youth'" (1970), which was based upon two assumptions:
Parsons' description of the Mexican American subculture as particularistic-
ascriptive, and the validity of language usagce as an indicator of ethnic
identificaiion. They hypothesized that degrece of identiification with the
Mexican American subculture (as measurcd by language usage) is inverscly
related to desire for upward intergencrational mobility. The first of
these two assumptions being considered valid, this study examincs the
second, which, though widely accepted by sociolinguists, has been
challenged occasionally. The aim here is to determine the correlation
boetween language usage, as indicated by an index of usc of Spanish versus
use of English in & variety of situations, and other presumed indicators
of ethnicity for the Mexican American subculture. These indicators of
ethnicity are in two areas: characteristics of family of orientation and
aspirations for future family of procreation. It was hypcthesized that
characteristics in these two areas which are consistent with the ideal
typical Mexican Amcrican family would be correlated with e high index of
language usage, that is, with greater usc of Spanish than Eunglish. This
ctudy used the Kuvlesky and Patella data from a 1967 study of about 600
Mexican American high school sophomores in South Texas. With a few
exceptions, the hypothesis was not supported. It was concluded that in
geiteral language usage is not a valid indicator of ethnicity as it is
described by tha indicators used hare. The excepticns indicate that
language usage may well be correlated with certain attitudes, behaviors
and other subtle characteristics, but the precise identity of these
can not be known without further investigation; they can by no mecaus
be assumed as' they often are. Implications are drawn for theory, past
and future reseawrch, methodologzy, and social poligy, particularly in
the educational realm.
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THE PROBLEM

This study stems from the unexpected outcome of an invaestigation
by Kuvlesky and Patella (1970) dealing with intergenerational mogil-
ity espirations of Mexican American youth., Kuvlesky and Patella hy-
pothesized that the more strongly an individual identified with the
escriptive mother culture (identification was measured oy an index
éf Spanish language use), the less likely he would be to desire up-
ward mobility. Ths hypothesis, based upsn Parsons' descrigtion of
the Mexican American supculture as particularistic-azscriptive, and

as zn indicator of ethnic iden-

48}

upon the validity af language usag
tification, was not upheld. As the former assumption still seams
z reasonable ons, the lattear is being quzstioned here. The nysoe-
thesis undsr test is the following: Relative uss of the Spanish
language versus the Englisn language is divectly corrslated with

identificazion with the ethnic subgulturs,
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

]

m

The literature must be exawined in two areas:. lznguajec usag
in relation to culture, and ths nature aof the Mexiczn Americzan
subculture. With respect to the first of thess, sociolinguistic
and sociological thecrists znd researchers have long zssumed that
i language usage patterns of bilingual greups of people directly
4 reflect people's relative involvsment with the ethnic mother cul-
ture and the second culture. Joshua Fishman (1866:25), in his

comprehsnsive theoretical and empirical study of lenguage loyalty

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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of various ethnic groups in the United States, generally equates
maintenance of the mothert tongus with identification with thz eth-
nic subculture. Likewise do numerous other theorists (Kroeher,
1964:vii; Christian and Christian, 1965:303; Leach, 1956:32; Hoi jer,
1964:456). Empirical investigators as well genearally ascume that
language usage is a valid indicator of ethnic identification (Lam-
bgrt, 1966:463; Heller, 19561:31; Hayden, 1960; Kloss, 19556:212).
However, thair basic assumation has baen challernged occasionally,
and‘has teen proved to be invaliZd for many ethnic subgroups araound
the world. Often etnnic identity end unity and maintenance of the
mother tongue hzve been separated so thal pne exists without the
other. Kloss (19524212) points aut a possible reason for tnis: "A
high degree of gthnic pride anc self-reliance mzy, 2t first glance,
seem definitsly favorabls to lznauage maintenancs. Actually thess

o zssimilztiaon sincsz they

Q)
[#1]

\\

characteristics may hasten the pfoce
may lead to the view that group life can be maintzined without lin-
guistic continuity." Examples of cases in which language and ath-
nicity have gonz2 their separate ways may bz found in Johnston (1955
449 ), Weinreich (19%3:100), Fishmzn and Nazhirny (1954), Hohenthal

and Mclorkle (1955:265-300) and many others., An extensive body of
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literature explores the numerous variables which

GO

choices at a given moment or in terms of gen=srzl pztte
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tishman provides a useful (although not cnmplete) synithesis of these
in his scheme of domains of language usege (Figure 1).

The literature on the Mexican American subculture is primarily
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descriptive and subjective to date, but the picture it providas is
quite consistent. This review will focus on those aspects of the
subculturza which will form the fpundatiaon for the specific empiri-
cal hypotheses of this study; due to the limitations of the data,
it will center on the family. To begin, the source of the culture,
and a prima force in its maintenance, is Mexico (Edmonson, 1957:
Gonzalez, 1967:29). Parsons describes the culitura as particu=-
laristic-ascriptive (1951:200) and thus very traditionalistic. The

to family overshadow ail others (Rubel, 196G:5%). The orine

of male dominance is besic (1966:58) and the fathar is the

center of authority and responsibility (Christian and Christian,

02). The ethic of "machismd'is central to the upbringing of

the young boy (H2ller, 1969:35). It is an imag= 23 the ideal meale
which "includes sexual prowess, physical strength, adventurpusness

and courage, male dominance, self-confidence and verbal arlicula-

But, accorcing to Christian and Christian,
The division af labor betwren the sax2s is sharply dzfinec,
It is not considered proper for women L work outsidsz the
home or for men Lo sncage in household zctivitiszs. The

Mexican wodman tladltlana1ly had na other concept of her role
or function than as a housekeeper with ch*]dran (1966:202).
Since she rarely uses effective nethods of birth control,

it is expected that she will bear children regularly, leav-
ing no time For work outside the home even were 1t other-
wise permissible (1986:308),

—

Likewise "the girl is trained for the home, the boy for the world

(Tuck,

189456:124). Cathalicisn centinues to be thaz cradominant

religion and to exert z powerful influence on the family (Heller,

18966:17~19). The Mexican Amesrican is typically traditienalistic

ERIC
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in his religion.as in other realms of his life, and tﬂus the church's
proscription of use of birth control measures is followed carefully
and families tend to be large. Likewise divorce is proscribed (Gon-
zalez, 1969:129)., Education is not stressed in the subculture, and

~
-

is recommended even less for girls than for boys.(Rubel, 1966:58),

SOURCE AND COLLECTION OF DATA*

The data wers collected in the spring of 1867 in Lwo south-
west Texas countigs -~ Dimmit 2nd Maverick - and two South Taxas
countias - Starr and Zapata. The suybjects were sophomores in the
seven high schools of these counties. These counties were selec-
ted for the larger resedarcnh project in that the populations were
predominantly MExicaH American, eccnemically depressed a2nd predon-

inantly rural and/or non-metropolitan, They are especially appro-

priate to this study as thay are on or near the Ma2xican bdorder,

and thus the subjects are in a pasition to identify with either

o
1

culture, Thszre is 2 great deal o varizbility among the savzn
schools in terms of size, curricule offerred, nature of the stu-
dents, and many ather characteristics. The youth intercviewed for

this study comprised nine-tenths of those enralled in .thz seven

schools at the time. High school sophomores were used in order

*Information cancerning the source znd collectl
drawn from the thesis of Ozvid W. Wright, Jr. (1868).

ERIC | 6
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provigde maximum comparability with other related studias,
The schedule utilized in this study was pretested during the
summer of 1965 on selected Nogro and white male and female high

school students in Bryan and College Station, Texas. An 18-paje

o]

.

revised schedule was administered to high school students in s

lected East Texas countizs, and in two other Southern states

[
2

the spring of 1966. The schedule was then revistd to the final
12-page form employed in the collection of data for the study of
which this study is a part. The data collection took place in MNay,

1967, and was performed by meansof group interviews conducted by

trained graduate students in the selected schools. The intarview -
ers were introduced to the subjects as representatives of Texas A&
University whe were studying youth in Texas. 0One of the intervisw-

ers read each question aloud as thz respondsnts answerec an the
cuestionnaire. Both the respondents and the school officials were

nsos would be confidentizl: namas

]

informed beforehand that all resp
ancd addresses of the respondants were collescted only for the use
of the resesarchers. Administration of the guassiionnaire tack from
35 to 70 minutes, with th2 pace bsing altersd as anpropriate
each group of interviswees. The subjects included all students pre-
sent on the day of the inlervieuw (669 of the 755 sophomores) wha

were identified as Mexican Am=rican by means of four items an the

fEfHal?)a.

[8)

questionnaire. There werz 290 males and 30

ERIC o 7

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

R o s o . o



FRAMEWOARK

As mentioned above this data involves only certain zsoects of
family. Tha two m.jor areas of consideration azre the following:
1) tharactaristics of the family of orientation, in particular,
contact with Mexico, roles of the parents and working of woman out-
side the home, aivorce, and education; and 2) Aspirations for Fu-
ture family of procreation, in particular, importance of family
relative to other goals and involvements, desire to marry, ideal
family size, and working of women ocutside the home. The basic
assumption in each case will be that an individual who is frem =a
more typicezl Nexican American family or who zspires to hzve & more

owin would be more strongly

93}

typical fiexican American family ol hi

identified with ths subculture than zn individual who is from a less

typical Mexican American family gr who zspires to havez a less typical
one. In accordance with the hypothesis being, tested here, the
mer individual would hezvs 2 stronger preference Tor Spanish than the

latter.
INDICATORS AND MEASUREMENTS*

Language Usage

Respondents were asked six guestions concerning their use o

languasge: 1) Dw you speak Spanish? 2) What lamguage do you usually

use when speakina with your parents? 2) What lancuagsz do you usu-

' ¥Allinstruments may be found at the conclusion of the paper.

ERIC .
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ally use when talking with your close friends in your neighborhood?
4) What languags do you usually use when speaking with your close
friends outside of class? 5) How many of the radio programs you
listen to are hroadcast in Spanish? and 6) How many of the megazines
and newspaners which you read are in Spanish? Fisnman's schema pro-
vides a basis for esvaluating ths extent to which ths available data
an language usage may be expected to tap the universe (Figufa 1).

As the filled boxes indicate, in this study which did not differen-
tiate among situations, the data comorise only B cells (or 8 blocks
of 3 cells each). The data are thus somewhat limited, being huzav-
ily weighted in favor of thes speaking medium over veading, with wri-
ting totally neglected. They include both comorehension and produc-
tion roles, with some emphzsis on comprehension, but complztely ne-
gle;t the inher role. Howevar, they Jo include four of the six

domgains.

It was decided to combine the fivs indicators 9f language uszge

)

= .
-

(excluding the first guestion) into an index ta allow broader gen

alization. Contrary to the mazsthod used by Kuvlessky and Ratella (1370)

which weighted all five items equally, it was decided that it would
be lass arbitrary to weight the interaction cantext (the first three
of thez five items) equally against the non-interaction cantext (the
last two). A preliminary analysis of inter-item correlations was

performed in order to determine whether or not any two items miant

[

be tapping the same things (Tabls 1-4), and thus to avoid civing un-

4.

due weight to some-aspzct in one of the halves of the index. The

28




Table 1. Numbers of Respondents Giving Each of the
Possible Pairs of Responses to Itesms 259b,
Language Used with Parents and 29c, Language
Used with Close Friends in Neighborhood.

29¢c
29b Response
1 2 3 Total

Responss :

1 22 1 12 35

2 20 205 163 388

3 41 32 100 173
Total B3 238 - 275 556
X2 = 13B,73%

Table 2. Numbers of Respondznts Giving Fach of the
Possihle Pairs of Responsas to Items 29b,
language Used with Parents, and 29d, Language
Usad with Clouse friends OQutside Class.

299
29d Responce
1 2 3 Total
R e S p 0 n S e o — B st 1 g e PN 4 Same & WA T §ova) i Vi S (i e P 4 AP LM A et o om0
1 31 1 7 39
2 60 114 197 371
3 66 12 108 185
Total 197 127 312 594
X% = 99.6%
¥This value is significant at P<.O1.

)

10
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Table 3. Numbers of Respondents Giving fach of the
Possible Palvrs of Responses tg Items 29c,
Language Used with Close Friends in Neigh-
borhood, and 29d, Lenguage Used with Friends
OQutside Class.,

29d___
23b Response
1 2 3 Total
Response 0
1 63 1 18 82
2 22 108 108 238
3 72 18 185 276
Total 157 127 312 596
x2 = 405%

Table 4, Numbars of Respondents Giving Each of the
Possible Pzirs aof Responses to Items 30,
Radio Programs Listesned to, and 31, Maga-
zines and Newspapzars Aead.

14

N -

30 Response

1 2 3 or 4 Total
Response

1 128 23 2 153
2 470 146 3 319
3 or ¢4 33 67 24 124
4 Total 331 235 25 595

*This value is significant at P<01.
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interaction items, the first three, were examinad For correlation

in pairs, and the two non-interaction items against each other. 0On
the basis of the chi-square valu=s obtained, all of which wsre ex-
tremely high, it was concluded that there was 2 high dependence a-
moné all the first three items and a high dependence alspo betuween

the fourth and fifth items. Thus the index was formulated by drawing
half of its weight from the first three items and half from the last
two.

Egmilx: Characteristics of Family of Orientation

o
£
|

The areas of ethnicity to be investigated and the speciflic items
measuring them are examined hare.

Contact with Mexico: "Where were your parants born? (Give the

town and state.)" The assumption here is that an individual both
of whosa parents were born in flexico would have greszter contact
with the culture, would identify more strongly with it, and thus

would use more Spanish than an individual both of whoss parents were

born in the United States. An individual ome of whosz parentis was
born in Mexico and one in ths United States would fall in betwzen,

Rolas of the parents and working 2F women outside tha homa: (1)

"Who is the major monesy earner in the family?" It wes assumed that

an individual whose father is the major money earner would be more

strongly identified with the subculture and would use more Spznish

i , R . ) o a”
than an individual for wham the major money earner in the family

was anyone else (given that the father is living). (2) "Is your

father (or

m

tepfather) presently employed cutside the nomz?" Heare

ERIC - 12
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the assumption is that an individual whose father is working or
looking for work would be more strongly identified with the subcul-
ture and would use more Spanish thazn an individual whose father is
not. (%) "Is your mother (or stepmother) presently employed out-

side the home?" The assumption in this case is that an indivicuzal
whose mother is not working or looking for work would be more strongl;
identified with the subculture znd would use more Spanish than an
individual whose mother is working or looking for work,

Divorces: Muhat is the marit=l status of your mother and father?"
Here it is assumed that of the individuals both of whose parents ere
living, one whose parents are living together would be most strongly
identified with the subculture and would use most Spznish, one whose
parents are separated would be less idesntified and would use less
Spanish, and ome whose parznits were divorced would be least identi-
fizd and would use laast Spanish,

Education: MWwhat was the highest schaol ¢rzds complsted by your
father and mother?" In this case it was assumed that an individuwal
whose Father had more education than his mother would be most iden-
tified with the subeulture and would uss most Spanish, aone whose
parents had equal amounts, less so0, 2nd one whose mother had more

education than his father, least of all,

fFamily: Aspirations for Future Family of Procreation

-ty

Importance of family relative to other goals and involvements:

~-n

of 11

w

Respondents were asked to rank z serie e goadls, and it was

assumed that thes closer to "1" the rank zssigned teo the goal "to

13
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get married and raise a family," the more identilfied with thg sub-
culture the individual, and the more Spanish he would use.

Desire to marry: "Do you want to cet married some day?" Here

the assumption is that an individual who wants to marry or is mar-
ried would be more identified with the subculture and use more Span-
ish than an individual who does not want ta marry.

Ideal family sizs: "How many children do you want? It was as-

o~ oot

sumed in this case that the more children an individual wanted, the
morzs he identified with theg subculture and the more SPanish he would
use.

Working of womzn putside the home: Ffor girls, "Whzt do you want

to do about work outside the homez after you are marria=d?" and for
boys, "If yeu get married would you want your wife to work outside
the hnme?” It is assumed hersz that an individual who did not want
the wife to work at all would be most identified with the subculture

~
&

and would use most Spanish, with respopses of willingness for thea
wifg tc work increasing amounls indic=ting successivaly less identi-
fication, and less use of Spanish.

Contraois and Statistical Analysis*

&}
(@]

ausz language wusags is known to be influenceZ by a multitude

B

of variables, it was censidered important tom conirmal as many of thess

4Y]
fu

as possible, Available in the data, znd selected for consideration

5]

r hzcause of the sampling procesdure uszd

3\

as tentative conirols eith

r

- b o B o g e e

# The camputar pragram us2cd for the contral znalysis was the
GLHYP, versian 3.01/6D. For the main analysis, the Zerbe L=
Squares was usead.

14
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in collecting the data or on the basis of their theoretical impor-
tance were the following variables: sex, county, place of residence
(city, town, country-non-farm, farm), and high school. A Rieduyl
Goaness of Fit Test for normality of the data (Teble 5) indicated
that the use of the parametric analysis of variance would be valid
here. It was cencluded on the basis of the Anova (Table &) that sex
and county should be statisticalily controlled. However, only the
sex variable will be incorporated into the discussion as county is

presumed to have no theorstical importance. The Anova will be used

also in the main analysis.

RESULTS
Characteristics of family of Jrientation

Birthplace of parents

The F-test (Table 8) yielded 2 vzlue significant at a very high
level for both sexes (for males, .00 P> 0005; for femalss, p<,0005).
The table of msans shows that far bath malss znd females, the mean

ases from left to right. The magni-

8]

index of language usags decr
tude of ths significant difference in means in index points is not
especially agreat for the males (1.5 index ppints) but is quite largs
for the Females (4 indax points); Thus the significant differences
found by the F~test ekist'in the direction predicted by tha hypo-
thesis, and the general hypothessis of a correlatian betwezn pre-

Ference of 3Spanisnh and identification with the subculture is upheld

in this case,




Table 5. Riedwyl Goodness of Fit Test: Frequency
Distribution for Index by Sex.

15

Index Males Females Total
4 5 13 18
5 7 16 23
6 9 12 21
7 3 : 7 10
8 19 24 43
9 16 14 30
10 39 35 74
11 27 31 58
12 43 36 79
13 19 28 47
14 45 29 74
15 7 .15 22
16 31 18 49
17 1 3 4
18 12 12 24
19 0 0 0
20 6 8 14
Total 289 301 590
nlin = 31] =7.05

Note: In this table and in the frequency and per-
centage distribution tables in the Appendix,
there are no respondents with an index
value of 19, This is because such a value
is an arithmetic impossibility given that
the three possible code values are 1, 3,
and 5, and the weighting of the items in
the index which was utilized.

TThe hypothesis of normality could not be rejected
as this value was not found to be statisticalily signif-
icant.
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Table 6. Analysis of Variance With Respect to Index of
Language Usage.

Source of Variation DF SS MS - F

Sex 1 90.1521 ,90.15  7.28)

County '3 172.063  57.35  4.63°

High School in County 3 73.9465 24.65  1.99°

Place of Residence 3 71.2038  23.73  1.92"

Pooled Interactions 38 522.825 13.76 1.11

Within 541  6697.98 12.38

Total - 589  7635.33 12.96
]The sex variable was found to be significant at 4
a level of .01>P>.005.

2The county variable was found to be significant

at a level of .005>P>.C01.

3The high school in county variable was found to

be not significant for P = .10.

4The place of residence variable was found to be

not significant for P = .10.
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fa jor money earner

The F-test (Table 9) failed to yield a significant statistic
for either males or temales, and thus the hypothesis was not up-

held by the data for either.

Employment of the father

The F-test (Table 10) indicates a rather highly significant
differencas between the twa treatments for the males (.05>P7.025)
but the table of means indicates that the difference is in the di-
rection contrary to that predicted by the hypothesis. The mean
index of language usage is hipher for thaée respondents whose fa-
ther 1s not working or looking for work, rather than ths reverss.
For the females, there was also a significant difference found
between thz two groups, and the difference is in the direction pre-
dicted by the hypothesis. However, z2s thes tzble of mezans dezmon-
sErétes, the magnitude of the difference is smz2ll (only about .44

index points). This differance is not considsred to be mz2aningful.

Thus the hypothesis is not supported by the females znd is strongly
contradicted by the males,

Employment of the mother

The F-test (Teble 11) yielded a significant value of ths statis-
tic for the males (,10°P>.05). The table of means supports this
result in that the mean index of leanguage usage is higher for thase
respondents whose mothzr is not working or loaking fer wprk thzn

for the others. This significant difference, though not espzacially

large (1 index point), is thus in the dirsctimn predicted by the

13
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hypothesis, The value of F yielded by the data of the females was
not significént. Thus in this case, the hypothesis is supported
by the males but not by the females,

Marital status of parants

The F-test (Table 12) yielded a significant value of F for both
males and females (.10>P2>.05). PBut as pefors, the table of means
shows the significant difference to Be not in the pattern predictad
by the hypothesis. According to thé hyppthesis, the mean indices
of languages usage should decrease from laft to right across the
table. Howevar; as shown in the teble, the lowest mean indax was
achisved by those meles whose parents are separated, and ths inter-

mediate value of the mean index, by those whoss parents ar= divarced.

=

The highest mean index, on the other hand, was achieved as predictead
by those whbpse parants are living tagethszr. Thus the hyoothesis was
not supportesd by either males or females, although it should be noted

o paretns are living together did suo-

-

thet the group of males who

(5]

port the hypothesis, However, thz difference bietwsen their mean in-
dex and- -that of the males whose oarents ars divorced (.57 index ooints)

would probebly not be shown to be significant.

w

Relative education of oarents

4

The F-test (Table 13) on this item yielded a statistic for the

tatistic

9]

mzles which was nat signifiecant. For the females, ths
was highly significant (.025>R>.8B1). However, once again examina-

o~
fs

tion of the tabls of means indicztzs that the significant differesnce

found between the treaitments is not in thsz direction pradicted by




the hypothessis. Rather, the highest mean index is that of the
"fqual amounts" category of respondents. Likewiss contradictory
to the hypothesis is the fact that of the other two categories,
that of "Mother's education greater" has a higher mean than "fa-
ther's education grezater.” Thus the data for neither the males
nor thg females support the hypothesis.

[
Aspirations for Future Family of Procreation

Relaﬁive importance of family

The F-test (Table 14) in this case yielded 2 significant rasult
for the males (.10>¢>L05). However, the mean indices for the males
increase with gregt regularity from le2ft te right, that is, in the

direction ppposite to that predicied by the hypothesis. Ths F-vzlue

cass do not

U

for females was not significant. Thus the datz in thi
support the hypothesis for sither sex.

Desire to marry

Likewise in this case, the F-~test (Tehle 1%) failed to yield =2

data fail

+
w

- meles or femalzs. Thus th

.

significant result for eithe
to support thsz hypothesis.

Desire of males far wife {2 work

The F-test (Table 156) failed to yigld a significant statistic

and the hypothesis wa

)]

not supgorted,

Fad

Dasire of females to work aftsr marrigos

=1

In contrast, the F-test (Tablz 17) in this case yielded a rathe
) ¥

[&\]

highly significant value (.025>P>.01). As well, the table of me2zns

shows this cdiffersnce to he in the dirsciion predicted, fairly

Do
o
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large (2.5 index points) and highly regular as well. The values
for the mean index decrease from left to right as the involvement
with work of the females incrzases, thus supporting the hypothesis,

Ideal family size

The F-test (Table 18) yielded a rather highly significant result
for the males (.025>R>.01). Exawnination of tne table of means de-
monstrates that this difference is generally in the direction pre-
dicted by the hypothesis and is guite ldarge. Ths smallest ideal
family size (1 child) category has likewise the lowest mean index
of language usage. The valuss tnen jump éharply to about 12, in-
crease to azbout 13 a2t the family size 5, and ganerally stay there,
with on2 exception (7 children). It should bs noted, however, that

o
1

this category has only 3 respondents in it. Thus this data for the
mzles may be said te support the hypothesis. The f~test for the
famales likewise yielded a highly significant result (,052P>,025)

but examination of the table of means shows that this significance

w2s prohably produced in great part by thes value in the catsgory

-
"
0
(s]]

"7, wnere the mean index is the highest pessible, 20. Thi Le-

]

gory, though, contaims only pne respondent, and if it is ignored,

the predicted trend still does not exisk; there is ne semblance of
a regular increase in the value of the mean index from left to right,
Thus whilz the data of the males doss support the hypothssis, thst

of the females does not.

21
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Summary
The results are complex, and are therefore summarized in Table

19. In general the hypothesis was not supportsd by this data. The
following cases, however,; were exceptions ta that pattern and did
support the hypothasis:

1. Birthplace of parents; mzles and females

2. Employment of the mother; males

3. Desire of females to work after marriade

4, Ildeal family size; males

© ca

388

The magnitude of the significant difference found in ths

n
r

varied from a small one in the second instance to a quite large

one in the fFeurth.
CONCLUSIONS AND IMRLICATIONS

As always in the face of an wunsupported hypothesis, many Qquestians

must be asked before it is cnncluﬂéd that the hypothzsis zctu=ally

(@]

does naot reflect reality. As was pointed out, the indicators
both languags usage znd af 2thnicity may be nuestioned in the zxtznt
to which they'tap the véried universe. But sven in vigw of their
At

limitations, they seem to be fairly well constructed z2nd strai

1]

Forward. Therefore, until the knowlsdge of the Mexican Amzrican

subculture is rendered morz ohjective, until better indicators of

ethnieity are developed, angd until the measursment of languzce usaze
] is more refined, it will be concluded that the hypothesis under test
here simply does naot reflect raality; leznguane usage is not z valid

indicatar of esthnic identification.

The exeeptions must he explored, howsver. In the cass of

| mmT
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"Birthplace of parents," thes explanation may lie in the fact that
the indicater of contact with Mexico is simply too gross to be
valid. However, it may also he that this indicator is more firmly
Founded in sociolinguistic theory concerning how the young acquire
their culture than others. In that case the contrasting results
obtained for it and the majority of the other indicators would
bring into guestion the current understanding of the subcul ture.
Until that understanding is improved, however, the first explanation
will have to be accepted.

The exceptional case "Employment of mother" for the males was
based upon the same assumptions as were the itsas "Major money

earnar" and "Employment of father." The most raasonable cxplana-

&

tion for the difference in result lies in the probahility that mzles
and Temales do not respond tp the "machismo" ethic in ths samz wzy.

It may be that the zmployment of ths mother challsngss the young
male, in whom thes notion of male dominance is {i
a way that it does not challange the Tenale. Her role as {uturs

mother znd hamemaker is nat underminesd hy har mpther's working,

result

4]

while thz rele of the male is severely undercut, Ths sam
might have Leen obtained in thz casz of "Mzjor money earnsr” had

th zneral "“Otner., "

[}

"Mother" category" been separatad from the

S

The unemployment of the fzther may be seen as invelunitary znd thus
bj Y b4

(3]

Tmales, Thus in the

(&}

cerry no implicatisns for 2iiher males or f
cesz2 of "Employment Sf molher," becausz of ths particular strzin

involved for the male, langudge usage could be ussd as an indicator

RIC - 31
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of the male's identification with the subculture.

‘ The case of "Pesire of females to work" involves aspirations
i rather than ascribed characteristics. 1In this instance the female
; has been forced to place herself in response categories, and hes
{ thus put herself under an active strein in her relation to the sub-
’ culture, much as occurred with the males in the former case. She
| is actively contradicting the subculture oy desiring to work after
marriage, and thus her language usage is an indicator of her ethnic
identification. The males are not so intensely involved with this
problem because they are placing their future wives, not themselves,
in cetegories, and, sven in view of the Jmachismo” athic, are thus
more passive participants.

In thz case of "Ideal femily size" as well, it seems that males
and females should not have been expected to respond in thz sams
way.to the culture. It may be here that the male hgs a stake in
a large family which the femalz does not. The larger his family,
the greater the proof of his virility, of his "mzchismo." The fe-~

“male not only js not affected by this consideration, but a2s she will
have almost sole responsibility for ths rearing 3% her family, she
may be tempted to limit the size of her family, in spite of the
Catholic prascription qf bifth control.

These four exceptiomal cases, then, 211 provide instancezs in

valid indicator af ethnicit for
Y

1]
AY

which languzge may be usad a
various reasons. The fact that they were axceptional emohasizes
the fact thzt languzge usage is not generally valid, and only through

detailed empirical investigation may the cases whsrs this is pos-

ERIC ' 32
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sibly be ferreted out. The culture is simply too complex to be
dealt with otherwise.

The implications of this conclusion for sacislinguistic theory
are zpparent: the naive notion of the general wvalidity of language
usage as an indicator of ethnicity must be abandoned, and replaced
by a more sophisticated approach yhich would involve invastigation
of each individual bilingual subculture before use of language in
this way. The effect of lanquage usage upon such things as maobility

'S

should beg explured theoretically, with attention to ths following
areas: 1) Relative use of Spanish and £nglish in varigus domgins;
and 2) Englisn language @bility, regardless of amount of use.

The implicetions of the conclusion here relative to the Kuvlesky

and Patella study (1970) is that, until the subcwlture is undarstood

-

i.

8]

more thoroughly, their results and those of similar studiss

Nall, 1961) should be intesrpretec in z less sweaping sense. As was
remarked ahove, laznguage usage, though not gensrally applicalle as

Py

thnicity, is still a meaningful variehle in it

i
u

an indicator of

own right. The knowledge thal thz expected nesgative carrelztion be-

1

twezn language uszge and mobility =zspirations does not egxist extend
our understanding of the subculture and demznds further investigation

g
Pl -

O]

of it. Future research should focus upon 1) languzge usage, se

[}

ing tp determine how it is best tepped for this subculture in par-

ticular, and for bilingual suhbcultures in generzl, and 2) ethnicity,

&)
ke
]
Y

4

ol s

aiming to discover empirically just whadt azre thes saliznt =z

of the Msxican American subculture, ths "“true" indicators of ethnic
)

34
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identification, both btepavioral, and non-behavioral. This latter
area 1s a very Promising but largely unexplored one. Methodology:
as well, should focus on these two areas, as innovative new tools
for both are desperately needed.

The most direct social aopplication of the findings of this study
is to the educational world, a criticel one today for many Mexican
American ypungsters, as well 2s membazrs of othsr bilingual minor-

t he-

w

ities such as the Indians. Teachers must nu longer assume th

™

cause they perceive the language usage paditerns of their students,
they are equippad ta extrapolate them to all othszr aspects of the

nts' attitudes and values, It may wsll ba found ultimately

4]
w

cr
cC
|98
st}

S

o
h

ul correla

ct
/

that, for 5 glven suticulture, lznguage is =z gowsr >
many aspects ofan individual's outlook and behavior. Howevszr, 2t

this correlations is not known.

(5]
4]

™

'oiht in time, the nature of tha
Therefgre no teacher attémpting to deal with 2 bilingual youngstzr
srtuuld assume that becauss "Juan”" is very cuiet except with his
friends, and thsn hs spéaks only 3Spanish, he necszssarily has zany

particular set of attitudes cancerning his own ethnicity or toward

LS|
4]
e
[3)]

the daminant culturs. The interazction of languagz znd cultu

-

owin: casz may wsll exisv: oans particular

53]
“h
(&}
s
[

a complex ona, n

youngster mady spzak credominantly Spznish, considsr himsel? more

>
)

(6]
—
(&)
0
[y
ot
~+
o
[sd]

m
Mzxican than American, znd reject cartain aspacts aof
while zdapting oth=rs., A sacond youngster may speak zrzdaminantly

hngliéh, and yet havz cxaetly thz zame conformation of attitudes

2s the other. Likewise two students mgy wse just the sarme amaunt
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of Spanish and have widely differing outlooks on life. Teachers
today, given the state of knowledge on the subject, simply cannot
claim to understand their students' values, attitudes and behavior
patterns just be hearinag the lznguage that comes out of their mouths;
teachers must mgintain open minds. Too often in the past minority
youngsters have become victims of a s21f-fulfilling prophecy made
by the teacher concerning their probable success in the school
(Deutsch, 1967). This unfortunate waste can hbe decreased signifi-
cantly if teachers can manage to free themselves of ill-founded
stereotypes such as those based on language usage. The implications
for employers of Mexican Americans parzllel those for tsachers.

More generglly, these results point toward the need for sociel
policy, particularly in education, to dirsct itself toward giving
tne people of Mexican Amzrican heritgge an gven chance in this so-
city. In the past the schools have perpetrated a misguidzd =ffort
to force acculturation upon the members of this subculture (es well
as others). As a result, acculturation has occurred to a high degree;
witness the high aobility aspirations held by Mexican American youth
in spite of the particularistic-azscriptive nature of ths subculture

(Juarez, 1968). However, this acculturation has hzen achieved at

o+
=]

(tm]
[}
[a\]
3
o
ot
O

gth a rich cultural herl

or

the price of great violence to
the individuals who shbuld he its proud bzarers. (Needless to say,
there is a certain hias on the part of the zuther coloring this
eveluation., But unless omz believe: that cultural subgroups in this

country must b2 feorced to blend in with dominant culturs to the

_._SA——_
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point of rendering thesmselves indistinguishable‘From its other mem-
bers, the bias is not an extreme one.) In the past many educators
have opposed bilingual education for fear that tsaching of the Span-
ish language, and of the culture, would prevent acculturation (An-
dersson, 1969:72). However, this study has demonstrated that lan-
guage is not a reliable predictor of ethnic identification, or of
any attitudes or beliefs we know of yet, so educators should not
fear bilingual education on these grounds. Moresover, the accultu-
ration which has begun will surzly continue, and there is much rea-
son to believe that were the educationzl éxoerience of young fMexi-
can Americans made more meaningful for them, they would achiave
grezter success in Anglo schools, and thus in the Anglo socisty
(Spilerman, 1971:114). B8ilingual education, thk=n, should be encour-
aged and expanded, and the sooner the better, with the goal being to
provide bilingual education for all interssted Mexican American

youth, and members of other swubcultures as well.
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INSTRUMENTS

Mexican American Identity and Language Usage
28, Are you of Spanish-American ancestry? (Circle
one number., )

1 Yes ' 2 No

29, a) Do you speak Spanish? {lircle one number.)
1 Yes 2 Ne
If you answered yes, you do speak Spanish,
answer the following qusstions:
b) “What language do you usually use when spaaking
with your parents? (Circle one rumber.)
1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the

same amount
of both

-

c) Wh§t.languag9 do you usually use when talking
with your close friends in your neighborhood?
(Circle one number. )

1 English 2 Spanish 3  About the

" same amgunt
of both




speaking with your close school friends
outside the class? (Circle one number.)
1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the

same of
both

42

30. How many of the radio programs you listen to
are broadcast in Spanish?

1 None 2 Some 3 More-than-half 4 Al1

31. How many of the magazines and newspapers which
you read are in Spanish?

1 None 2 Some 3 More-than half 4 A1l

-

Characteristics of Family of Orientation
32. Where were your parents born? (give the town
and state.)

Mother

Father

d) What language do you usually use when
25. Who is the major money earner in the family?
(Circﬁe one number):
1 Father
2 Mother

3 Brother or sister

Q ‘ 44




24.

23.
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4 Other (Who? )

5

Insurance, social security, or something

1ike this

Is your father (or stepfather) presently

employed outside the home? (Circle one number):

1
2
3

5
6

Yes, full-time

Yes, part-time

No, but is looking for work

No, does rot work and is not lookirg for
wOrk outside the home

Have no father or stepfatﬁer

Don't know

Is your mother (cr stepmother) presently

employed outside the home? (Circle one number):

1

2 W™

Yes, full-time

Yes, part-time

No, but is looking for work

No, does not work and is not.1ooking for
work outside the home

Have no mother or stepmother

Don't know

-




22.

What is the marital status of your mother and

father? (Circle one number):
1 Both alive, living together
2 Both alive, separated

3 Both alive, divorced

4 Father not 1iving

5 Mother nuc living

6 Neither father nor mother living

What was the highest school grade completed by
your father and mother? (Circle one number

fcr father and one number for mother.)

Father Mother
1 Did not go to school 1
2 TGrade 1 - 7 2
3 Eighth grade 3
4 - Some high school but didn't 4
graduate
5 Graduated from high school 5

6 Went to Vocationai School 6

after graduating from high

scheol

7 Some college but didn't gradu- 7
ate

8 . Coliege graduate (4 years) 8




9 Don't know 9

Aspirations for Future Family of Procreation

27. Listed below are a number of things that most
young people look forward to. Rank them in
order of their imbortance to you. For the one
you think is most jmportant put a number 1 1in
front of it; for the next most important one
put a number 23 and so on until you have a
different number (from 1 to 7) for each one.

-

Read over the entire 1ist before answering

the question.

To have lots of free time to do what I
want.
To get ali the education I want.

___To earn as much money as I can.

____To get the job I want most.

____To Tive in the kind of place I 1like best.

___To have the kind of house, car, furniture,
and other things like this I want.

_ﬂ_~fo get marr{éd and raise a family.

1 CHECK YOUR ANSWERS! You should have used -each number

4 from 1 to 7 only one time and you should have a

number in each blank space.

4’7
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8. (a) Do you want to get married some day?
(Circle one number):
1 Yes 2 No 3 Already married

(b) How many children do you want?

G-3 (a) What do you want to (b) What do you actu-

do about work outside ally expect to do
the home after you are about work outside
married? (Circle one the home after you
number.) : are married?

(Circle one number)

want . , Expect

1 Not work outside the home at all

Work part-time until I have a child
Work full-time until I have a child

Work part-time even after I have children

(52 B L B ) |

Work full-time even after I have children

BOYS ONLY ANSWER THIS QUESTION!
B-1 (a) If you get married, (b) IF you get married,

would you want your do you think (ex-
wifé;to work outside pect) your wife will
_ the home? (Circle work outside the
r one number.) home? (Circle one
number. )
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Expect

1 Not work outside the home at all 1
2 Work part-time until we have a child 2
3 Work full-time until we have a child 3
4 Vork part-time even after we have 4

children | )
5 Work full-time even after we have 5

children

Controls: Sex and Place of Residence

2. Sex (Circle one number: 1 Male 2 Female

4. Where have you lived most of your Tife?

(Circle one number):

1 City {over 2,500)

>

2 Town or village (under 2,500)
3 In the country, but not on a farm

4 On a farm

P,




