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B Ve N : The role of attituydinal variables has recently become a cerkral concern
\"—" "" . i . ' I'e . . 7 .
o> to sociolinguists., Given the fogus of sociolinguistic studies, the multible
o ects of covaxlateon between lihguistic and*sociocultural structures and
L el : ‘ ) Y A e | ) v
e behdviours, it is not surprising that » importance of attitudinal variables
. : i v .

elbeennxecognized and its rolt actively investigated in recent
(] . 3 ) *

I f’?eaiit .The\\ levance o@\attitudinal variables is obvious to sociolinguistic

’

o topits such as l#ng age choice and dlffcrentlal code allocatlons 1n multi-

llngual settlngsL rgvaluations and devaluatlons of speech varletles and thelr

t reinforcement or di placement language malﬁtenance and language shift pro— o

’r‘,..’ “ 4 - o

. Cesseegblanguage pollc1ep and language planning endeavors.l

t

' A . f
linguisgtic inv%slzﬁ' e ?xe is no consensus in either theory or research
. -, it ] e TR vt Y . . o i
. i : \ [ v , - T .
copcerning whaf,~”" ;lﬂcﬁuded or excluded from their definitions. Lan-
| ; s i v P

ghage/attitude& sl

which rangcs frog

[

attitudinal uwariab e %ch'lnfluence language behav1our and behavlour towards.
. k \ Al
. X i i T
\ language. It hds r [ &Q been pointed out by Joshua A Flshman that nelther

i end of this contanuu¥ 1J entlrely satlsfactory 1Q\i§fﬁer theery or researchf;~

b \

’

®

'According to Fisﬁman langﬁage att#udes should be defined in “terms of their

referent and ampllfied to include not only language but language behaviour and

FLoO7 7 .35

‘ ; S ' ' - “ o
referents of which language or language behaviour is a marker or symbol.2 Thus

'

attitudes towards Spanish, towards features of. Spanish such as dialect variants,
. - i < I \ N . X

v '

-

towards the use of Spanish for-intgbgroup purposes, towards Spanish as an

LY

ethnic identity marker, towards Spanish maintenance‘and shift, would all be lan-
o , _ .
quage attitudes. _Conversely, attitudes towards Latin or Mexican Americans are

‘9

. K " :
N N ity .
~ - N i !f,., . . R . -
. . : : | . : N :
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stress in domains other than ‘those under privatescontrol, and.that mother- .

from Los Angeles,

e,
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not language attitudes per se altffough they might be refilected by attitudes

' ’ Fm—— H . T o

towards Spanish or English speech-va ieties of Spanish s?eakers;
. o g o ) : .

Whether we define language attitudes i1 tHe narrow or wide sense, the
v - \ ) ]
) ‘a . . [l .

number -of studies dealing with "Language attigudes towards Spanish among Mexic@n -
. . . s 7 ) " . ;
Amecricans is very limited and their origin very recent.: The/iirst studies

3

appeared in the mid-5ixties.”> From these studies we have’ learned that .language ‘
: ) \ . .

-

. o ‘.“ . "
%aintcnance did not reprgsent a congciously avowed goal among reshEndents in

. - . . ‘ . .
San Antonio; that the usage of Spanish wag associated with considerable social

5 , ,
tongue éontinuity when considered desirable, was not justified upon ethnic ;;f

grounds, such as the preservation. of the group as a distinct entity (this was x -

3

, ) . . . ) . N , ) ‘ , . , _<- N v'
percelg%? mainly in terms of its subordinate socio-economic status) but:rathexr’

upon -humanistic and cultural values, jﬂf language maintenance succeeded, which .

it did,lit was due to habitual usage and other factors, rather than to ideolo-

gical elaboration or conviction, A large-scale more recent study reinforces = «
: ' ' ’ o - » .
these findings.4 The Mexican American population of San Antonio when asked
: ’ : : ' ¥ .

-what they”would like to see thejn children retainbof.Mexiqan ways,

gave prior-
[ S v . . v

. \ . ) ) R I.
ity to manner and customs (38%) rather than to language (31%). Respondents

on the other hand,‘whére Mexicanness is less of a liability
because of the greater pgrmisivehess of the environment, the greater70pportunify

of upward mobility and the greater English profiency‘qf the Mexican American

populatian, gave preferepnce to Spanish maintenance by -a far greater margin (51%}.
- ’ . / ) o . - i . :
/ both San Antonie and/Los Angeles, the desire for language retentiveness - . .-

K . "
orrelated with social

I

status. It was mentioned far
i J -‘

' ‘ .

ll—to-dé than the poor, : BN

ithin the ethnic community, particularly in.dalifopnia,

‘s . . 4 .

. Q L4 7 . . .
progressive urbanizatfion, greater educational attainment and ocrupational diversi-

seemed to be positivelw

A .
. !
more often among the w

C’dhgoibg changes

o




. "‘. . \Page3

.‘ N . " . ! . ’ Ty

" \ . - !
" flqatlon, and wn.th;.n *‘fui&ﬁream soc:.ety the c:.vjkl rlghts movemen’cs and ’»
P tvé blllngua ducation act,,have lately faﬂllltatea the rlse of what is

v pommonly referred ﬂ&*as the Chl‘ no movement, The Chlca&o movement brought
| .
along w1th it a profuslon of polltlcal and llterﬁi¥ writings in whlch a re-

' valuatlon and 1deologlzatlon of Spanish is for the first lee fully articu- ' -

.

lated. The goals of the movement aim nottonly at improving the socio-

’ . .

economic and educational status of the minority group, but its ethnic self-
image and status honor, as well. Its adherents, responsive to the heightened

need for attalnlng groupkgphe81Vbness Wthh might facilitate further 50010— .

eéonomlc\galns, make frequent reference to the Hlspanlc yérltage~—culbural
and linguistic——as confrastive components, of self-idenéity, authencity @nd ; J"
A o & v : b . :
pride, While class conflicts and disc:iminatibn mighf?be\the'strongerydriving
! . . : . e ) .
.force bghind the fiée and érowth of phicano assertiyen%és than is the will to

ethnic distinctiveness itself, theeffectiveness of the movemeﬁt is undoubtedly

reinfdrced'by its dual appeal to self-interest and affective ties. Chicano .
. V T : i ' .‘ '

‘nationalism, in the sense®of ethno-cultural identity, rather than political

. . ' . : : : .
ideology linked tothe establishment of a separate territorial entity, has thus

far been primayily an urban and intellectual phenomenon. It has stirredfoniy l

the Chicano elites, its writers, léaders and students, and among these just
- Lo ' 5 . ’ ' A '
the younger generations.” Whether it can or will mobilize the middle. classes
. t
and. proletariat is far from certain., While ethnic unity itself is favored by

1 - .

) vast majorities, in such diffé:ent settings as Los Angeles (81%) and San Antonio-

(90%), there is A£ar less agreement on the reasons undexrlying this goal, and

\
<

“unity., The attainment of

least of all when it comes to endorsing cultu

political.influence and social gains are fdr mpre commonly claimed than the .
. . . : : . / L

~ notion of cultural unity, to which ondy a few subscribe, 11% and 17% in San

|
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,,Wtowards Spanlsh and language consciousness among Mexican Americans are highly

[}

- ’diversified. We , know that Spanish language usage is associated with stress by »
Ce - o / - . 4 i - : .
T, VA - ' o
somé ‘and with ethnic, authenticity by others. lowever, we have very few indi-

cations of the individual characteristics that are correlated with differential
3 - \ . o ... A . -

ioricntations towards Spanishand the justifications:that might be advanced in
) . "
7 ‘ ~ *
favor of its maintenanCc. The present study is an attempt té cxplore system-

L]

atlcally language attitudcs among the younger and more goc¢ially mohile Mexican

,‘* <4 -

¥ Americans, to determine what linguistic and demographic' variables arc correlated

' - - . <o , . . Vs
with differential language attitudes,.and to ascertain ta whaf ‘extent, if any,

attitudinal commitment to' Spanish correlates with behawiqural commitment to
. ‘- . : f S s
4 Spanish maintenance. : . o . : . . ‘/

amplc Populatldn ' - ‘

.. .
.'@ R . .
’ Onc hundred and sixty-fouz studcnts of Mexican dcsccnt enrbllcd at thc
: A ' ¥ W/
University of Texas, Austin) served as respondcnts. Thc'studenﬁﬁpopulation

L}

.
1 . . ‘

/ . showed a wide distributional rande on several- important variables: languagc pro-
: ' ' o ' _ d ’ _
fiency, currently and aevelopmentally; language usage; socie-cconomic status;

. a

provenance and generabjion of residence in the United states. Occupational status

A

of the fathers ranged from unskilied laborers to professionals and managers.

[

/g ' The mean occupational status, however, was low, It was ropresented by skilled

\ ; ‘laborers. Educational attainment of the fathers ;aried £rom none to graduate

\ \ 4 . .
and professionals, the latter beingxrepresented by a minorrty of\l4%.n Prove-

C _ nance';as\represented by metropolitan and nonhmetropolitan areas.withwboth'a’

'vary nigh concentration of Mexican Americans and only a marginal.representation

!

of the “same ethnic group. The majority'however& was born and'spent their child-~
- ¢ : e '
. . \

hool years in areas which contain large segments iof Mexican Amerigans. Generation
& v s .

- of res1dence in the Unlted States spanned from re ent 1mm1grants to native~born

. o . ..
respondents of natlve parentage, Flfty percent of the sample populatlon vas of

" . ’ . . ) - . - .i.' \\\.; .
FRIC 4 | | ~ | A\ <
i i e I Tk . : . coh ‘ " ,
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Loroxgn—ﬁtock parcntqqg, and the other half of natxvc-bé@n parcntggc., Not (\
‘ A

. afT of tho ruupondcnts claimed $panigsh ab thglr modh/r’tonguc,V‘Zo claimed

cre are significant batwécn~
¢ ‘ . .
group differonces regarding current bilingual pro icioucy“dcpendfhg upon’ which

langugge wis spoken first, only 5% of the total pppulation claimg greater ‘pro-
ficncy in,Gpanish today, as opposed to a majority| of 75% which claims to he

ol
» > S R}

more proficient in Pnglish, and the rest, 200, clalim cqual facility inkbdﬁh 

-

.
.

° -

languages,

Aethodoloyy : | . ,‘ B
. . .o o hd . - ¢ N
fhe data.on all vWii?blcs, demographic, linguistic and attitudinal, was

gathered by mail questionnaires during the Summex of-1974, Among the informa-

tion sought by thd personal backyround questionngire, in addition to the items
. . .‘ . . . . 3
4 . ! d . .
. \ : . :
already mentioned, was the rggxondpntvs graduate jor undergraduate statug, his/

g

her degree expectations, and affiliation wifh Mesican American organizatlions.
The language usage scctiqn,consist d of multiple~choice items and agked
about the frequency of Spanish usage within scvcr&l'domains and with difflerent

age=groups, Langu?gc profiencyfmeasures,.basedvon a'fopr point scale, dephlt

» 3 h Al

with questiohs regarding }anguagc'cohpetence and .dominance developmentally and.
currently, B : ¥ ' ' o I . .
- . ) . . . . -

Tho scction covcrlng language attltudes, which are restnacted to Fishman's

deflnlflon, consisted mostlytof openﬂquestlon 1Lems in ordqr ta encourage £
responaents to express their Lndiv1dqél views &?out the ¥odal object with, no- :

leads from the qggstiﬁﬁ%’lhemselvés. Sinég gen%fally onlylr »
haﬁé beeg found betw;en atti%uﬁ}nal measures‘and overt linguisticv#ehAViour,_a

'§dest felationships v
' . s » a i =
commitment question was'included_.7 The respondents were asked if théy‘@ad under-

‘e . . . «
\ . .

‘taken any measure; in the last two years to strengthen their knowledge ‘of Sbaniéhh

\
\ -

The fo"’leng’§f66e551ng operatlonswereperformcd on the data1 a) a\ varimax

«.«»"
A

\
e b ‘ '\ . :
., .. o o 6 o o \ \. i A4




orthogonal factor analys1s»wh1ch ylelded a three factor solutlon~\b) anahyses
'u '
n R of varianee-on each £aétor gn~order to test for the relatlonshlp,of lln,ﬁlstlc

a u

¢ - - and demographic varlables qun dlfferentlal factor scorest
The findings of this'study»will first be presented in terms of the re-

i

sponses which qre'shared by the group as aJWhole, and then in terms of the clus-

ters that resulted from the factor analysis and thé relationships between'
individual characteristics and differential orientations to Spanish language
ki Sy 7 w§ ' : g .
loyalty.

Auulyscs and Results

Attitudinal languagc loyalty among Mexican American college students is

high. Leaving aside for fhe mOment the ratlonales advanCQd in favor of SPanlsh

P .
1

the majoritr of thc tudcnts view: the Spanlsh language as a p051t1vc referent,
| .
(84.5), rogrot the on-going language shlft they claim to percelvc among the

youndger gcnerations (67.7) and considcr that Spanish usage should be encouraged .
5 (86.5) becauscrit represents an i portant component of community llfe. Thcy
L d .

believe that in order to insure language maintenance soc1allzatlon in Spanlsh
at home and at echool are indispensablel(GZ.Z%).f They' also belleve that soc1al—

. v : :
ization in Spanish is more vital than other potential measures such as an atti-

- N ’ ¢ , . ' ., , +
n \\/ tudjnal change within the dominant\society>(15.9)5rwhich is perceived as intol- .

-
1

b .  erant of if not opposed to ethno-linguistic diversity. Continued close contact
among Mexlqen Americans is also deemed necessary to 'sustain Spanish qaintenance

| ' .
' . in the long run (82.9%) .\ . .
q‘ . . \\ \ - : 4 )
e \Most of the refspondents (63.4) attribute greater experssiveness to Spanish

v . ) \\ . A . » i} 4

than»Enolieh for certain topics and situations and viceversa, When questioned

. ®

however, as to the actual speech situatio%B;fot which each language is more

v
- .

appropriate, only a small number was able to conceptualize these. Among the

topics for which Spanish was considered more expressive were cultural

. ;‘ ”" . : h’
Q v L = , ' o ;

, . - : . . ) . . K

E lC ) T Ve - oo A R R T :

) . o . : ! . o o T e - e
o _ o & 2 : Co ‘ . , '
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For polit ca 8 j«),tcchnical (23ﬂ8%) academic (23 8%) and occupatiOnal
\ ’

o N

(l3.ﬂ%) pursUltS, BEnglish was’ qonsidcred more appropriate and expressivc ag
well, The overaIl'low.rate of . responses in this'aréa might be murprising par-
- ’ . 3 . v A

ticularly in View of the fact that Spanish usage was conSidered by a)far

’

M .
LR » : - (B

. W
_ greater number to be 1ntimately related to intragroup life, Thyse discre~

. X ) »
[

panclc( are accounted for when CUrrent linguistic competence and ehaviqur

- L.

i * v {
among thc.rospondents are considered. For the mdjOrlty;‘LngllSh s currently. |

the dominant tongue,’ and its-frequency of usage, exceeds that of Spanish in ¢all
& : ' o ’ | N ¢ ’ "/’

spheres of interaction.excepting those which invelve the older generations, e
o I}aren’ts and g'randparcnts;‘ ‘Since l’an‘guagc usage seen?// be prn.marily deter-—
‘ 'mined by the linguistlc profiCicncy of the interlocutors, rather than by a

l\ o . | -

_diaglossi¢ norm in which Spanigh and Engligh are accorded differential allo~

cations, it is understandable that difficulties should arise in congeptual-

. .

izing'domain soparations when few if any obtain,in actual speech situations.'
‘ |

Whiye 3banish is more valued in the abstract than Jngltﬁh, it is not pre-~

forrtd ovar knglish for mntimate, rolaXQd conversatidns., Linguistic faqélity,
v ‘ r
c¢laimed by the majority'(Bq.l%), determines language choice rather than

- oxpr?ksivo\considerations, suscribed only by a few (W95) s The greater expres-

’ R K
siveness attributed to Spanish scems, thus to be.roofed’ in the past rather

than the present and to flow from:its being the first language learned or heard
+ in intimate home circuﬁgtances; rather than from the'language itself, such as
structural lexical or’phonologiCal"nuances derived from a c¢ gnitivevmatrix.
There is less agreement among the respondhnts in relation to- the potential

|

difficulties engendered by.a dual linguistic loyalty. Only a few view, bilingual—

\\$\ . .
-

“ism as non—problematic and free of disadvantages Without any qualifications. - ‘

. o .
The majoritys'hOWever,v(56.l%), emphasizes-that-bilingualism is problem~free

o T . ) : ’/ ' . r'
o « - b
. i o y J

o . . _ . ;,’ = 8 - 7 , _ y
W
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townrds the speaker himself,

§

R o - | o " y D P@o%~”
. 1 v -
on&y for thosc iﬂdiViduals With ncar»native—llke comﬁand of English* Those‘

who élaim that bilingualivm doés engcndor dlfficulthSE (32.4ﬁ),;§0 not,

howevcr believe. that thc difficulties stem from thc b&lingual speaker him--

f b ‘ A ‘
sclf . The conflicts are pcrccchd as’ ariSing from Unﬁavorable attitudes held
) . , .

by members of the dominant societyvtowards accented spocch and by cxtenSion

,

- '
- . o~ -

! ‘ ‘ ) ‘ ) V v

“The rationales advanced in favor of Spanish are covered by three content

4

catogorlcs. These are based upon ideological, instrumental and affective con-
. R E ‘ '-' o 'b.' .

siderations, Within the ft;itﬂéatogory spanish ig leyitimized upon ethnic

grounds. However, ideological support for Spanish, is' not sought primarily
ra ' ‘ cr L

Withan the family or thc cthnic community, but bcyond it, © It is'éooght from

historical arguments, ﬁrom;thc primacy ‘of the sPanish-spcaking groups in “the
\ / 4

d litorary achicvemonts of’lMspanic anccstors,'

United States, the cultural
’ ™~ -

a :
and the functional importance o
hd ] . .

7

nents. spaniSh is %iowcd as a link with and symbol of the

/ -

\ . . kl R
spanish on the Muropgan and Muerican conti-
. . : +

.
.

HisPaniC,hcritagq

‘be prcscrvod for oneself and future gencrations., The usage of §
- y ! .

" Mexican Americans is thodght of as expressing (and expressive of) ‘ethnic

v

solidarity. =~ . o S R

v -

4

° [l

& within:the sccond category, Spanish is justificdfupon non-ethiric grounds;

- 4

its uscfulness in man& occupational pursuits and in bridging tho communication°

S
J/n betwecn the older and younger MQXican-AmcriCdn genetations, and the other

Spanlsh—opoaking people in the Unitod States and abroad Setting aside prag—

i

matic cenSidcrations, the knowledge of another languagg is Viewed as an en~

.

riching7ex§%rience in itself, of which the'respondenta as aAwhole seem to be-

. e o o
. . . . /
roud of. : *
p . , B . o




> .

o . W%jpin the last'catdﬁdry,awhich compriseﬁﬁthe.shallest number of‘rcsponijﬁ,
Spanxsh is valldatod prlmnrily upon affuctlve grounds.‘»Spanishais chcrishg&é

r

not so’much in 1tsclf or for any,cxtr1n51c propcrtles that might be associated

. ;J(—/) wit

innermgst self, Only secon§arlly is Spanl sh v1cwcd as a refcrcnt to thc cthnlc

i/, but rather because it is émbeaded in childhood mcmoties, iﬁ‘intimatc
& . . . . 3 . .
’

.

group And its cultural heritage, S _

The commitment to Spanish language maintenapce when :judged by the respon- -

-
. L. .

dents' behavioural implementation, rather thian attitudinal orientation, is a far
scarcer commodity.' only -one fourth of'thém‘haVc uﬁdcrtakén any measures in .the

. . - . > \ -
‘last two years to cxpand theiraproftpiency in Spanish.. The strongcat ‘commitment

\\~‘ . . ’ l

* * J - 2 y N
dcgree-ruquircmpnts. Among the othcrs, inétcascd frcqucngz\ofyusqgé, gelf- .

/

. is found among thosc who have takcn ‘ormal courscwork 1ndepéndcnt from any ' j;(” . '

v , ; .

instruetion and greater exposure to Spanish reading-materials. represent the mest
. ! ) : ‘ p— . . ' ’ ;

common options, o e

T . /. . . ’ )
There are few overt negative yégponses.to spanish,6.7ﬂ of the total. Negative

ﬁ,v ‘ . / . N .
’ N / w ’ ' .

. evaluationg of Spanish arc basgd ii;iusivcly on pragmatic‘considcrations."Spanlsh
. . language usage among¢MDX1can Amtxlcans is dcplorcd and its malntenancc rejected,

bocause of thetir prosum rcta dlng cffect upon a551mlldtlon to the domlnant so~'

- tiaty and its tongue, and thv socio~gconomic galns that ensue from 1t Thc “Spariish-
. ‘ .

1

language itself is pcrcctnﬁﬁ/as a ncgatlve referent as it ig 1dentlfled as'part

R ah & parccl of the educational gap and lagk f 5001al mOblllty that plaguc thc
ethn;g groups. Slnce»language rctentl Bncss is believed to have‘brought nothing

butvdeprivaiionyb it is assumed thg# the soonér Spanish is relinquished, the

\

faster thesc gaps will be brld' d.. o .

N
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. \ .
without consideration of instrumental, 1deolog1cal or affectlve just;flcatlons

.

2

advanced in its favor. - It indicates that all those who.view Spanish positivoly,3
consider language shift a loss of one type or another, and are accordingly in
. : hl . . . N oW

favor of continued language maintenanoe. : S . ' j

Since attitudinal positiveness is too widely claimed, and its range of
‘ ot . ) . i S
v.ri nce too restricted, noné of tHe variables chosen werd significantly related

.
N

to différcntiat-fd&tor gcores: father's edutationdl' attainment ahd occupational

status, birthplace of the respondent and generation of rmsidence'in the Unite

a [

o ' A : ) ;o ) . - <
States, his/her upper/undcrclassman status at the~Un1vorsity,-degree expectut;on,(

P - - e [ . !

mombcrshlp 1n Mcx1can Amc¢rican organlzatlons, the flrst language spoken develop~
. ! -

mentally and current llnguistlc dominance. Only natlvity apprgﬁched slgnlflcajﬁg.

Respondcnts of £ozolgn parcntage had s0mcwhat higher pOSithG attitudinal scores /

“than thOaQ of nat1VL parontago o ‘,‘\5, : . :
s Ceo B . i
Factor II l% rcprcseﬁted by behav1ourai c0mmltmunt o language’ malnyénance
. ( ) . ’

. It 1nd1catts that rosppndents who claim to uTe more Spanlsh latcly than/thcy did

- P

7

: '/ '
five years ago are also the ones. who tend toyhave undertaken-some meosuros to ex-

.o
’

Y,
pand/thtlr proflclency in Spanlsh whether 1t be. formal coursework, self-study or

L -

i A . S

/, some otnyr /ptlons. Higher behavioural commltment scores are found among those
/ DN / )

respon&ents who clalm a coordinate rather than s ubordrnatq blllnguallsm, and- #

. , / s

. p.ssibly among those who spoke»Spanish as the first langqué rather,than English

//éoth Spanish dnd anllsh Mother tongue only approaaﬁed ftatlstlcal signifi-
. 7

;cance w1th1n thJs sample, but 1t is. hlghly llkely that w1t3/a largek sample it

would have proven to'be an, important factor 1nabehav1oural czgﬂg:;ent. -Factor I1I

ihcludes those favorable attitudes towards Spenlsh which are elther Justlfled

upon 1deolog1cal or emotlonal grounds, and as such,are more affectjﬁnvested and
o - “? -
less derethnicized than ﬁhose based upog/instqumental values'alone. The Spanisn
. ; . . . ) N v

1
/
s

language, its usage and_maintenance.@re either, symbolically eléborated,or charged \\

-
~

with emotional_significance. An affect-invested orientation towards Spanish tendg

. . . L4 -

I Y - ' L

'
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K;/y '£0 dceur amony resEpndcnfs of| low socio~economic backgroqnd who claiMZSpaqish
» 7 o . ] . i .
; as their' mother tongue, have high Spanish usage scores with peers, hold high
. e e . - B X . : o "

degregﬂexpectations; and ‘are a'ﬁiliafed with Mexican Américan organizations,

It should not be inferred £ om these results that a cajsal relationship

< ’ . .
- : " ’ ' : A -
existy betveen an ldeological orietttagdon towards Spandsh andehigher Spanish-
. " X oo o
us&;g s?prﬂﬂ, No_analysié has been performed as yet to see whether in effect
i - , 4 " ’ : . N
¢ uph a relaotionghip obtains,  Before the claim can be made validly several cons

“trols have to be applied, since low socio~-cconomic status is positively associated.
e T : ) o , .

with h%iggépanish—usage scores independently of attitudinél orientation, I%
is posgible therefore, that by controlling thi#s factor no differential ianguage—‘

i N

usage scores will bbfain. ' o ‘ . ' ‘ ; T  .
mativify only aproachea'statistigal sigﬁifié&héé; but it is gighly inte;#

esting inasmuch as respondents of nqtivé rdfher fﬁan;EOréign parentagg_teﬁdéd ;o

. - ¢ : ,

.favor cthno—cuitural'plurdlism."The overal; results suggést-that ethno~cultural

1

congciousness and bicultural pluralism are more likely to be overtly uphéld among', ’
. / . . - . ' .
- . R - - T '/. o ) ‘*
“the native than the foreigh born, the more dispossessed than the better-off, and) !

- . . °

. o N 0 o - , T ot i v
the more politicized; amnd that therefore %F may be in.direct ratio to'hodﬁabch.’
. . ) . et .

'
'

/

the respondents have hccome americanized and made aware of their individual rights

.

) . o _ . - 3 4
“and the discrepancies that exist between the American creed .and theit own’feallk-
L ‘ . : .. v

' . N ! . . . ’ ./ . .
\ ties. ©lich dwareness among the native-born is further enhanced by the fact that
. - ) ‘ ) ot ) . . N v ] . ;
they are also more likely to take the Anglo group as a frame of referenc7 in T

o

- : .

. judging their rdspective statds than their'equivalént groupssin Mex@co,'5g~may .

' . L ' . . . o o
be the case among respondents of foreign-born parentage,”/
! 3 1 . !, . . :
‘ ‘ ) ) E ‘ v . . \ .
N / _ . . / J . TN L AN
' Conclusions . ‘ . : . . R
’ _,_.._____.' — .. \ N - . / . - .‘/ -~ -, -

It is not surprisipg that attitudinal igpéuagé'loyalty'among college students .

. : . . . . N ) . S ',,’" . . L.
. ghould both be more iptense and more full verbaliﬁQQ*than among ‘the general -
R . ’(_. . 1 \ N - . . . - rd . .
§ -~ﬁexicanﬂAmerican population or older - /neration&.i/college gtudents repregent ,° : e

Rl A et providea by rc
H :




. . : . V, : .
" e . . X . :

“the most educdted, English—proficient and upwardly mobile‘segment-of their .
ethnic;group. ‘As a result of .it, they can more easily conceztual;ze-and justify o .

Kx their, beliefs about the.importgnce of Spanish*than;couldbtheir'less_educated
N o - L . N PV
qu less Engllsh—prbflclent fellow ethnics, who are struggling over status-

- «

1mprovement or sta JS malntenancef The students' favorable orientation towards

to group and place to place 8 Equally cons1stent with findings fro reVious

L “\\ \
'studles among other llngulstlc groups are theseatacts: a) the 1nte"sity of )

emotlonal\involvement 1s stronger among those fon_whom the ethnlc tongue is

the- first lahguage, and as such is embedded in deep—seated affectlve experlences
. v . '

. than among “those fbr whom it was a second r addltlonal language unmii:i:iﬁéw“wwwﬂ
|4
a

4

.

.~ . w»t h
Efz respect ‘and 1nterest-9' c')--.atti—
,,: 1\ , . R

ly cprrelate ‘with behaV1oral

a. v - -

Joflahguage,loyalty seems to be e

rgmarlly a functlon of llngulstlg ablllty, rather than overt attltudlnal N ’)
s ) . I / . ¢ )

orlentatlon whether the latter be sustalned by 1nstru¥§ntal 1deolog1cal or

s

affect1vewcons1derat1onsa While Mexican Amerlcan College studcnts favor
. . N L . .

-~ 7 ’ d

Spanlsh lang Qge maintenance they do not bellttlejthc Iunctlonal needs for

-

. Engllsh an( they are. h1ghly consc1ous of the potcntlal or . a tual difficultles
. Q

. . \\‘!\w\ Tl
. that ensue, not only\Erom limited Engllsh prof1c1ency but accented Lngllsh o
' s' AN L

.

as well, 'Thelrﬁgpprehenslonisover accented speech-should not be‘.drsmlssed‘
e

4s mexe projectigﬂ;of=inn r i securitiesfdériVed from a linguistic or nan-

i . - ‘ N - N Lo . . .
. nE K : o : . '
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Jgrougglif_\i: all instances, low elass chlldren, the most llkely ones to need
. - ) ~ . *

. and bendfit ¥rom bilingual;edutation;\haze consisténtly been judged least | :- 5

fconfined‘toﬁthat state alone buf may be prevalent in other Southwestern“areas

’gﬁa do influence teachér's expectancies of ‘their pupils, and-these in turn

‘of Ehglish, but“afgzﬂwithvregards'to teachers' oveft or covert/attitudes towards

accented-speech;and by extension towards the speaker himself, Atgiyudes may

-1£nqulstrcally, and that in the _end, when the trans1tlon to Lngllsh is maae

linguistic basis, We know from recent research that

teachers as cons1derably more//thnlc and substandard ] compared‘with speech

samples of Anglo and Black chlldlen of equlvalent soc1oeconom1c background
&

Hesit , pass1v1ty and lqw self—confldenceshave also been. assoc1at¢d morg
-~ L4
often w1ﬂh Mexican Amerlcan chlldren s speech than with those of other %ub~i
¢

"- \ . .. v/'\.
] t R

favorabtygv These stereotype$, obtained from a Texas sample,- are not mnecessarily
’ { R

-

. . v
- B . i . ) - Fl
¢ f . . . . ’ . .

as-well. Educators should;i7dtess themselves to this problem ndt only in re-

1 ¥ »

7

lation ‘to providing the bi incual student with the most accepkable speech models

-

ORI A | -

,
i

r

affect the student's_behavioral patterns and academic performance as well. . /lf

Sinceffhere seem téhbefgenerational and'class differentials with regards.,
. e . . .
to Spanlsh language loyaif%; it is reasonable to, assumc that the rationales
-/ c - .

cation itself w1ll not be equally appeallqg

e ¥ T
advances 1n favor of

to all subg%oups 1nvolved Blllngual competence as an end in- 1tSelf would Seem

. 0

to appeal more to the younger and ‘well-to-do gene}ations than to-older and less_

;well—to-do\ninority members, ‘whosé main =Pns are the mastery of English ‘and
. \ . N R N . T » . .. . "v - o v . - i ~ ] 3 . r). R ' v
status improvement. As bilingual education programs cater by and larQe‘toJ:-~‘”
o - ! - ' ' . . . e . °
more"diSpossessed'groups parents must be reassured through wo w':‘.'an‘d.deeds.

LY . .
that thelr chlldren are in effect maklng substan/;al plogress, academlcally ‘and

L4 . .

u_/ ‘ ) R ‘ . S

« . . . ' Y- 4
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'theee children will'not sufferl@he'sanc'difficulties,as the parénts have - 'Q
suffered in the past T . e . . T i
Blculturallsm, on the .other hand, both as a goal and in terms of ltS
. . e B a . "‘
v LY

implementation, seems aumorefproblemaq;c‘area. Cultural unlty and bacul—

N -

turalism among Mexican Americans, in the sense of ethnic distinctlveness;'

.‘.‘ : s . K . ' «
seems to_be favored only/by & minerity within thé minority itself, among the

stﬁdents studied andsthe general population_as well. - The validation<gf' ‘

< cultural ‘pluralism, among those who-favor it, is rooted, however, in,the past

x - - T »

*.rathervthan the present. -SuppQrt isvsought'from those very.attributes that

\ne ) ., DI . ' N R M v * o ' ‘ v ) ’
\r'e leasﬂ‘relevantAto daily existential patterns and are embedded in the fko;
'\ ) . . . - .' . . an

+ . ~clltures of home and hearth. Instead the more selective aspects of.ethnicity

I
I - .

are invoked, those represented b& the spanish high-culture rooted in images of - -
the collective--not individual-%past and sthe exploits-of mediate-fnot immediate-—
’ . : - '. N - “—
ancéstors. . This seeming deprecation of the folk-components of efhnicity -and

the preference for its mors~Selective aspects may €ither respond to a proc!‘i R

D .o \

. , : o . e , ‘ .
of de~ thnization in itself or the possibliity that the ethnich;ndividual may

B o

. “‘. ‘
. derive reater &ecurity and comfort ‘from a more transmuted type of othn1c1ty

' i N u Iy

than that which characterlzes his 1mmed1ate surroundlngs If in facttkhe ethnlc

Lo
~ . -

. >i3ﬂividual finds Mimself more at ease withqthe high and moreqdistant_ethnic—
# related culture than his own variant, then it would seem that the inclusion of |

: L ) ! ! R
., " contrastive existential patterns between the minority and Mgjori hild im the .-~

T cultural component of bilingual programs and in teacher. training programs might

'achieve less for the minority child's sense of 'security than the teaching of the

high_culture. If one further takes into coneideration that-peer,pressure and
o 3

o acceptance by . one s peers arc most acutely felt by youngychlldren and that
’ ,,_,,_, ...............

teachers\.stereotypes are already loaded %'ip dlfferentlal,perceptlons and expecy

- 1 -
tations, then tho de—empha3121ng of cultural dlfferences and the stre551ng of

L
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. . .
similarities would seem to be an important, if not essential, component as .
. : - ) . 9 : .
well, After all, one must not lose sight.of the fdct that man's definition of’
' \ ! s . v o R . “
. ' . o ! =~ . s
himself and others are not only molded by space and time, but changed by .them
as well,uane\that in spite of ever existf&g diversity, man's psychic organs of .
1 . . , L . " i , .
‘perception and human needs remain basically invariant across cultures and
-~ times, ‘ ' ! ~
A'/
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