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INTRODUCTION

Seven years ago as I was just completing a biracial study of East
Texas rural youth I was fortunate to come into contact with two new
sociology graduate students from southwestern Texas--Dave Wright and
Rumaldo Juarez.lj Largely as a result of their interests, encouragement,
and capacity for work, I undertook the extension of the "Texas Youth
Studv" to include Chicano teen—-agers living in close proximity to the
Mexican border. As a part of that study Juarez and Wright developed
a set of language usage instruments to tap Spanish use in a variety
‘of situational contexts, which could be utilized to develop an ethnic
identity scale similar to one used by Nall (1962) in an earlier study
in that region.A Since then these inséruments and the data they pro-
duced have been mined thoroughly by Vvicki Patell&g/ zind myself-—see .
listings of our reports in the REFERENCES.

The original intention of this paper was to commare our ea<iie:
'19675 Téxﬁ@ findings with = _av ¥ study -2 2y Sharp anc wWwars onw
cempatanle- ¥outh in southhero Tolorsr. : rele:iv= v twe things: () p=tterns
of use of Spar..sh among Mexican ‘American boyr and girls and (2) the re-
lationship between an index of use of Spanish (as opposei to English)--
presumed to indicate strength of "Ethnic Identity"--and level of aspiration.
The attempt to test the level of generalizations that can be drawn from
these two data sets on culturally different populations of Mexican Americans
has been modified to include an additional population of E1 Paso youth
interviewed less than two months ago by Moises Venegas of New Mexico

3/

State relative to patterﬁs of language usage.=
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The literature existing on language use by Mexican American youth
is sparse and uneven and the only empirical studieé known examining sex
differences in these patterns are the three reported here. Extensive
reviews of the relevant literature have been presented in several recent
reports and will not be duplicated here (Patella, 1971; Patella and

Kuvlesky, 1973).

THREE COMPARABLE STUDIES
The general characteristics of the three Mexican American studies
to be compared here :.re described in Table 1. A brief description is
glven below of each of these. More detziled descriptions are providea

in the APPENDICES,

THE 1967 SOUTH 'I;EXAS STUDY

The data were obtained from incerviews with high school sophomores
attending school ‘during the Spring ¢ 967 in four Texas counties closs
to the Mexican border--Dimmit, Maverick, Sce-r, aud Zapazz (Wright, 1$63:
141-143). These counties were selected to include hiz: -—oportions of
Mexican Americans, low-income families, and rural, nonmetropoliitan re-
sidents as compared with Texas as a whole. In all four, the éducation
of adults over 24 averaged only 5~6 years, agricultural employment
accounted for the major portion of the labor fofce, and the skilled force
was much smaller than the unskilled. The seven high schools in these
four counties exhibited a great deal of variability. 1In general, the
sophomore class was heavily Mexican American.

All high school sophomores attending school the date of the inter-

4/

view were asked to regpond to a group-administered questionnaire.—
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"The respondents were guaranteed that their responses would be kept con-
fidentiai. Only those students who were present on the day of the interview
(90% of those enrolled) were included in the study: a total of 596 Chicanos,

An attempt was made to structure an array of language usage items
that would span the variety of life situation%/fge respondents were likely
to experience., It was assumed that the exteﬁ@ to which Spanish was spoken
in comparison with English would provide an index of identification with
the Mexican American subculture. Five situationally structured items

were used (see APPENDIX A-1). The first three items asked the respondent

to indicate which language he used with parents, with close friends in the
neighborhood. and with close friends in s:hool b circlin. on¢ of three
alternatives for each: English, Spanish, »r same. amount of »>th. The re-
maining two questions pertained to mass media consumpticn patterns and
asked the respondent to indicate, relative to radio, on the one ha=d, and
newspapers'andtmagazines on the other, the proportion of Spanish language
medisz used by marking one of the fc_lowing alternacives for each: None,
Some, More than Half, or All. More detailed descriptiocns of these itemg

and critical evaluations of them can be obtained from Patella (1971)._

THE 1973 EL PASO STUDY
During the spring of 1973, a collaborative study between ERIC-CRESS
(New Mexico State University) and the Texas Agricultural Experiment Station
was carried out in_El Paso.undef the direction aof Moises Venegas. The study
included a 5% sample of all sophomores. and seniors in 12 of the 13 schools
in the El1 Paso and Ysleta school districts (see APPENDIX B)., These series

of interview sessions produced ccmpleted interviews on 310 Chicano high
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Table 1. Summary Information On the Study Units, Schools, and Respondents
Selected in the Three Separate Mexican American Youth Studies to
be Compared. -

Geographical School No. of

Study Area* Class Schools N
South Texas - 1967 Border area Soph.. 7 596
(Kuvlesky) between Mission
and Eagle Pass -
m
South Colorado =~ 1969 150 mile radius Jr., Sr. 11 667
(Sharp) of Santa Fe - NM

El Paso ~ 1973 5% szmple — M Soph., Sr. 12 31
(Venegas) .

* Nonmetropolitan = NM . lietropslitan

"
=




school students.
Included in the schedule were a set of language usage instruments
identical with thpse used in the 1967 South Texas contact described earlier

(see APPENDIX A-~1). The data collection was supervised by New Mexico State

and the data processing done at Texas A&M. Moises Venegas supervised both
operations with assistgnce from Randall Dowdell and I.

Because the -ata ié only about one .onth old and has just been run
off the computer for the first time, the results tp be reported here must
be cecnsidered prel;minary.éj However, bexzuse this is the only good set
of rezent data on language.patterns 0 metvcopolitan Mexican American youth,
I jumged it of grizzt walue foo this pzper zme cecicesd =2 include it at the

last minute.

THE COLORADOC STUDYE/

Mexican Americans frdm southern Colorado constituted the study
population fof this resezrch. Those selected lived within about a
150 mile radius of Santa Fe and were judged to be a distinct cultural
grouping, differeﬁt from other Spanish~speaking groups residing in
other parts of the United States (i.e., Texas and California)ll.

The sample was purposive in nature and desigped such that those
schools selected would have at least a 20 per cent Mexican—-American
enrollment and would be located in areas remote from larger metropolitan
areas. Originally, twenty-one schools in nine counties were seleéted
for sampling, but due to scheduling difficulties, administrative problems
and such, anly eleven schools from seven counties were included in the

final sample (see APPENDIX C-1, Table I}). Those counties included are

generally economically depressed, have a relatively high out-migration
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rate, have a seasonal agricultural base, and have a high degree of poverty.
A well pretested set of instruments was administered to junior and

senior high school student; in eleven schools in s: athern Colorado.

During the spring of 1969, the interview schedule wzs administered in

the eleven schools and resulted iﬁ 1290 completed schedules. A carefully

structured selection procedure identified 667 Mexican Americans among

this sample (see APPENDIX C-1).

The schedules were administered by two graduate students (presumedly
Anglo) from Colorado State University with the assistance of school per-
spnne . “.rbal dirs.*icns were given tc the student. and each did several

practice questions before self-administering the questionnaire.l/ Total

time of administration was about one hour. The schedule was then coded
and data punched onto IBM cards.
Only language usage instruments from the larger study are utilized

here and the actual instruments used are given in APPENDIX C-2 and detailed

presentations of the data they produced in APPENDIX C-3.

FINDINGS: LANGUAGE PATTERNS

TEXAS =~ 1967
As indicated previously, the 1967 Texasbfindings have been thoroughly
analyzed and reported previously (Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973). As a
result, only é brief overview will be presented here from a summary table
(Table 2) of data constructed from tables reportéd by Kuvlesky and Patella

(1970) and reproduced in APPENDIX A-2.
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Table 2. Use of Spanish By South Texas Chicano High School Sophomores - 1967.

Use of Spanish Males* Ferales* Total*
(289) (307) (596)
___________ Y e e e — = = - -
Speaking - Parents 95 (76) 92 (55) 94  (65)
Speaking ~ Neighbors 89 (54) - 83 (27) 86 (40)
Speaking - School, Friends 80 (30 68 (13) 74 (21)
Listening - Radio Program 73 (5) 75 (7)) 74 (6)
Reading ~ Magazines, Papers 36 (1) ' 53 (L) 44 (D

* Numbers in parantheses indicate percentage of respondents using only
Spanish for each use type. See APPENDIX A-1,(b) for detailed tabular
prasentations of data and statistical tests.

e
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Almost all Texas Chicanos spoke Spanish and used it with parents
in the home. The frequency of using Spanish declined as the contextual
~ situation moved from the home, to the neighborhood, and finally, to use
outside of class in school. Even so, for both sexes a large majority spoke
Spanish in all situations explored. About three-fourths of these youth
listened to Spanish language radio programs to some extent; however{
much smaller proportions claimed to read mass literature in Spanish,
especially among boys.

While use of Spanish to some extent in all ways and in all situations
was common for most respondents, the reliance on Spanish exclusively dropped

markedly from '

'use with parents' at the high end (65%) to "reading" at
the low end (17%).
Females consistently tended to use Spanish less in all speaking

circumstances but markedly more in reading. Possible interpretations

of these differences are given in Patella and Kuvlesky (1973).

EL PASO - 1973
In general, the preliminary findings from the Venegas study of 310
metropolitan Chicanos are strikingly similar to the 1967 study of rural

Texas Chicanos located on both sides of Laredo, Tables 3, 4, and 5.

Almost all these subjects spoke Spanish, roughly the same proportion
listened to Spanish radio broadcasts, and a sizeable; but smaller

proportion '

'read" mass literature printed in Spanish. Considering the
gix years difference in the time of study and the place of residence

difference involved, this is truly an imbreséive finding. It would seecm
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EL PASO DATA - 1973

Table 3. Mexican American Youth Who Speak Spanish: El Paso - 1973
: N % Yes
Male 151 94.7
Female 159 95.6
‘ Total 310 95.2
Table 4. Frequency of Listening to Spanish Language Radio Programs:

El Paso - 1973.

Frequency of v Male Female Total
Listening (141) (150C) (291)
________ Y - - = = = = = = =
None : 35 23 29
Some 56 67 62
More than 1/2 ¥ 8 7 7
All 1 3 2
Total 100 100 100
Table 5. Use of Spanish in Reading Magazines and Newspapers:
El Paso - 1973. -
-. Frequency of Use Male Female Total
' ) (141) (151) (292)
________ ‘Z...._.__._._.____
Nore 56 . 38 47
Some 43 49 45
More than 1/2 1 12 7
All . 0 1 1

100 100 100
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that these patterns can be generalized across the entire border area of
Texas and it can be inferred that these patterns are nct chenging quickly,
if at all.

_An interesting difference in the two sets of Texas findings shows up
in reference to sex differences. The El Paso girls consistently use Spanish
more often then boys--just the converse:of what was observed in the 1967
study of nonmetropolitan vouth, We cannot determiné at this time whether
this incongruence between the sets of findings is linked to historical
change (6 years difference in contact) or the polar variation 3w -« “i-

dence type (M and NM). Obviously, this calls for further exploration.

COLORADO ~ 1969
Ward (1972) maintains ghat the Mexican American population in South
Colorado is culturally different from others in the southwest. If
this is soy, one should expect to find differencas in bilingual language
patterns.gj
One way in which the Colorado sample differs from both Texas popu-
lations is that almost no substantial sex differences in use of Spanish

were observed, APPENDIX C~3. This puts the Colorado rural Chicanos

right between the Texas rural and metropolitan populations. Although

I don't want to push this, it should be observed that the historical
time of contact--1969--for the Colorado study also falls between that

of ;he two.Texas ones, 1967-1973. Cou:d this mean that there are
historical forces powerfpl enough to introduce such vapid cﬁange in sex

roles in this respect? Or, is it a matter of aerial location? Only
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longitudinal studies of historical change in this régard will shed light
on these questions vy need such researchﬂlgl

Other appare " ww exlst between the Coloradc "!'ndings and
the two sets of Texas data. In general, the Colcrado grouping uses less
Spanish than either Texas grouping, Table 6. Only one-fourth cf the
Colorado Chicanos prefer Spanish over English: a figure I judge to be
much lower than would be the case for our Texas respondents. I have,
however, no data to back me on this. The almost incredibly small number
(13%) of the Colorado Chicanos indicating that they learned Spanish before
English has to be at least 50% lower than would be the case for either
of the Texas groups. The fact that roughly half of the Colorado subjects

indicated they learned both languages might deserve.further examination re-

lative to its validity (see APPENDIX, Table Cl1-3).

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The two studies of Texas Chicanos-—- differing in place of residence,
aerial location to some extent, and historical perisd of contact by six
years—--are remarkably similar in the general natureiof thelr patterns of
use of Spanish as i3 demonstrated in a summary'of findings given in Table 7.
On the three comparable indicators existing between the two Texas studies
and the Colorado one, Colorado demonstrates an inconsistent pattern of
differences as compareq“with the other two: markedly less use of spoken
Spanish and more reading of mass Spanish language publications. It would
be expected from any line of theoretical reasoning (cultural, aerial,
historical time) ﬁhat the Colorado grouping would be more like the Texas
rural one (1967) than the El Paso one. Just the opposite appears to be

demonstrated as a quick overview of Table 7 will show. It may well be
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Table 6. Summary of Colofado Findings on Language Use and Preferences
of Mexican American Youth.*

Pattern Use or Preference of Spanish

7

Speak Spanish 81
Often Use Language Other than

English at Home _ 51

then Read NenEnglish Newspapers 32

Prefer Language Other than Engiish 25

Taught Spanish First 13

* See APPENDIX C-3 for detailed presentation of tabular data by sex.
Male-female differences were usually small and not statistically
significant.

o
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Table 7. Summary Comparison of Two Texas Contacts and One From Colorado
On Language Patterns of Mexican American High School Students.

Pattern of

Spanish Use ' ST-1967 El Paso - 1972 Col. — 1969
Spr_.. gnt/ 95 81
Re. . em)¥ 5 | 8 32
Radio (often) 21 - 9 --
Use at Home (often) 942/ 862/ | 51
Taught Spanish First - - 13
Prefer Spanish - , - 25

l/”Used at home at all with parents

2/ Magazines and newspapers for Texas studies and only newspapers for
Colorado one. '

2/ Half the time or more.
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that variation in operations explain these comparative results. Colorado
differed cfrom fhe other two studies in this respect by using a '"self-
administereé% schedule. At any rate, the two Colorado findings of low
preference for Spanish and predominant first training in English rather

. Spanish are of qﬁestionable validity in my‘judgment and that of
vr. Clark Knowlton.

Whether we presume the Colorado findings to be valid and compatible

with the Texas sets or not, several other major general findings are
supported by all the data:

(1) The vast majority of all Mexican American youth report

they can speak Spanish.

(2) sex differences in reported use of Spanish are highly variable
by population but consistent over language situations within
them: :

Use of Spanish

NM, South Texas Col. El Paso
M > F M=F M<F

(3) Use of the Spanish language by Mexican Americans varies by
type of use:

Speaking>Reading>Radio Listening

Quite obviously, we need much more research on this critical problem
area for the Mexican American minority group before we can get too
theoretically cocky about explaining the variance or lack of variance
we havé observed in language_patterns here. Researchers interested
in entering into_this problem area are encouraged to use, as a minimum,
the set of instruments provided here to foster comparability énd, thus,
accumulative capability of our findings. We need more panel studies to
determine whether‘or nof the inference we drew from our comparisons that

these patterns are not changing is valid. We need broader coverage of
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diverse populations of Chicanos on these language patterns, particularly in
Arizona, California, and northern metropolitan. What little research

"does exist from different regions and different age groups of Mexican
Americans appears to be compatible with the Texas findings reported here

(Grebler, Moore, Guzman, 1970; Wages, 1971; Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973).

FINDINGS: USE OF SPANISH AND LEVEL OF ASPIRATION

In two separate efforts—-Kuvlesky and Patella (1972) and Patella (1971)--
using different indices of language usage based on the same measures,lwe
concluded that degree or frequency of use of Spanish as compared with English
among our 1967 Texas subjects was not meéningfully related to variation
in levels of aspiration (aspiration for intergenerational cccupational
mobility), From these findings we have suggested that use of Spanish may
not be a good indicator of‘degree of ethnic identification among Mexican
Americans (see Patella's M.S. thesis (1971) foi more detailed evidence and
reasoning on this).

Obviously, we have been looking for some other evidence to corroborate
this conclusion which épparenfiy filies in the face of a basic assumption
made by past researchers in Sociology .(Nall, 1962). At the 1972 Rural
~ Sociological Society meetings in Baton Rouge, we heard Emmet Sharp discuss
his Colorado study findings and reach a conclusion parallel to ours--use
of Spanish was not highly correlated with level of aspiration. Findings
supporting this conclusiocn in reference to the Colorado data appear in
Table 8.

The evidence is stacking up to indicate that use of Spanish over
Fnglish is not related to aspirations; whether or not ethnic

identification is inversely related to aspiration levels among Chicano -
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Table 8. Correlations Between Language Usage and Level of Aspiration:
Colorado.*

Language Measure Level of Aspiration

r Size
Language Used Other than English -.0775 027
Language Preference - NonEnglish -.1519 .001
Language Taught First -.0610 .064
Language Used in Home -.0797 .023
Language Used Reading Newspapers -, 0440 .136
Composite Scale . -.0809 - .021

* Provided by Emmet Sharp
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teen~agers. Why not? Spanish 1s too commonly known and used among

most Mexican American populations to differentiate well. Our indicators

of language patterns are too limited. Another alternative answer is hinted
at by the fact tkat Sharp's data shows the highest correlation of all
language items he used with level of aspiratinr " cu < ceference

to language preference. Perhaps personality attributes (attitudinal
varigbles) would provide a better universe than over behaviors for finding
indicators of ethnicity? At any rate, it is obvious that more doors

have been opened than clesed by this research.
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"~ FOOTNOTES

Dave Wright (1968) is now finishing his Ph,D. in Sociology at Mississippi
State University and is currently employed as a Research Associate in
Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociolo; r, c.as AS&M
University. Rumaldo Juar:~ (1977 ..ing a Ph.D. in Rurai Sociology
at The Pennsylvania State University.

Vicki Patella has retained her interest in this problem. She has been
employed a&s an Imstructor in Sociology at University of Colorado -
Denver Center and is studying for a Ph.D. in Sociology with an emphasis
on socioliuguistics,

Moises Versgas is collaborating with me on behalf of ERIC~CRESS located
at New Mexico State University in the context of USDA-CSRS Regional
Project S—81. He will use other parts of the data gathered for his
Ph.D. dissertation in Educational Administration at New Mexico State.

I personally administered some of these--Dave Wright did most of them.

Randy Dowvdell and a team of Texas A&M Rural Soclology research assistants
worked with Venegas to complete data processing, including quality checks,
in about one week—a remarkable performance.

The descripcions of the Colorado study given here and in APPENDIX B
were taken l=rgely from a thesis by Valerie Ward (1972).

This was confirmed with Dr. Clark Knowlton of the University of Utah,
who is in my estimation, "the' rural Mexican American expert.

This operation should be noted as a difference in observation between
the Colorado and the two Texas studies.

Dr. Knowlton indicates he would expect less use of spoken Spanish
and less reading of Spanish newspapers in the Colorado area as com-
pared with the border area of Texas.

We have just collected data (resurvey) in the schools initially surveyed
in 1967 to initiate an analysis of historical change relative to

Chicano youth, Esteban Salinas, a graduate research assistant in Rural
Sociology at Texas A&M, will develop a thesis from this data in the

near future.
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APPENDIX A: 1967 TEXAS

1. Instruments

29. a) Do you speak Spanish? (Circle one number.)
1l Yes ‘ 2 No
If you answered ves, you do speak Spanish, answer the following
questions:
b) What language do you usually use when speaking with your parents?
(Circle one number.)
1 English 2 Spanish 3  About the same
: . amount of both
¢) What language do you usually use when talking with your close
friends in your neighborhood? (Circle one number.)
1  English 2  Spanish 3 About the same
amount of both
d) What language do you usually use when speaking with your close
Y school friends outside of class? {(Circle one number.)
& :
1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the same
' amount of both
30. How many of the radio programs you listen to are broadcast in Spanish?
(Circle one number.)
1 None 2 Some 3 More-than-half 4 All
31. How many of the magazines and newspapers which you read are in Spanlsh7

(Circle one number.)

1 None 2 Some 3 More-than-half 4 A1l
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2. Data on Language Patterns (i1, :%¥67)

Part 1: Ethnic Ydentification Indicators

Table 1. Language Mexican American Youth Speak with Tarents by Sex.

Male Female Total
(N=289) (N=307) (N=596}
percent —-———————————— e
English 5 7 &
Spanish 76 55 65
Same amount of both 19 38 29
TOTAL 100 100 100
No information 1 0 1
x? = 30.28 df = 2 p< .001

Table 2. Language Mexican-American Youth Speak With Close Friends In Their
: Neighborhood by Sex.

Male Female : Total -
{(N=289) {(N=307) {(N=596)
—--—- percent--————-——-———om e
English 11 17 14
Spanish 54 27 40
Same Amount of Both 36 56 46
TOTAL ' 100 100 - 100
No information 1 0 } 1
x? = 43.90 df =2 P < .001

Table 3. Language Spoken by Mexican American Youth With Close Friends
Outside Of Class in School by Sex. '

Male ' Female Total
(N=289) (N=307) _ (N=596)
percent - ——————————
English ' 20 32 26
Spanish 30 13 21
Same Amount of Both 50 55 53
TOTAL 100 100 100
No information - 1 0 1

x2 = 26.96 af = 2 P < .001




Table 4. Proportion of Radio Programs Broadcast in Spanish Listened to by

Mexican American Youth.

Male Female Total

(N=290) (N=307) (N=597)

- percent>—— —————————————— m——
None 27 25 26
Some 54 52 . 53
More than half 14 16 15
All 5 7 6
TOTAL 100 100 100
x* = 2.03 df = 3 70< P < .50

‘Table 5. Proportion of Mexican American Youth's Reading Time Spent with
' Spanish Magazines and Newspapers by Sex.

Male Fe.ale Total

(N=290) (N=307) (N=597)

- -~ percent e e e e o e
None - 64 47 56
Some . 33 46 o 39
More than half* 2 -6 4
All* ) ' 1 1 1
TOTAL 100 100 . 100
x* = 18.38 as = 2 P < .001

* Combined for Chi Square analysis.
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APPENDIX B: THE EL PAST STUDY - 1973
(Moises Venegas)

1. Methods

In the El Paso and Ysleta districts, approximately a 5 percent sam
of sophomores and seniors was selected for the study. Of the 13 schools
the two districts, 12 of the building principals agreed to cooperate.
first step in gaining entrance tc the schools was at the superintendent
or assistant superintendent level; once district-wide approval was give:
it was up to me to meet with the principal and explain to him the purpo:
of our study. All of_the principals with whom I met agreed to hélp me
collect the data.

Two methods of selecting the sfudents were used: 1) a simple rand
list of numbers was given to the schéol which was then used to select
students from the sophomore or senior class list; 2) classes were selec
for the study. Whenever a class was selected, it was a required course
elther all seniors or sophomores. 1In almost all cases, the students ha
been randomly selected by the computer.

The administration of the questioﬁnaire was given to students who
ranged in number from 20 to 55. The site for administration was either
classroom where the students usually met for their assigned classes or
cafeteria when all the students from a school were combined. The stude
response was most encouraging. Of the total number with which I met, o
two declined to participate. In all cases, I was given one class perio
to administer the questionnaire. The sessions were begun with an
explanation of the purpose of the study and a general description of

the instrument. 1In all cases, there were few 1if any diéruptions.
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2. Schools and Respondents

n 2. Class - Sophomores Class - Seniors
Enrollment Interviewed Fnrollment Interviewed
Andress ‘ 690 27 434 26
Austin 325 19 537 21
Bowie 470 21 977 19
Burges 0N 2% 716 28
Ceronado G 28 470 28
Eas twood 550 28 564 | 26
E1l Paso High 388 23 283 22
Irvin 678 23 523 20
Jefferson 890 37 524 21
Parkland 212 20 160 15
Riverside - 413 30 293 25
Ysleta 647 31 : 434 26

3. Ethnicity
Sex
Grade
School Program

Measures for all on:
1. Educational aspiration

. Educational expectation
. Intensity of aspiration
. AGD -~ education
Occupational aspiration
Occupational expectation
Certainty of expectation
AGD - occupation

O~ &~ LN




APPENDIX C: THE COLORADQO STUDY

1. Identification of Mexican Americans

Two methods were utilized in selecting the Mexican American self-
sample to be utilized in this study. The first method entailed the use
of the surname }ndex published by the United States Census Bureau. If
there was a question as to a particular respondent's surname, a criterion
list of Spanish surnames was referred to (Buechley, 1961). The second
method was used as a check of‘reliability since Gonzales (1967) cites
that two major sources of error may bias the sample. One source involves
certain people having a Spanish surname yet not being of Spanish or Mexican
heritage. These people would include Puerto Ricans, Indians, énd Cubans.
The second source stems from intermarriage with an Anglo male which would
produce an Anglo surnamed individual who was of Spanish or Mexican heritage.
To account for some of the unreliability which could result from the above
two sources of error, those people who had a Spanish surname or who self-
identified themselves as of Spanish or Mexican heritage were choseun for
inclusion in this study.

This selection process yielded a Mexican-American subsample of 667

"and their distribution by school is shown in Table I.
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Col.

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

Code

o = I~

2, Colorado Language Instruments

Question 19. Do you speak any language other than En;lish?
yes

no

(-F YOUR ANSWER IS NO "~ QUESTION 19, SKIP TO QUESTIC' 25)

Question 20. What is thdis language?

Question 21. Do you prefer to use this language rather
than English?

yes

no

Question 22. Which language were you taught to speak first?
____ English first
Other language first
Both at the same time
Question 23. Is this Language used in your home?
Frequently
o Occasionally
. Never
Question 24, Do you read newspapers in this language?
Frequently
Occasionally

Never



Total

3. Colorado Data
Table Cl-1. Languages Spoken Other Than Taglish by Sex: Colorado*
Males Females Total
Language (318) (337) (655)
Spanish 84 79 81
Other than Spanish 16 21 19
Total 100 100 100
2 .
x~ 1.827 1d.f. .10 P .20
Table Cl-2. Preference for Use of Language Other than English: Colorado*
Males Females Total
Preference (318) ‘ (337) (655)
_________ T - - = = =
No .70 79 .75
Yes 30 21 25
Total 100 100 100
2
x~ 5.818 1d.f. .01 P .05
" Table Cl-3. Language Taught to Speak First: Colorado*l’
Males Females
Language (318) (337)
_____ /A
English 52 58
English and Spanish 34 29
Spanish 14 13
100 100

L/ This table was structured from t
provided by Dr. Sharp--neither,
However, I believe these figures are accurate.

shown.

wo different presentations of data
alone provided the full distribution



“able Ci~4. Frequency of Use of Language Other Than English at Home:

Colorado*
Male Female Total
] (318) (337) (655)
_________ e — — = = — -
;arely 47 51 49
U Tten 53 49 51
Total 100 100 100

Table Cl1-5. Frequency of Reading Newspapers in Langauge other Than

English: Colorado.*

Read

Never
Frequently

Total

Male
(318)

100

Females

(33D

100

Total
(655)

100

1C



Rt “"ERENCES

Grebler, Leo, Joan W. Moore and Ealph C. Guzman. The Mexican American
People. The Free Press: New York, 1970. ’

éagogiyj//Juarez, Rumaldo Z. '"Educational Status Orientations of Mexican American
and Anglo American Youth in Selected Low-Income Counties of Texas,"
unpublished Master of Science Thesis, Texas A&M University, August, 1968.

Kuvlesky, William P, and Victoria M. Patella., 'Degree of Ethnicity and
Aspirations for Upward Social Mobility Among Mexican American Youth,"
Journal of Vocational Behavior, Vol. 1, No. 3 (July, 1971).

ZTDC)VO”T77 Kuvlesky, William P. and Victoria M. Patella. "Strength of Ethnic

. Identification and Intergenerational Mobility Aspirations Among
Mexican American Youth," Proceedings, Southwestern Sociological
Association, 1970. (Replaced by article in Journal of Vocational
Behavior, 1, pp. 231-244).

Nall, Frank, C., II. "Role Expectations: A Cross-Cultural Study,"
Rural Sociology, 2 (March, 1962), pp. 28-41.

EDNo3535S 2 Patella, Victoria M. "How Mexican 1s a Spanish-Speaking Mexican American?"
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the Rural Socilological Society,
Denver, August, 1971.

Patella, Victoria and William P. Kuvlesky. "Situational Variation in
Language Patterns of Mexican American Boys and Girls," Social Science
Quarterly, 53 (March, 1973), pp. 855-864,

Patella, Victoria M. and William P. Kuvlesky. ''Language Patterns of
Mexican Americans: Are the Ambitious Un-Mexican?'" paper presented
at the annual meetings of the Rural Sociological Soclety, August, 1970.

51)05/7 43 Patella, Victoria M, "A Study of the Validity of Language Usage as
an . 'Indicator of Ethnic Identification," unpublished Master of Science
.Thesls, Texas A&M University, May, 1971.

Wages, Sherry D. '"Mexican American Dropouts in the Valley--Their Reasons
for Leaving School and Their Educational and Occupational Status
Projections," unpublished Master of Science Thesis, Texas A&M
University, August, 1971.

Ward Valerie. "Ethnicity and Mobility Orientations: A Study of the
Mexican-Americans of Southern Colorado.'" unpublished Master of
Science Thesis, Colorado State University, 1972.

&D O 23372 Wright, David E., Jr. '"Occupational Orientations of Mexican American
Youth in Selected Texas Counties," unpublished Master of Science
Thesis, Texas A&M University, May, 1971.




