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‘have been for many decades. There are- vaFious explanations’ for the:
h1gh educat1onal ach1evement\o£ As1an~Amer1cans. The most frequently _

cited theory is that their native culture place :
ambition, persistence,’ and deferred -gratification, Other theories \“ ‘

‘a premium:on

attribute.this success to different factors such as the Asian_ groups'
tradition of cultural borrow1ngv their respect for authority, and

_ their emphasis

on the collective good An analys1s of the 1960 and

1970 U.S. censuses suggests a positive correlation between American
- immigration restrictions and the qucat1onal attainment of three \

groups of Asian 1mm1grants4—the Japanese, Chinese, and - F1l1p1nos.‘
. This can probably be attributed to; the fact that as restrictions -
. tightened, Asian immigrants had to meet high occupat1onal criteria,

ER>

which presupposed h1gher educat1on. Settled in the United: States,

‘these groups found that, desp1te discrimination;,;

education paid off

in- terms of occupat1onal awd social mob111ty, and this re1n£orced o
their pre-existing values?WWh1le all three groups have shown # Coe
significant educational. impriovement across successive birth cohorts,

. ‘the patterns. of the1r succes

have dxffered
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IMMIGRATIOI‘{, EDUCATION AND ASIAN-AMERICANS S
"' A COHORT ANALYSIS .~
A oz ABSTRAC_T RPN '"_~____

The ach1evement or overach1evement of Asian-Ameritans 1n education

- 1nst1tut1ons of h1oher educat1on.. Exp1anat1ons'regard1ng§the ﬁgh

'po11c1es may have had a maJor 1mpact 1n the educati"

:fAs1ans 1n Amer1ca. The coltemporary pattern of As1a,.American _°




" INTRODUCTION

4\' Contrary to the bopu1ar image, Asian-Americans.have'not achteved““;“ '
_equality in a11 spheres of Amer1can society. Their record of
occupat1ona1 and earn1ngs attainment is pos1t1ve re1at1ve to other
‘m1nor1t1es, but st111 short of fu11 parity with thJ maJority popu1at1on _
4‘(Hirschman and Wong, 1982 Jiobu, 1976, K1tano and Sue, 1973 Kuo, 1981' -
" Wong; 1980a, 1982 Woodrum, 1981) In the f1e1d ofweducatfon, however, "
- the record of As1an Amer1cans 1s one of cons1stent over-ach1evement ‘
For young adu1ts (age 25-34) 1in 1970 the average Japanese-American B =
(14.0 yrs. ) had one. and a ha1f moze years of schooT1ng than the average'
white (12.6 yrs ), and the f1gure for Ch1nese-Amer1cans was even h1gher'
°(16 1 yrs. ) (U S Bureau of the Census, 1973a 628 1973b .17 76) _The
success of Asian- Amer1cans in schoo11ng is- eV1dent 1n a w1de var1ety of
T reports from c1assroom behaV1or,’test scores, as we11 as ovar-
representation in 1nst1tut1ons of h1gher education (K1tano, 1976 98-99;
~ Levine and Montero, 1973 Lym,n, 1974 133-8; Montero and Tsukash1ma, “
1977; Petersen, 1971 113- 22 Schm1d and Nobbe 1965 Schwartz, 1970 ‘
1971;-U.S. Comm1ss1on on Civil R1ghts, 1978 14- 15 Vernon, 1982 170-82
VWong, 1980b) F11 p1no-Amer1cans have made s1gn1f1cant ga1ns in recent =
_ years and’ are beg1nn1ng to approach the. 1eve1s of/9h1nese- and : |
Japanese -Americans- (H1rschman and wong, 1981) B |
Wh11e tne over-ach1evement of As1an Americans 1n educat1on 1s mosts"
ev1dent at, the present, the r advantage goes back severa] decades -l o

certa1n1y pr1or to the re1axat1on of preJud1ce and d1scr1m1nat1on. ?fhef": o

fith the assoc1ated host111ty and h1gh

-_educationaT{atta1rmen is. not”an ‘nknown phenomenon. The most w1de1y




THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES - IR 2

“been used to account for: h1gher than average educat1ona1 ach1evements of

~ethnic groups are ab]e to ach1eve, in s§1te of d1scr1m1nat1on, because

'--the1r cu]ture p]aces a premium o. amb1t1on, pers1stence, deferred

" cited. example is that of Jewish-Americans and the pattern may well be

: representative of .other middleman minorities (B]aiock, 1967:79-84; ‘

Bonac1ch 1973 van den Berghe, 1981 Ch.7). Since'conventional theories
of ethn1c strat1f1cat1on suggest that discriminat1on shou]d Timit
ach1evement among m1nor1ties,rthe source of this- over-achievement in

»

educat1on represents an anoma]y .to be 1nvest1gated Are there

add1t1ona1 resources available to-some m1nor1ty grouos wh1ch a]]ow for

the mit1gat1on of the effects of discr1m1nat1on or 1s ‘there var1at1on in

AJ

wopportun1ty structure for minority group achievenent? Through an h

h1stor1ca1 ana1y51s ‘of As1an-Amer1can educat1ona1 atta1nment, we address

these issues within the contertégfzava11able data. : ~;§'

.
L R
J Ca .

)
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¢

Exp]anat1ons regarding the h1gh educat1ona1 ach1evement of certa1n “

m1nor1t1es, such as ‘the As1an Amer1cans and the Jews, have been var1ed

somet1mes conf11ct1ng, and a]most a]ways subJect to debate. There has

e

3been no consensus as to wh1ch factor or factors best exp1a1n the h1gh

_’educat1ona1 ach1evement of certain- m1nor1t1es. In th1s sect1on, we b

present - the major theoret1ca1 perspect1ves or exp]anat1ons wh1ch have

Asians and Jews. _
Probab]y the most frequent]y c1ted or convent1ona1 exp]anat1on for~

successful m1nor1t1es is the cu]tura] 1nterpretat1on of d1fferent1a1

: values toward ach1evement (Rasen, 1959) Accord1ng to th1s thesis,. some -

-

0» Lt R |
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gratification, and social mob111ty; Parents and‘kingmen transmit these °
values to their offSpring which 1eads to high motivation for wor1d1y
success. In an atmosphere of - prejudice minority achievement is moste
‘-11ke1y to be ev1dent'4n forma1 educat1ona| 1nst1tut1ons which hold _/'-,
universa11st1c and compet1t1ve norms. Empirica] tests of the cu1tura1
- interpretat1on ‘have been 1imited by the usual lack of direct measures of
values such as ambition and educationa] aspirations. Studies which do
include such cultural or1entations have .not provided strong support for
- cultural exp1anations of different1a1 ‘ethnic economic attainment,
(Featherman, 1971) ‘ However, the ava11ab1e ev1dence suggests that
cultural orientations play a’ stronger ro1e in the exp1anat1on of ethn1c
educational. attainment (Featherman, 1971; Rhodes and Nam. 1970; Stryker, :
L 1981) - £ - ” o S L o/
Even among scho1ars who share the cu]tura] perspec:ive as the
- pr1mary exp1anat1on of the educational ach1evements of As1an Amer1cans;
'.mthere is d1sagreement on the source: and content of the sa11ent cu1tura1
-va1ues. “Some argue that it is the trad1t1ona1 Japanese va]ues stemm1ng
from the Tokugawa era (1603 1867) wh1ch account - for the h1gh educationa]'
: ach1evement of the Japanese-Amer1cans. Hence Caudill (1952) and
‘Caud111 and DeVos (1956) conc]ude that wh11e the overt behav1or of the |
" Nisei (second- generat1on Jape.ese) ‘may, in many s1tuat1ons, be

f

1nd1st1ngu1shab1e from the behav1or of the white m1dd1e c1a , the

source is the trad1t1ona1 Japanese va1ue system and persona11ty
Accord1ng to th1s 1nterpretat1on,‘there,seems to be a s1gn1f1cant

over1ap between the va]ue systems of trad1t1ona1 Japan and of the

_ (Amer1can m1dd1e-c1ass wh1ch encourages h1gh educat1ona1 ach1e,."

Schwartz (1970 1971)f

however"argues that the h1gh scho1ast1c
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. achievement of Japanese-ﬁmericans is due main]y'to traditional Japanese

va1ue orientations, such|as emphasis on "co11ective" rather than

‘"individual" action and reSpect for authority (either at home in the:

_traditional .Japanese famh]y or to teachers in- the c1assroom environment)

-~ which are not those of middle-class whites. Similar argUments have

been used by Hsu (1971) Lnd Sung (1967) 1in their application of the

ciltural perspectivé to the educationa] and subsequent occupational

success of Chinese-Ameri

o

ans. Both argue that trad1t1ona1 Chinese

culture, as exemplified by fam11y un1ty, respect for elders and' those 1n

S — o

author1ty, 1ndustry, a high va1ue on education,’and persona1 discip]ine
account for the except1Jna11y h1gh educationa] ach1evements of the

Chinese in Amermga, oL R

Another Variant of| the culturalist perspective argues that 1tdis~

.not the trad1t1ona1 Asian values, but the successfu] assimilation by the

>

A51an° to the Amer1can m1dd1e c1ass va1ue system that accounts for‘their

_ h1gh 1eve1 of ach1evement. Kitano "(1969: 3 112) argues that part of the

~»

reason for\the success |of Japanese-Americans is that they have been very

\

. successfu]_1n adopting the values, sk111s, att1tudes, goals, .and.
" expected behavior of the midd]e-c]aSs,majofity. However, he does‘note‘

‘that the- accu]turat1on of the Japanese has not been because the1r

cu1ture and the Amer1can m1dd1e c1ass are the same but rather because of

the funct1ona1 compatab111ty and the 1nteract1on between the. two..

\

Montero and Tsukashima (1977) f1nd ‘that Nisei’ who ﬁad Tow fluency 1n

—

. Japanese, 11ved out51de the ethn1c conf1nes, had co- orkers and friends

fouts1de the1r ethn1c group, be1onged to.e hn1ca11y m1xed soc1a1

organ1zat1ons were not d1sturbed about out marr1ages, had spouses of

ancther ethn1c group, and 1dent1f1ed themse1ves as Amer1cans had h1gher

i -4
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, educationa1 attainment than the Nisei who did not. Hence, they‘conciude
that the greater the asimiiation of the Nisei respondent the higher the
educationai achievement. Other researchers suggest the opposite. ~
Kitano (1962) and Connor (1975) find a gradual. decline in academic
achievement of Japanese Ame(jcans as they become more. assimiiated They
argue that ionger residence in the United States has led to more o
‘assimi1ation and 1ess orientation‘toward achievement They ciaim that o

; the high academic achievements of-~the Japanese-Americans was 1argeiy due .
to the denial of opportunitiesItg:Zarticipate in social and otherxf
extra- curricuiar school activities in the pre- worid War II period. This
's1tuation Teft academ1c success ‘as the only path for achievement. Since

" the,present generation of Japanese-Americans now have greater | N

: opportunities to part1c1pate sociaiiy, this thesis sugéests that

.academic achievement (or overachievement) would deci)he. ’ ' . | '}h
From this brief‘review of the cuiturai perspective on. the - N )

educational ach1evement of Asian minorities in the United States, there_

is no c]ear consensus on the 1mportance of this perspective, ‘nor.on

which vaiues (traditionai or white m1ddie ciass) are the key to the1r

lhigher educationai achievement. Moreover empiricai'%esearch is

1nconcius1ve on the consequences of the a551m11ation of Americanw/ K

m1ddie-c1ass values. ~ o R

-

i - : , )
é o | Aiternative theoreticai frameworks do not deny the 1mpor€ance of -
E cuiturai vaiues, but put them.in a larger context of the structurai ‘
i ~;» o~ conditions that create and sustain such orientations. These 1nciude : o ;',]
‘ : 1mm1grant status, sociai cTass pos1tion, and other i st1tutionai

.resources”
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Inmigrant status 1s-often'assodiated with'sefectiyity in ‘the
‘country of origin. A theme. which runs throughout»the 1mm1qration ‘
'1iterature is the se]ectiVity of 1mm1grants as an exp]anation of their,

rapid socioeconomic gains of foreign-bprn over. native-born after several:

. years (Chiswick, 1979; U. S, Department of Labor, 1979). Moreover, the :..'

experience of long distance migration may 1nsp1re an 1ntense committment

'towards achievement in the new setting, which is transferred to the

4

children of 1mm1grants. This sense of committmEnt to success may be ,
re1nforced by the response of the host soc1ety to immigrants.
nyp1ca11y, 1mm1grants encounter social and racia] discrim1nat1on,
a]though the degree-may vary considerab]y. A moderate degree of
:preJudice wh1ch does not comp]ete]y b]ock mob111ty may serve to (

re1nforce a h1gh level of motivat1on, e. g 'y "Ne/have to be twice as good

as the nat1ve§ to be h1red or to succeed " Yee (1976) argues tha\\k , .”

Asians need educat1ona1 and other qua]1f1cat1ons super1or to those of
wh1+e.cand1dates in order to get appointed to h1gh grade Jjobs. He '
. contends that A51ans are emp]oyed as profess1onals and in staff
‘techn1ca1 pos1t1ons, but are Ware]y put in poS1t1ons W1th wh1te
: subord1nates B ; ﬁ* f “ R
A]though it has been argued that Japanese immigranty were poor-
peasants who became upwardly mob11e (G]azer, 1969), others conclude that
many of the ear]y Japanese came w1th above-average educat1ona1
baqurounds (Ichihash1, 1932 65178 Strong, 1970) Kitano (1969 13 23)
and Petersen (1971 13= 14) seem to be11eve that both arguments are true
-- that many of the ear]y 1mm1grants to Hawa11 were 1ndeed 1ower class

whereas many of the 1ater ones to: the ma1n1and were super1or 1n the1r )

educat1ona1 1evels, a:‘11t1es an'

?a$b1t1on A 51m11ar argument has been

S



. presented by Steinherg (1981'Ch 3) who conciudes that Jewish immigrants

" in the late 19th century and early 20th century had a socipi class |
\ advantage ver other contemporary European immigrants. While extremely
poor, Jewish immigrants tended to have urban-artisan backgrounds. .
Compared to other immigrants with rurai peasant onigins,‘dewish ' "';}_
“immigrants were able to take greater advantage qf the &vailable
opportunities in the United States especiaiiy for schooiing of their
children. . - . S o "

A related theme to the seiectivity of immigrants is the middieman .
m1nority thesis which ties _together the position of the sojourner |
community (a more-gr-less permanent immigrant popuiation) along with a A f‘, .
concentration in e trepreneuria1 ro]es (Bonacich, 1973 kitano, ‘1974 \\\\\
o . Loewen, 1971) In such c1rcumstances, m1norities are disposeduto invest
| _in Tiquid capitai that can be easi]y moved Human capitai, or |

. education, m1ght be seen as an 1nvestment W1th a high level of security
Another factor whieh mgy be instrumentai in the success of the :
V'Asian groups in the United States is'the resources which were available
to these immigrants'trom their ethnic communities which aided them-in
the1r adJustment and adaptation in American soc1ety, and subsequentiy,
| '“their uccess in their c11mb‘up the soc1oeconom1c iadder (Bonacich
\' ~1975; Hsu," 1971 L, 1977 L1ght 1972; Miyamoto, 1972 Wong, 1976
Woodrum et ale s 1980) ~ The ethn1c communﬂty w1th 1ts famiiy, clan,
district and- other soc1a1 organizations were a potent1a1 resource -for ,gfki
A51an imm1grants Having 11m1ted capitad they were abie to effective]y SN
use the estabiished rotat1ng credit\assoenations and other soc1a1 |

organizations to ga1n an economic fo tho]d * This. was 1ater foiiowed by

substantiai educationai achievementiiif not for themse]ves, for the1r o

!
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children (Light, 1972) . Lieberson (1980:15) also notes that the influx
of "new" Jewish immigrants from Eastern Europe at the turn of the ‘
century had the potential resource of, the eariier wave of -German Jewish
immigrants. Whiie the cuiturai differences between these two. groups
were quite widep there was probabiy a certain degree of sponsorship and“~
assistance to the new immigrants;}note the\parailel to recent waves of ;
- Cuban inmigration) ‘ \ * \& |

Lieberson (1980:Ch, 12) spegﬁT}tes that

A

?sian immigrants were able
i to insulate the selves from societal. discrim

nation through their .
| speciaiization n certain sectors of the ecomomy. The importance of the

. ethnic economy for the sponsorship of the socfai mobiiity of Asian- -

.Americans is ano her'theme in the iiterature (Bonacich and Modeii 1980

| 'tight, 1972). Ethnic enterprises are a base to\both provide empioyment
A /and to mobiiize ca itai But exact]y how does a concentration in smaii \
/bu51ness activitjes| lead. to educationai arbition and success? After .

.“‘ w\
2

“acknowiedging that amiiy and ethnic solidarity as weii as a deciine in
discrimination probabiy promoted the edudation and ambition: of second-
generation Japane§3 Americans (N1Se1), Bonacich and Modell (1980 152)
suggest that a .deeper root Springs from he ethnic economy. ProV1d1ng

, their chiidren with higher education was‘a means by which their ‘children
couid enter the ranks of ‘the "independent professions, the p1nnacie of

the pet1t bourgeois worid\ or to take over the famiiy bu51ness or “farm

and run it more eff1c1enti§". Higher education of the Niseishad an

'un1ntentionai consequence 0 being used as a stepping stone to ieaving
the ethn1c economy Instead of strengthening 1t, higher education often

‘ ‘.provided an avenue of escape.
‘ A L
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‘pubiished census data, which provi

. N i

Our study, baséd upon census data, will allow only an indiract test

4

of some of these competing theoreticai formulations..

DATA AND VARIABLES T

,
¢ # .
[

Our analysis of Asian-American educational’trends, relies upon data :

from the 1960 and 1970 Population Censuses of the United States. .
Because educationai attainment is a reiativeiy stabie characteristic
during the adult years, analysis of educationai cﬂange by age 1n a
cross-sectional census (or survey) can be -taken to represent h storicai
change aeross isuccessive birth cohorts ' Population censuses re one of
the few nationai data sources which will generate sufficient numbérs ot

smaii minorities, such as. Asian-Americans, for statistical anaiysis

Using both the. 1960 and 1970 Censuses aiiows us to push the cohort
anaiysis a step further at either end of the time series (the oldest and

youngest) Depending upon the anaiyticai purpose we use either ‘the

°1960 or 1970 data, or both,, in different tabies. We have conducted aii

analyses ‘with-both data - sources and the basic trends and patterns are//
broadly similar. - \\' '-\\\ - ;
We begin'our anaiysis of AsiaS-American'educationai patterns”With

es the most reliable estimates of the

.universe Published census tabuiations of socidl and economic

characteristics of Asian-Americans are based upon sampies of 25% and 20%
of the totai population for 1960 and 1970 respectﬁveix In order to

pursue more detailed” socioeconomic anainis, we used Pubiic Use Sampie

, data for the 1960 and 1970 Censuses From the .01 sampies of both 1960

.lé? e

B

and 1970 (15% questionnaireg_state sampie), we seiected all Japanese, _.V



- Ang1o p0pu1at1on (wh1tes m1nusﬂwh1te H1span1cs) were se!ectedffrom the,m

001 Pub]ﬂc Use Samp]es of the 1960 and 1970 Censuses (Ns of the Ang]o*'7

character1stics resu]ted 1n very sma11 ce11 s1zes., According]y,_we are'
S carefu1 to avo1d excess1ve 1nterpretatﬁon of sma11 d1fferences 1n the ,
T : \

The pr1mary dependent var1ab1e, educat1ona1 atta1nment, 1s measurev;

- \

135 the number of- years of comp]eted schoo11ng, w1th a range from 0 to’ f!’f'"

. 1é;7 Ind1v1dua1s w1th more than 18 years of schoo11ng are coded w1th a -

score of 18 years.uv_aéiw-égv;f?t"

\ .
. cohorts from “Before 1895" to "1935 44" Nat1v1ty 1s measured by p1ace

S ;ﬂﬂqnﬁof b1rth whether 1n the Un1ted States dr overseas.. The fore1gn born

I S

| are’ assumed to have had the educat1on 1n the1r country-of-b1rth E 'W-j:;7_,rf
a1th0ugh th\\\wllj be §n err for 1mm1grants who arr1ved as ch11drenx i a;:s? E

':{;' a W1th1n the Un1ted Syates, the states of Ca11forn1a and Hawa11 are

- cons1dered to be mmporta"t\\eograph1ca1 sett1ngs (both as a state of

/ ' '
i

birth and state “of current res?de ,e) for As1an Amer1cans._' e 3'3b;f@;:
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A]though the\pace of As1an 1mm1grat1on to thelUn1ted States has :

1ncreased dramat1ca1]y S1nce the reform 1eg1s1at1on of the,»965 .

Pt B
Imm1grat1on/Act (Wong and H1rschman,\1983) -the h1stor1c roots of S1an .

1mm1gratnon extend back to the m1dd1e of the| 19th century As European | j;_iiﬁ

/

1mm1grants began to aﬁr1ve in 1ncreaS1ngly 1arge numbers on the East

|

Coast ‘a similar. process was, occurr1ng on the west Coast—from AS1a, w1th
By o

;5 Hawa11 as a frequent stepp1ng stone. Tab]eﬂlwpnesents the ava11ab1e

data on the number of 1mm1grants, by decade, for the three maJor As1an ff;»fﬁ

i.,f- send1ng countr1es Ch1na Japan, and the Ph111pp1nes S1nce the o

v._.—#,,__—_fm_

=‘;‘ qua11ty and coverage of 1mm1grat1on stat1st1cs$has var1ed sharp]y over-

" IS

“the years !these~f1gure5”shou1d not be considered to be anyth1ng more

| “than crude 1nd1cators of the magn1tude of Asian 1mm1grat1on ' Moreover, U
51"C9 emigration was ver; substant1a1, somet1mes equa] to the vo]ume of A
1mm1grat1on, the net magn1tude of 1nternat1ona1 m1grat1on 1s on]y o f{ “b /o
Part1a11y ref]ected in these f1gures e vh‘;;: | jf.gfpfgv:}:'é;i" '

e A ffu-'TabTe_l.AboutlHere.*

Cw

SRR From th1s tab1e we note that the f1rst As1an group to arr1ve to e
| the. Un1ted States were the Ch1nese, arr1v1ng 1n s1gn1f1cant numbers

'dur1ng the 18505 to work 1n the go]d m1nes 1n Ga11forn1a*and ﬂater on _”li

' the ra11roads Most of the Ch1nese 1mm1grants were young ma]e o

soJourners who came tp the Un1ted States to seek the1r fortune p]ann1ng

,to;return to Ch1na, Ethn1c antagon1sm deve]oped between ‘the wh1te

-,}iabQEefs;and th




permanent feature of Un1ted States 1mm1grat1on po]1cy 1n*1904 L

number of off1c1a]s, merchants teachers,vstudents and trave]ers were

\

exc]uded from th\s ban (McKenz1e, 1928)

Moreover up unt11 1934, w1ves?

a token quota system of 105 Ch1nese 1mm1grants per yearve-/Tncreased t e

""\\

-1970 decade, 1s ma1n1y due to the enactment of the Imm1grat1on Actf}ﬂ';¥3”

of 19-5 which struck down the United States rac1st 1mm1grat1on po]1c1es :'
(nat1o a] or1g1n quotas) | The new laws’ put a prem1um on fam11y ”
reun1f1cat1on and scarce. occupat1ona1 sk1lls w1th the resu]t that many

\_\

more. Ch1nese were a]]owed to enter the Un1ted States. ;“1”77"

The Japanese were the second As1an group to 1mm1grate 1n 1arge

“

~// o numbers fo the Un1ted States. After the exc1u51on of the Ch1nese, .

2// ', iJapanese 1mm1grat1on became the new.source of cheap ]abor for the Nest
7{ ~ Coast dur1ng the ]ast decade of the 19th century and the f1rst decade of

' the 20th century Ethn1c antagon1sm deve]oped aga1nst the Japanese (as }j;ff“
it d1d for the Ch1nese before them, see Dan1els, 1977 16 30) Th - -
decade “of 1901‘1910 marked the peak of Japanese 1mm1gration, cu]m1nat1ng T

~1n the so-ca]]ed "Gent]emen S Agreement“ of 1908 whereby Japan 11m1ted

,m1grat1on to the Un1ted States to on]y non]aborers.. The cont1nued ]eve]

>.of.Japanese_1mmfgra‘ :"”"fﬁk_'follow1ng twofdecades?consisted most]y of




o c1t1zens and other se]ected cases. Th1s act a]so estab11shed a token 79

' quota of 185 1mm1grants from Japan The Imm1grat1on Act of 1965 appears,’

riarge numbers of F111p1nos to the United States d1d not beg1n unt11
' F111p1nos were cons1dered nat1onals of the Un1ted StJtes, they were not,?r-
_~subJect to the 1924 ban on: As1an 1mm1gration Howezer, the 5; t,: o
*status on F111p1nos, thereby restr1ct1ng F111p1no }mm1grat1on to f1fty f,f@'i
“.’fpersons per year In 1946 an 1mm1grat1on quota k 1007”ersons was e

uestab11shed for F111p1no 1mm1grants The Imm1grat1o an

: ACt °f 1952 and espec1a1]y the Imm1grat1on Act o 1965 ppear to have
N Un1ted States f - "SL | - ., o / P

-rimm1grat1on to the’ United States 1s to- examine the numbers of

Japanese to the Un1ted States.l Japanese 1mm1grat1on to the Un1ted

States resumed in the 1950s to a 1eve1 of about 40 000 per’decade VHThefirqa-

Immigrat1on and Nat1ona11ty Act (McCarran Walter) of 1952 a]]owed .~"_*gjyf"‘?i

‘ 1mm1grat1on outS1de of the quota system for- 1mmed1ate re]at1ves of U S.:

. \

to have had re]at1ve1y Tittle 1mpact on Japanese 1mm1grat1on compared to,ﬁf:

that of other Asian countr1es T H_.;.c»“' ~j\\

to Hawa11 to work on: the sugar and p1neapp1e p]antations M1grat1on of

1923, coming d1rect1y from the Ph1111p1nes or 1nd1rect1y through Hawa11
(Ca]1forn1a, Department of Industr1a1 Re]at1ons, 1930 15 23) Because.s~_i

: Tyd1ngs-McDuff1e Att (F111p1no Exc]us1on Act) of 1934 p]aced an "a11en | hfl,*:uh

hNat1ona11ty

"had S1gn1f1cant consequences on the 1mm1grant fﬂow'og_F111p1nos to the ;T;J

/! .

‘ ! Another vantage po1nt to V1ew the h1ston1c patterns of AS1an




f A51an-AmerTf ‘1n succe551ve censuses These f1gures, a]ong W1th the;,"' .
'tpercent fore1gn born are reported for Hawa11 and the U S ma1n1and 1n T
{Table 2 The Asian popu]at1on 1n the United States 1s 1arge1y o

V5d5New York (the 5;£ejf:7{f?

ﬁconcentrated 1nnthree states -< Hawa11,(Ca11forn1a, :

. ]atteé on]y for the Ch1nese) The geograph1ca1 d1str1but1on of Asians

. has been c]ear]y re]ated to the sett]ement patterns of the 1mm1grants

' (Wong, 1983; wong and H1rschman, 1982)
O . : P AN .
, , A

< ~° 7 Table 2-About Here

S
et

B

_ began to Hawa11, then m1grat1ng on to the U S ma1n1and, part1cu]ar1y“_
T v-iv.ﬁ the West Coast For Ch1nese, the movement to the ma1n1and begah ear11er o

. .and was always more substant1a1 than the m1grat1on to Hawa1i i ri;ﬁe f:‘Anfs‘?

o examp]e, dur1ng the, f1rst ha]f of this century, only a quarter of_‘”

Ch1nese-Amer1cans re51ded in Hawa11 compared to ha]f of Japanese- and
F1]1p1no-Amer1cans In the ]ast coup]e of decades w1th renewed '_n”»;'ﬁ,jﬁfj

1mm1grat1on to the ma1n1and the ba]ance has sh1fted even further 'In'[ Afﬁf"}

f
o

' 1970, a]most two-th1rds of Japanese, three-fourths of F111p1nos and
\T>n1ne out of ten Ch1nese 11ved on the ma1n]and . "»
Dur1ng the twent1eth century, the A51an popu]at1on 1n Hawa11,}f
espec1a11y the Ch1nese and Japanese, has become 1ncrea51ng]y nat1ve-~’

born. | By 1970, about 90% of th//Japanese and Ch1nese and two-th1rds ofuff

"the F111p1nos in Hawa11 were nat1ve-born The sh1ft to nat1ve-born C

maJor1t1es has been. much s]ower for the As1an-Amer1cans on the mg1n1and{~'

/

The trans1t1on to an Amer1can-born maJor1ty 1s most eV1dent among the

wh1ch has had‘more than two- h1rds nat1ve born for:g*

i Japanese popu]at1on,,




: cont1nued n the 19705.
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< ¥ . THE TREND IN EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT -~ SR } |
DR R

AN s : . L :.“
v ‘

In the subsequent ana1ys1s of - educat1ona1 change, we aﬂways examine ’
| the fore1gn-born and natfve-born popu]at1ons 1ndependent1y (separ;Ee1y
#; o by ethn1c or1g1n) We a1so cons1der the differences by geograph1ca1

1ocat1on.‘ Not on1y does the nat1v1ty comp051tlon vary sharp1y between ;:h'd::ng
areas .of sett1ement but we suspect that there are other signdf1cant R

% 3 B 3

differences 1n the soc1a1 and econom1c enV1ronment.,,f

To exam1ne the quest1on of'As1aﬂbAmer1can éduéat1on§1fsuccess we

\\ " turn’to the h1stor1c trend 1n educationa] atta1nment’of As1ans re1at1ve
. \. ”v. .' . 1»
.fgﬁv - to the maaor1ty popu]at1on. To the extent that patterns'of atta1nment o

\ vary over‘t1me and systematica]]y W1th other factors 1t ay'be poss1b1e

\ to spec1fy the reasons for m1nor1ty ach1eVement 1nc{:most”1nd1v1dua1s

‘ \ f1n1sh the1r forma1 schoo11ng before reach1ng aduTthoodf
to trace the h1stor1ca1 change of success1ve b1rt tsiby
the trend from the o1dest to the youngest age group;(of adu1ts)

1nterpretat10n and potent1a1 b1as are: somewhagpdifferent for the two ELQ\E}V_JF;

nat1v1ty groups (fore1gn-»and native-born)




f_schoo]i g §n Amer1can soc1ety Long1tud1na1 1nferen es from;ﬂ;h*

| t1me. For the native born d1fferent1a1 morta11ty cou]

".1mpact W}ﬂ] be re]at1ve1y m1nor.

on]y exper1ence\d1fferent1a1 morta11ty, but

returnémigration to the country of or1g1n.

i’

est1mz

/

Peck 1980) Accord1ng]y, the trend of edueat1

net difference._‘."'”h:”



’ more often tnan W1li the As1an group exceed the wh1te‘group. If a]]

scores, tne ND w111 be 1 0 The va]ue of zero means that'the number f |

.~-J.-"‘z'~ B

- a sharp contrast between the Japanese and the other twovAs1an

popu]at1ons.» Even among th1s ear]y group of 1mm1grants, presumably ?t:f {;_}

'arr1v1ng around the turn of the century, the Japanese ma]e popu]at1on




s lbirth cohorts.; The reiative gains can be seen by[comparing the:median

aﬂ'Americans 1n Tab]e/B and most ciear]y 1n the indexes of net difference

S 1',L1n/Tab1e 4

: ra
‘ Among the maie 1mmigrant popu]ation, Japanese educationa

~exceeded the white u.s. popu]ation attainments by the 19&5 24 birth
cohort.A/By the 1925 34 b1rth cohort, ma]e Ch1nese and F111p1no ,

ts registered a s1m1]ar accompiishment., AS1an femaie immigrants

e

f:;.f_jctimmigra
' }freach ed educationai par1ty ?yth wh1te u. S women (or exceeded them), but %&I ff

at a siower pace than that of A51an men. - L

‘The trend. in the educationai attainment of native-born AS1an- wlj;F

Ve -

R

/Americans para]ie]s the pattern of 1mmigrants, but with some 1mportant

| A differences. Among the oidest cohort, those who attended American ‘

. A schoo]s before World War I, the Japanese N1se1 he]d their own W1th the .
yas 'k‘average white (iess so for fema]es) Native- born Fiiipinos, and | |
é//. ' ._espec1a11y Chinese, were considerabiy 1ower ﬁn their educationai

/ 0 \

'atta1nments - comparab]e to the 1eve1s of B]ack-Americans of the same

l

~generation.1 But then qu1te dramat1ca]1y, Asian-American, especiaiiy

_‘JChinese, educationai 1eveis rose sharpiy.; The net difference 1ndexes 1n d“"
: "‘Tabie 4 show that by the 1915 24 cqhort (schoo]ed 1n the 1920s and 30s)
”i:i; ,‘ ”,nativewborn Chinese and Japanese (both men and women) had higher Co

B educationai 1eveis than wh1tes. Since then Japanese and Chinese

H -
o

, o
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\g

R
edUCational superfority haj\gncreased and native born F111p1nos have
approached par1ty W1th whites., e o T e

o Further exp]oration of these trends is considered in the fo]]owing;a¢?;=“é,

) sections of th1s paper.' ;J-v '\.7 : ;» S e f e
o ) { S ’ ] — - : L. /‘ .
) - . ASIAN IMMIGRANTS.. -~ » .+ o |
K IR o - = ’ T g ;;\\1‘

~In th1s sect1on, we cons1der more c]ose]y trends 1n the.- _';l ;\j

socioeconom1c compoS1tion of AS1an 1mm1grants\ To obtain the 1onge

span. of . cohorts we splice together cohorts (agquroups) from the Pub]1c
Mﬁthg from pub]ished census :; o

abu]at1ons to the public use samp]e census data provides more Sk

~ Use Samp]es of the 1960 and 1970 Censuses.

2D
f]ex1b1]1ty for data ana]yS1s and presentation, but at the cost of 1ess

re11:b111ty because of the sma]]er samp]e sizes.z Modest d1fferences

Our aim here is to report '

cou]d easily be due to.samp41ng var1ations.

1 maJor d1ffe nt1a]s°and general trends.
Tab]e 5 presents mean years of schoo]1ng and- occupationa] status

(the Duncan Socioeconom1c Index) for the three maJor‘AS1an mm1grant .




: -1mm1grants, but they (Japanese 1mmigrants) were a much more homogeneous;

\' adu]t years ( n11ke‘educat1ona1 attalnment), the 1nference o;/a o =

4

f';populat1on more 1nterna1 so]1dar1ty (1ess soc1a1 c]ass var1at1on) among”

A51an groups._ For success1ve b1rth co

vkeducat1ona1 Tevels equa]ed or exceeded that of Ang]os

"‘and fore1gn-born.’ For: the youngest cohorts, the mean years of schoo]1ngf

. years:of schoo]1ng.. As rap1d1y as overa]] educat1ona1 qua11f1cat1onswf,

‘ dec11nes in var1ance. The d1st1nct1ve1y h1gh educat1on of the youngest

F111p1no female 1mm1grants 1s A c]ear examp]e of this pattern.

's]ower, a]though the youngest Asian 1mm1grants report very h1gh - L

(occupat1ona1 ]eve]s.t The ear11est wave of Japanese‘“mm1grants are not’>i:ff

""' 20

. ;\-‘:

mm1grant stream.. Th1s factor may have g1ven che Japanese 1mm1grant

';s of As1an'1mm1grants (wh1ch

are only 1oose1y re]ated to actua] cohorts'of 1mm1gran_sc_ef1ned by,_”_,yw-

t1m1ng of entry), educat1ona1 qua11f1cat1ons rose 1n f dramat1c fash1on._‘;'
Beginn1ng with the b1rth cohort of 1915-1924 Asian mmigrant ‘ '_f i L

both nat1ve-born (

exceeded 12 years and 1n some cases (Japanese men) the average 1s 157'ﬁ~v RS

rose, variance dec]ined A]though educat1ona1 atta1nment among Asian

. female immigrants is a b1t be]ow As1an men, the same geneﬁal patterns](?r;,‘f7ﬂg}

hold =- rapid 1nter-cohort rise in average educat1ona1 1evels and

The 1ower pane] in Tab]e 5 presents the average occupational status

of the same cohorts of As1an 1mm1grants and nat1ve-born and fore1gn-born

Ang]os. Since 1nd1v1duals often change the1r occupation over the1r

\
\

t1me-ser1es trend (from the o]dest to the youngest age group) rests~one_mgc;f;;;

weaker ground.' Nonethe]ess, some broad observat1ons can be made (these
* S N

occupat1on) The w1se of'occupat1ona1 status acrossﬁ

'ohorts/was a bit(" f;~

distinctively superiof°1n the1r occupationa] status (as they were in ﬁjgly_}




.se1ect1v1ty of 1mm1grant streams, the1r ear]y experiences 1n the U S.,

towards'AS1ans.5 For Ch1nese,-the open door po11cy ended with “the 3

the1r educat1ona1 atta1nment) Indfact,urhe'aVeragéfAhinesé.%mmigréhfkjlljif
occupat1ona1 status was above the Japanese mean for the f1rst severa1 ?fir 9f{pf
b1rth cohortS' _From the’ o1dest to. the youngest cohorts. the ‘Wfilu-;ﬁ‘

heterogene1tylof Japanese male 1mmigrants was reduced but not for the f?rf;}

Ch1nese. F111p1no ‘men and all women 1mm1grants have increased the1r | fh\.ff

occupat1ona1 status sharp1y across the cohorts in our samp1e.; It was

not until the 1925 1934 b1rth cohort of ma1es and the youngest birth <h': ' f;

-

cohort of women that one notes h1gher soc1oeconom1c attainment by A51ans

over nat1ve born or foreign-born Anglos. o
o\ -
Any 1nterpretat1on of the determ1nants of the chang1ng character of

.

' As1an 1mm1grat1on must re1y on a cons1derab1e amount of 1nference and

conjecture. We ‘have very little hard 1nformat1on on the patterns and

3\.

or the magn1tude and composit1on of return m1grat1on. But the data on {, ,,:;~5'

’

ear11er waves of A51an 1mm1grants who surv1ved to be 1nterv1ewed in the

» 1960 and 1970 Population Censuses prov1de some bases for 1nterpretation.

Japanese 1mmigrants were a very se1ect popu]at1on, even for those

\ arr1v1ng around the turn of the century For the Ch1nese and F111p1no

popu1at1ons, the ear11' t 1mm1grants had on1y m1n1ma1 qua11f1cat1ons. 'N

But then over success ve cohorts, the qua]f??catlgds of A51an 1mm19rants |

of_a11 natnona]1t4es,-ma1e~and*fema1e, have r1sen dramatica]]y wh11e
the 1abe1 of a brain dra1n may be a stereotype, the educationa]
compos1t1on of ré/ent Asian 1mmigrants has been rather extraord1nary o

(Chen, 1977 gv th 1974 Pernia, 1976)

S

that the educat1ona1 qua1if1cations of Asian 1mm1grants

It sezm
have been 1ose1y re1ated to the restrict1ve u.s. 1mm1grat1on po11c1es ;;Qf R



s . . . ’ . . [N

N 1nfamous Ch1nese Ekc]us1on Act of 1882 Prior to this{date,'dt seems
that most Ch1nese 1mm1grants were 1aborers,W1th m1n1ma1 educat1ona1 :,?_ v
qua11f1cat]ons --/comparab1e to - the pattern qf European 1mm1grat1on f~'-"i{‘xc

. stream of the same ‘era. After the 1mm1grat1on bar, Ch1nese 1mm1grat1on s
_! .

' ’_ cont1nued° but at much reduced 1eve1s. (Moreover, the exodus of return

m1grat1on meant that the abso1ute numbers of Ch1nese in. the U S
dec11ned for severa1 decades) To get around the restrict1ons against
Ch1nese 1mm1grat1on, the new Ch1nese arr1va1s had to fitfrather narrow }.‘vgx
cr1ter1a - off1ca1s, merchants, teachers, students, traders, or the |
a11en w1ves or, chi]dren of these nonexc1udab1e cjasses, or k1n to a U.S.
K4 ‘5”‘~ c1tlzen of Ch1nese ancestry It is not unreasonab]e to assume that this J

» meant (or was corrre1ated w1th) a higher 1eve1 of educationa] o ”

‘ qua11f1cat1ons. For the youngest cohorts whp arr1ved in the 19505 and

1 after ghe\1965 Imm1grat1on Act (many as students), the avenue of

_‘ immigration was scarce occupat1ona1 sk111s yh1ch typ1ca11y meant .E .
advanced educat1ona1 degrees, such as med1c1ne, eng1neer1ng, and other ~
techn1ca1 f1e1ds.

Ear1y Japandse 1mm1grants entered the U. S. 1abor market at the

e e e g e @, gt

bottom, typ1ca11y as-farm” 1aborers.ﬁ Yet their above-average educat1ona1
) 1eve1s gave them a ‘unique advantage. The 1908 "Gent]emen 'S Agreement"
restr1cted further Japanese 1abor m1grat1on, but 1eft 1oopho]es unt11
they were c1osed by the 1924 1egis1at1on. A reasonab1e assumpt1on is d
that the restrict1ons worked to further 1ncrease the se1ect1V1ty of

; ‘ a Japanese 1mmigrants., Nhen Japanese 1mm1grat1on resumed on' a moderate

3 sca1e din- the 19505 and 19605, the 1ega1 channe1s for admiss1on on1y

3, perm1tted those W1th h1gh1y sk111ed credent1a1s to enter._,




\ -
The comp051tion of Fi]ipino immigration appears to parallel the - E

Chinese experience -- several decades later and on a smaller scale. ,.

Beginning as an 1nf1ux of migrants with minimal qualifications, the ,‘{;wg;;*sg'

average level of education rose for successive cohorts ag 1mmigration B -

restrictions were put 1nto place. Then in the wake of the 1965 reﬁorm - 1

i Ty ‘
legislation, Filipinos 1mmigrants ‘came in 1ncreas1ng numbers with ;é; =

_ . v

- ' unusually h19h educational standards. o , 'Q“ RS

In a perverse way, the racist character of U S. 1mmigration policy

toward Asia may. have strengthened the capacity of the As1an communities ' .\\ a

:1n the. 'U.S. The door rwhile not completely closed, Timited the 1nflow \

~of 1mm1grants to modest numbers. Moreover, it also meant that the / Lo

" newcomers had above-average levels of education, often ur or .o éhe/ -

native white population of the Umted States. This. cert ‘e, "mmized‘

rd

_pressures on the res1dent Asian communities to absorb and sponsor he

new 1mm1grants for the first half .of- the twentieth century. Moreovew,L

"'L"\ ;

the selective character of the 1mmigrant stream probably strengthened L
the economic achievements of Asian-Americans and set high expecta jons 7

for the educational attainments -of their children.

Fl . . o
[

NATIVE-BORN ASIAN-AMERICANS .

/.

In this section “we trace changes in average level of education

across successive cohorts of native-born A51an-Americans using 1970

/- ' N

Census data arrayed by age. Assuming that the potential for educational
attainment is’ randomly distributed across ethnic populations; variation

in achievement will reflect differential opportunities and the economic,

,"

social and cultural environments of the home and community
: o e } o .
. ‘ o : . 'e.,'- ._'W

S
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”-across geograph1ca1 sett1ngs, the resuTts are presented separate]y for

,and the baTance bf the country State of b1rth is the proxy for area of

" of- each popu]at1on that has attended coTTege (atta1neg~13 or. more years ,'\h

" of schoo]1ng) In th1s tabTe we have coTTapsed men and women together.

acohort (born before 1905) rece1ved an average of 9 to 10 years of

‘.'educat1on 1n the per1od pr1or to Nor]d War P Average educat1on,was

3-fattendance was a b1t Tow"

o N

’ 1 - .. ’ ’ B - o ° - ._, .
TabTe 6 presents mean’ years of schooling sub- d1V1ded 1nto graded :

SChoo]‘"g (1-12) and c0”996 (1- 6) for. the three maJor ﬁs1an popu]at?bCSLa o

N, , -
(Japanese Ch1nese,‘F1T1p1nos) and AngTos (wh1tes exclud1ng wh1te s

':f H1span1cs) by state ofcb1rth The mean years of compTeted schooT1ng 1s

the sum of.the two components" years of graded schooT1ng and years of

i

‘coTTege. Since the educat1ona1 and. the soc1a1 env1ronment may d1ffer “1 o

the maJor areas of As1an Amer1can concentrat1on (Ca11forn1a and Hawa11)

res1dence dur1ng age at- schooT1ng There are too few AngTos 1n Hawa11 5*7{fe;*

in_our sampTe to prov1de reliable" est1mates by age group TabTe 6 aTso IR

conta1ns another ‘component of the educat1ona1 process -~ the proport1on ”i@

3

Separate anaTys1s by sex and by generat1on (2nd vs. 3rd or h1gher T

3 p

generat1ons in the U S ) d1d not revea] suff1c1ent d1fferences to
-

-

- warrant separate presentation. - N - :f.»; S R

u;Tab]efG-LiAbout Fere :

y

w;expan51on of- educat1on in Amer1ca dur1ng the 20th century The onest'~**T i

The trend 1n the educat1ona1 attta1nment for AngTos ref]ects the' f ji\lmff
1

*f5119ht1y h1gher in Ca11forn1a than elsewhere, but the Tevel of coTTege'ijg don

( 1' CaTiforn1a., The average:years_of




- (1935-44) whose schoo]1ng was, centered in the 19505.. The'components °f-h7-*_;gﬁ¥

/'_educat1ona1 growth n almost un1versa11y high 1eve1 of graded -

' :ischool1ng and an 1ncreas1ng ercentage attending co11ege. A]most ha1f

;'of the youngest cohort bor 1n Ca11forn1a attended co1]ege, but 1ess

I than one-th1rd of . those from other states d1d B
The comparab]e/1eve]s~of educat1on for Japanese and Chinese do not .
' fit the expectation of d sadvantaged minor1t1es.. Nat1ve-born Japanese \‘,‘ [Nf?
\ had comparab]e or h1gher\2ducat1ona1 attainments than Ang]os for a]] the i
\[f%;f ; cohorts represented in th1s\tab1e “For the older cohorts, 1t seems that .’5
: Japanese-Ang]o parity ref]ects rough]y similar. 1eve]s of graded _'K
schooling and co]]ege attendance. Japanese from Ca]1forn1a d1d better :.
fthan Japanese e]sewhere, as d1d Ang1os. It 1s the youngerftwo Japanese
cohorts, espec1a11y the youngest (born from 1935 44), whose educat1onaP
"'atta1nment beg1ns to advance sign1f1cant1y above the Ang1o 1eve1 _The .
. s]1ght Japanese edge in the 1925 34 cohort was primar11y due to h1gher
& n1eve]s of secondary schoo]1ng comp]etion. But the 1935 44 cohort of |
: Japanese sharp]y 1ncreased the1r educationa] atta1nment through a
| dramatic Jump in co]]ege attendance -- 30 percentage po1nts in o
.Ca11forn1a (44 to 75) The 1ncreases in Hawai1 and in other states were V\t ;J;

,'somehwat 1ess, but st11] outstr1pped the educat1ona1 ga1ns of Ang1os,,a’

The educat1ona1 ach1evements of nat1ve-born Ch1nese-Amer1cans are ':;?ff
j fno less 1mpressive, but the traJectory of h1stor1ca1 change was: somewhat

: d1fferent For the o]dest cohort of nat1ve born Ch1nese”

-'.educat1ona] 1eve]s were far ngow the Ang]o ]eve], espec1a11y 1n
"b Ca]1forn1a.- Then in the next Qohort (1905 14) whose schoo]1ng was

‘;‘;;centered in the 49205"nat1ve-born Ch1nese reg1stered;wharp 1ncreases”‘

‘zfﬁithe1r educatib'*: 'ornia, but a]so dn



Y

Hawa11 and e]sewhere) and reached par1ty with Ang]os.‘ An Qmportant

'component of the educat1ona1 progress of nat1ve-born Ch1nese was above

average 1eve1s of college attendance (pr1mar11y 1n Ca11forn1a) Then in
successive cohorts nat1ve born Ch1nese ma1nta1ned educat1ona1 equa11ty |

'w1th Ang]os or a modest edge (Ca11forn1a) F1na11y, 1n the youngest

. cohort, Ch1nese educational advances Jumped far ahead of Ang]os --'_ e i‘-fﬁ
pr1mar11y through h1gher 1eveT§‘d¥ co11ege attendance. ‘The pattern of o
change of the youngest cohort of . Ch1ne§\\close1y resemb]es the ‘ |
‘ocomparabIe shift for nat1ve-born Japanese., '

The analysis of the h1stor1ca1 trend of educat1ona1 atta1nment of

| _nat1ve-born F111p1nos rests on a much weaker emp1r1ca1 base. The"”f"h
numbers of cases in most ce11s are qu1te sma]] and any 1nterpretat1on of
trends must be cons1dered tentat1ve. There has been a steady expans1on.;;tib.‘f
of native- born F111p1no educat1ona1 atta1nment, w1th the most 1mportant o .
sh1ft occurr1ng from the 1915-24 to 1925-34 b1rth cohort 1n Hawa11 --=@f
where average educat1on rose by a]most 2% years. Schoo]1ng cont1nued to-

expand for the youngest cohort of nat1ve born F1i1p1nos 1n Hawa11, but/
. there- appears to have been a 1eve11ng off of educat1ona1 ga1ns (a sma11 o
‘ dec11ne) for F111p1nos in the rest of the' U S S1nce th1s observat1on ,'jf*'l
rests on a very sma]] samp]e, further 1nvest1gat1on 1s necessary to | _
conf1rm th1s trend Overalﬂ, there. appears to have been a trend towards 4}
a; narrow1ng of the Ang]o F111p1no educat1ona1 gap, but par1ty had st111 Fa 7;nii
~not been ach1eved "’;}. B ', 'i o f-'f? | ;’flffz'if : “
~ k It seems that Japanese and Ch1nese fam111es have been ab]e to -
'_confront the soc1eta1 discr1m1nat1on of ‘the: f1rst ha]f of the century |

o
vand encourage/support the educat1on of the1r Amer1can-born ch1]dren at

;71eve1s comparab]e (or"bove) hat flbhe maJor1ty popuﬁat1on. ;Thep




o an edUCat1ona1 d1sadvantage, but this d1sappeared in the next cohort
'Japanese and Ch1nese born 'in Ca11forn1a did best of all, but those i

‘other parts of the country a]so achieved educat1ona1 1evels equa] t or .

above whites. It appears that an- exp]anat1on for A51an-American ’
educat1ona1 success cannot be specified in terms of favorab]e |

geograph1ca1 sett1ngs a]one
& .

- One poss1b1}1ty m1ght be that the ut111ty of education diffezed for

Asian- Amer1cans than for Ang]os. A common observat1on in the rac

R
re]at1ons literature is that ‘the 10wer economic gains assoc1ated Lith ’“f~s3ﬁw:f
minor1ty education proV1ded weaker 1ncent1ves for cont1nued scho ]1ng

‘(Blau and Duncan, 1967 211-212).~ Th1s ypothes1s suggests the e onomic ‘f
. va]ue of educat1on influences the degree oy/structural support orv "

—————— e . Y

’schoo]1ng by the fam1]y and other soc1a1 situations. 1f educat on l; o

"matters", then parents and students w111 be more mot1vated to 1nvest 1n
“,_"human capital” as a channe] for social’ mobi]1ty.‘ This assumes that the
f opportun1t1es for schoo]1ng are ava11ab1e on a universa11sticl asis &

Tab]e 7 provides a modest test of the structura] 1ncent1ges for ::

\M‘

: educat1ona1 1nvestment among succe551ve cohorts of. native-bor"
As1an-Amer1can ma]es W1th 1970 Census data Occupat1ona1 at'a1nmentif'

;'(1ndexed by the Duncan soc1oeconom1c 1ndex) 1s regressed on

Metric (unstandard1zed)fregressi:"A

'»1nteract1on terms.u

.'?with 1nter-cohor
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(similar equations were estimated with 1960-Census data and the results.

are consistent with those presented here).

“ﬁbﬂe.ﬁi -TAbout Here | o | R ' .",-;-.

| The most consistent f1nd1ng from Tab]e 7 is the strong effect of - | ;'f753
.years of schoo]1ng on occupat1ona1 atta1nment in each birth cohort \ -
Among the oldest cohort (above age 65 in 1970), each year of schooling \
'1s assoc1ated w1th an 1ncrease of 3 SEI points, this r1ses to an effect

of aTmost 5 points in the youngest cohort.. The d1rect ethnic effects

~and the ethnic by educat1on 1nteract10ns do not revea] common trends forﬁi:aihff
iaTT three Asian popuTat1ons. , | : i | e
s The net Japanese’ ethn1c var1ab1e has\been consistent]y negat1ve for:: |
.all b1rth cohorts, but- on]y reaches’ statist1ca1 s1gn1f1cance for the two'“nith )
,bTPth cohorts of 1915- 1924 and 1925 34. For these same two cohorts,‘the?'}
occupat1ona1 returns to- Japanese schoo]1ng were s1gn1f1cant1y Steeper o

| tha" _the Anglo rate (rep11cat1on w1th 1960 Census data confirms th1s R AL

. f1nd1ng) Th1s suggest a w1der occupat1ona1 gap between those w1th Tow : .7,f;?

-and h1gh educat1ona1 atta1nment for- this generat1on of Japanese-- '

| ‘fAmer1cans;,?These cohorts exper1enced the 1nternment—dur1ng wOer Nar II .

in the early Stages of the1r adu]t careers or as students.~ They resumedff:jh.gi

R,\

" for entered ‘the Tabor force as young adu]ts “in the postwar era. VIt seemsj€§~

that those w1th h1gher educat1ona1 atta1nments were abT :to-recoup the1r§

».lo ,but those w1th Tess educat1on exper1enced a pe anentlloss 1n

a,\‘,".‘
A

g.the1r occupat1ona1 atta1nment

The pattern;of”Ch

e e’ffects. both the net ethnic coefficients -



- pattern of Filipino coefficientS‘revea1s a net positiVe effect of
ethnicity, but a cons1stent1y 1ower occupat1ona1 return to educat1on. ]

;However, these effects are on]y s1gn1f1cant for»the youngest cohort.

These equat1ons have a1so been est1mated w1th.1960 Census data -and
R .

/.WIth other dependent var1ab1es (the probab111ty of profess1onaT f"'-~, f'f

4

SR emp]oyment and the probab111ty of se]f-emp1oyment) and the resu1ts are
genera]]y cons1stent with thase presented here. For the m1dd1e cohortsvf‘f f
;of nat1ve-born Japanese men (and. to a 1esser extent for comparab]e '
Ch1nese), the educat1on 1nteract1on term promotes entry 1nto ‘
,profess1ona1 emp]oyment and 1s negat1ve 1n pred1ct1ng se1f-emp1oyment. o

These resu1ts are 1mportant because they 1nd1cate that for L
vnatlve-born.Ch1nese and Japanese men, educat1on brought as much

. occupat1ona1 advancement (somet1mes more) as 1t d1d for maJor1ty men.‘ J

VAJTh1s is not the case for F111p1no men. Th1s does not mean that Ch1nese':gtrbv

- and Japanese men ‘did not exper1ence occupat10na1 d1s ‘m‘nat1on.1;Tn e

N © fact, the record is: c1ear that forma] and 1nforma1 rac1a1 bars were

.acommon on ‘the Nest Coast dur1ng much of the f1rst ha1f of the 20th

'century.z But through var1ous channe]s,.;nc]ud1ng the 1ndependent

@

‘profess1ons and the ethn1c economy, Japanese and Ch1ne e men were ab1e ﬁ

to rea11ze econom1c returns (measured by occupat1ona1 stat_s){to

a

. educat1on that was comparab]e to A"91os'*~'

'1nvestment



CONCLUSIONS R L T A

2

The contemporary pattern of As1an Amer1can educat1ona1 success hai

roots that. extend back to the 1ate 19th and early 20th century Th f_,'j.

_h1stor1ca1 record howeyer, 1s not s1mp]y one ofilfstra1ghtforward march

’from uneducated 1mm1grants to a th1rd generatTo'.w1th post-graduate

degrees. «Nor-can an exp]anat1on that beg1ns and ends w1th'the‘h1gh

LS

eddcat1ona1 amb1t1ons of Asian—Amer1cans suff1ce as an; 1nterpretat1on.<

’Both of these e]ements conta1n more than a. gra1n of truth but a c]ose'

' Moreover, there have been. s1gn1f1cant variat1ons 1n the structure of theffﬂaﬁ

: separate Asian ethnic popu]at1ons wh1ch are masked 1n the broad 1abe1 of’f,pj

As1an Amer1cans._ W1th1n the 11m1ts of 1960 and 1970 Censu

In sp1te of the 1ntense b1gbtry and d1scr1m1nat1on‘encountgnedgby

Japanese 1mm1grants and the1r ch11dren 1n the decades'pr1or to worl war Qti{

r

s

.,,II the Japanesejiommun1ty had a number of unusua] strengths., F1rst
¢ .

the 1mm1grant strieant which arr1ved around the turn of the century

..

appears to have had a fa1r1y h1gh ]eve] of educat1on 'i comparab]e to

, the wh1te popu]at1on of the same oenerat1ons,“‘Thefexpectat1ons for

. hnlr nwn,. The_ff

as_]aborers and then



} . . ;,‘

wModeli/ﬁiQBOS wh11e the\conf1nement<ef Japanese-Amer1cans to the : V"
o %fhn1c economy_was a. mark of the1r oppre551on,.1t a]so re1nforced ethnic
) so]1dar1ty and frequent]y Ted to some 1eve1 of econom1c success. These
g cond1t1ons may hare a]so strengthe ed the Japanese comm1tment to the/
educat1on of: the1r ch11dren.' Uh]enberg (1972) ob§erves that th ‘;/Q-a
Japanese- Amer1can pattern of 1ater age at marriage and a sma]]er fami]y

51ze may have contr1buted to a favorab]e environment for ach1evement.p._if"

\\ - For the nat1ve-born popu]at1on, our, historical ana]ys1s re ea]s that ,
; RN
Japanese-Amer1cans had educat1ona1 1evels equ1va1 enkt with 2h1tes ear]y

in the twent1eth century (both in Ca11forn1a and e]sewhere) G1ven the
11m1ted opportun1t1es for Japanese Amer1can ach1evement at the t1me,‘1t
is; not very surpr151ng that th1s ear]y record of educat1ona1 success

,/.

became a/CEntral e]ement of the1r ethn1c cu1ture. ' "
Ch1nese 1mm1grat1on to%the Un1ted States began in the m1dd1e o the
19th century and cont1nued for severa] decades as a stream of ma]e'_

1aborers w1th m1n1ma1 educat1ona1 qua11f1cat1ons., w1th the=Ch1nese

Exc]us1on Act of 1882 1mm1grat1on was sharp]y restr1cted to the

fam111es of res1dent Ch1nese and to spec1a] cases, most'of whom had”pj;fr

h1gher educat1ona1 qua11f1cat1ons._ Th1s meani a sharp eductfdn 1nf“




. nat1ve-born F111p1nos outs1de of Hawaii but the ev1dence s too’ shaky‘

pclos1ng of the door to further Asian 1mm1grat1on certainln 1essened the

':pressures on . the 1oca1 ethn1c popu]at1on to absorb and- support

"

Japanese-Amer1can popu]at1on grew very s]ow]y and the Ch1nese-Amer?can

,popu]at1on exper1Enced an abso]ute dec11ne in numbers for severa]

For Fi]1p1nos, the empirica] record is much more ambiguous and not
qu1te as positive. -There has been a rea] upgrading of the educationa]
l
1evels of both fore1gn- and nat1ve-born Fi]ipinos across successive

cohﬂrts, but parity w1th whites has yet to be achieved There 1s a e

troubling sign of a s]ow1ng-down in the rise of schooling of the’

to make a conc]usive statement. 0 | i'"

4

<

SeveraT factors do seem to have been common to Asian-Ame<;5an

f educational advance, part1cu]ar1y for Japanese and Chinese._ F1rst the .

e

i
I

' add1tiona1 k1nsmen. Th1s may have allowed marg1na1 resources to be

invested in the education of ch1]dren, rather than- support1ng a grow1ng

. ethn1c enclave. For the middle decades of the twentieth century, the -

V.

“', decades. Moreover, restr1ct1ve 1mm1grat1on po]1c1es meaﬂt that on]y

high]y educated AS1ans were allowed to ‘enter .the Un1ted States --‘\\v

1mm1grants who very often had educationa] qua11f1cat1ons super1or to the _'

Q
o

nat1ve wh1te popu]at1on of the Un1ted States o
| Another 1mportant factor 1s that Japanese and Ch1nese educat1ona1

atta1nment seems to have “pa1d off" in terms of occupat1ona1 advancement

]

: (measured by Duncan SEI) at the same rate (or h1 her) than whites. Th1s f_-tjf

1d0es'not me an t- Japanesefand1Chinese'diﬂ.not;experience ns1derab]n;,,;f15%

'ff”fg.:fdocuments pervas1ve b1gotry) But educat1on was as effect1ve a. channeT

¢ . : . - \

'_occupat1ona1 d1scr1m1nat1on (1ndeed cons1derab1e research 1ear1y

"o




Vbcupationa] careers than those of .

whites -- spec1aliz1ng in the 1ndepen7ent and tethnica] profess1ons. S

been because Asians pursued. different

: where d1scr1m1nation is 11ke1y to be ess. Moreover, skeptics may
w reasonably doubt that equ1va1ent ret rns: of occupationaT status to

~ education for Asians means that Asian-Amer1cans atta1n comparable ’

positions of" job authqr1ty, pub11c vis1b111ty or access to posit1ons of

LS

1nst1tut1ona1 power.

As AS1an Americans have encountered a moderate amount of economic

success in the postwar era, their educat1ona'l atta'lnments &ave shot up

/
to record levels, where co11egé/graduat1on appears to be the med1an B
atta1nment While the high educational 1eve1s of new Asian 1mm1grants
| "add to this p1cture of extra% d1nary educat1ona1 achiewement, it 1s a1so
the native- born who have’ pa t1c1pated in th/s upsurge of educationa1
ﬁg dvancement S1nce the e7hn1c economy -and res1dent1a4 segregat1on

appear to have 1eSsened in recent years, 1t becomes more d1ff1cu1t to -

find exp1anat1ons rooted in the structura1 pos1t1on of As1an Amer1cans.»
Wh11e As1an-Amer1cans born in Ca11forn1a are most successfu1, the sharp
r1se in educat1ona1 1eve1s is eV1dent 1n Hawa11 and e1sewhere. Is the
- contemporary pattern/an examp1e of a short-term cu1tura1”1ag that W111
. d1m1n1sh as As1an4Amer1cans become more soc1a11y 1ntegrated w1th
Amer1can soc1ety7 Or W111 the d1st1nct1y h1gh 1eve1 of educat1ona1

/

. amb1t1on and atta1nment of AS1ans cont1nue? Ne1ther theory,nor the fv ,t

emp1r1ca1 record prov1de a firm base for a pred1ct1on
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