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. THE PROBLEM ~~

The research to be reported here builds upon and extends an earlier
: %tudy of Spanish-and English oral "language patteras of Mqﬁican American
) . . v - . . ‘ « . 1]

. - - | ,
, youth carried out in 1967 (Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973). I 1973 we
. : o

~ designed a historical follow-up study to providé answers to two major
N ° . N ~ ,’ N R . B .
questions: Are the oral patterns of Spanish vs. English usage of Mexican . o

~American youth changing?_ Are-patterns of language .usage for reading 536«-:

“writing similar to ghose'for,speech? As far as we know jitt]e,if anything,
: - . | o .9 . L o
in the way of research findings has been reported with respect th either

‘question. At the same time, the inéreasing interest in bilingualism

= . - o & :
among Mexican. Americans and among educators cohcerned with Mexican American

youth provndes a preSS|ng need for such answers.

Our earller study was llmlted solely to oral ‘language use 0ver.§arying f“‘

social contexts——wuth parents, wi th frlends in the nelghborhood; wuth f

.

reading and writing over various social contexts. Also, we broad¢gned/

o

.o . .o . -~ . '. ) Lo . .
our cdvorage in 1973, over 1967, in Severhl,addutlonal ways:

here is to address theée questions:

R -
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qllowingi; Ve e , '
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“(a) ,Ofal’spééch with parents {n the home, with friends in

5 fﬁf the hefghborhood, and with friends in school outside

s .

[4

/. /"‘
7" of class. "~
PO

N
-

s (b)";Language utilized for mass
AR T ' : . ‘
. and (2) newspaper and magazines.

'
e ¥

(2) To what extent are the variations in 1973 language_uSége
patterns by sex and sifuational_cbntexéfsimilén or different
\\ - .
for, each of three modés.QF‘Tanguage use--oral speech; writing,

and rcading? \* | ‘\\
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media in reference to (1) radio




'REVIEW OF RELEVANT RESEARCH

In* our eaflier report of the 1967 dath, we reviewed the mese'

to date concernlng ‘language usage patterns of Mexncan Amerlc ﬁs (Patella

and_Kuvlesky, 1973). Brlefly, language usage was found_b, Mahoney (1967)
to be ditéctl& related to urban, versus rural, resndence,iand to educa-'

(

tion, American birth; income and occupational leveI of household head,

.- Toe

and inversely correlated with age.‘ Skrabanek (1970), in the same South

. -

. . Texas study, found:that Spanish\was hlghly retatned, and used far more
. ~ than English by household heads Ks\a Variety ot'settings, with radio

, ‘ bevng used equally iri Spanish and Englnsh,.and Spanish teleV|S|on where

1] .
avallable The findings for chlldQEn were sumllar, except for the schof]l

setting. - : ' N S

~

‘ Greble}; Moore and Guzmanf(]970) found Spanish usage'to be directly -

[

‘related to the proportion of Mexican Americans *in. the ne?ghborhood, and-

inversely related to inceme,v Thege researchers also found that Spanish
language radio was;preferred over Englfsh in largely Mexican American

- y . neighborhoods, .regardless of income, and among the_pgbrer residents of

e % : o . .
mixed neighborheoods. Preference for Spanish television was related to
' . ' ' [ )

low-income and. the predominance of Mexican Americans in the peighborhood.
. ‘ . . - ) v ~ -
It was alsq observed that °the Spanish language press was not ''a serious

'Acompetitﬁr for the English-language press." \ : \\- o
. Sex differentials were not investigated in aky of the reported re- \*
s : . . .
. \
search geviewed above, except for our 1967 study;\\Since our earlier \

: L« : . ’ . ) \
report, we are aware of only two other research efforts int:ﬁ;j?guage |

" usage patterns of Mexican American youth: a study .of Southe
i'Coiorado youth,done'in 1969 and an El Paso stugf'barriedfout \

by Venegas in 1973 (Kuvlesky, 1973) . Venegas T o ‘ ~ % -

ERIC =0 ¢ 006 e e
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pllcated our 1967 |nstrum9nts and operations and hIS findings 9ene|all\.

4

! |ndicated a strong comparablllty to those of our 1967 |nvest|qat|on of <

&

. nonmetropolitan Mexican American youth in Sout Texas (Kuvlesky,_1973”*‘

il 15) . 6 The flndlngs from the Southern Colorado study were dlfflcult

.

to compare with ours because of dtfferences in |nstruments utilized;

>

‘hOWever, it appears that Mexncan Ame3<\an youth in Southern Colorado

a
'

C . “ut|l|zed Spanlsh much less than the South Texas youth we studied and- W

the €1 Paso youth studied by.Venegas;(Kuvlesky, 1973: 13).
S e . . ' . & .
-~ As far as we can detérmine, no published research results exist
pertaining to ‘the question of whether use of Spanish Ts declining among
& o - ,
’ X 'Mexucan Amer|can youth of any type. Certainly, leaders of the Chicano

. P
movement over the last fewfyears have shown concern about this, and have

< . . .

’ strongly urged the need for Chicanos to use Span|sh.

In'SUmmary,'the scant amount of research reported in the past on
B

language usage patterns of Mexican Amerlcan youth-on oral p
RN

atterns and

‘g@lization‘of mass media |nd|cates a h|gh retentlon rate of Spanish,

oarticularly in Texas anduamong the poor. Also, evidence exists to in-

? ' dicate that the frequency of Spanish use may vary by rural- -urban resi-

&

4

dence, SES, sex status, .age, nat|vuty,‘and region of the country. These

}_ staﬁements should be vuewed as propositions to be evaluated by . future

\
| ¢ -

reseqrch and not emppr|ca]generallzat|0n5 due to the limited amount oF

. X_ extan& research and the d|ff|culty in obta|n|ng good comparablllty in

[
1

comparung flndlngs across these studies as -a result of . var|at|ons An

time of study, research operations, and ‘instruments. , . \

s : :
.

ERKf SV | f%:f UU”?f'hv _f.;. | | i
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COLLECTION OF DATA

The anylysis reported here is based on an ori inal survey of
Mexican Amer can hlgh school sophomores carried oyt in the “border\

region' of So th Texas ,in the Sprlng of 1967 and a restudy survey

L S

-

completed !n_u\ Sprlng of 1973. R

Y ~g
The procesw began in 1967 with the selection of four South Texas

c0unt|es adJacenf'to or in.close pr0x|m|ty to the Un|ted States-Mexico

.border (Dimmit Mﬁverlck Starr, and Zapata) that exhlblted the

o

follownng charactettstlcs (l) location lh a rural and nonmetr0po]|tan

. °
,\

) area (2) a hlgh f equency oF famlly poverty and. (3) proportlonately

hlgh c0ncentrat|on “f Mexlcan Amer icans (Juarez and Kuvlesky, ]968 6)

T 1967 intervrews w re conducted in seven schools Iocatedrln these
S S .
\ 4

cou\tges The 1973 e,ﬁort couldlnot enljst the cboperat|on of ‘two of

I R

3
B

and Méﬁk ]975)'

Extensnve efforts Weregmade to duplicate the 1967 field procedures

i d‘khe 1973 stgdy Al hlgh school sophomores present on -the day of the

dentualnty of their regpo ses. A tra|ned graduate student read each
L5

péfore proceedlng The qu'stlonnalres "distributed were |dent|cal wnth

’ respect to the varlables |n"o]ved in the historical’ analysls and in most

# i - b .
‘other respects (Patella and\Kuvlesky, 1973) The I973 questlonnalre ‘

duffered from the 1967 one M |nly in respect to, add|t|0nal sets of i tems--

one of these was the extende sectlon on language patterns, readlng and
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Writjng patterns'of”Subject (Sé? APPENDIX A). No efforts.Were’made to

contact those studenta\not present eq\ihe day of the interview. 1In 1967

‘about 85.perceng-of those reported to

S

e enraolled were present and

~completed the questionnaire and in‘l973 the ‘Figuredwas 80 percent. . 7

The 1967 data netted 341 Mexican American respondents as compared

with 379 for the 1973 effort. Those students who did not ldentify

themselves as Mexlcan Amerlcan were deleted from th|s analysns (See

APPENDIX B, Table l) The 5urveyed.port10ns of the sophomore class‘

é

in the schools |nvolved in the study ranged from a low of 22 to a h|gh

I

of l68 ih the l967 effort and from 25 to 181 |n 1973.

- : ' ' . {

_ HISTORICAL CHANGE L 1

Obviously any changes ‘observed in. the language patterns of theg y0uth

a \

studled could be influenced by the patterns of hustorucal change takung

place in their communities, schools and fam|l|es A descrlptuon of such

4 .
patterns should have utlllty for |nterpretat|on of these flndlngs ! The

» 14

: general study area |nvolved demonstrated the following patterns of

]

hlstorlcal change between 1960 and 19707, accordung the U.S. Census data

(Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975) : (l) an increase in an already pnqportuonately

large majority of: Mexican Amerlcans (2) a general rlse in level of

fewer families in poverty.and'fewer people working as unskilled laborers.

“
~

]

education and; (3) an apparent |mprovement»of general aconomic conditions--

'3

. - v

No dramatic-changes'took place in reference to school facilities.

In.genéral

o

it can be presumed that the schools became a bit more crowded

and that some of them exhibited deteruoratung phy5|cal faculutles and

equipment..

A follow up probe a;med at ascertalnlng the general avaiJlability
Qw

of Spanish language reading qaterlals in the school and communltlesvand '

i )

2008

A
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o . the Attitudes of school administrators: toward b:llnqual patterns in the
-~ % . .
‘ ) : i N .

.

schools was made by Michael Miller.k Generally,_lt waslobserved that "~

Ilttle.ln the way of written Spanish was in evidence in the schools--
¥
¥ - .
outslde of what was used in formal Spanlsh clayses--or -in the communltleS«\\/j"
(i.e.,'newspapers or magazineS). Also, it is safe to conclude ‘that most

. . o . . S -

school administrators were not strongly encouraging bi]ingual'patterns

. ‘ o . o ' |
and a few even felt that to do so would be harmful to the students. = - 'f

. 3 : )" 3 . -
Information cbtained from the students indicate little change took -

place in referenee to the families ofhthe respondents over the six year

study perlod A sllght lnérease in parental educatlon was noted. 'h$so N j
¢ M . . ‘ 5

. there' was a teridency for fewer fathers to _be galnfully employed ln 1973 @
. . 3

) : ;

than in 1967 (Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975).5 > - 3 |
. . s ) ) 4 . a
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M . “ c T - FINDINGS

o : 1y L — T '

: ) . The findings from the analysis are presented in three parts. ,The

——

first section deals with the results of the Historical comparison of

-

data .collected from the same study area in 1967 and I973r,”The-secohd‘ '
section presents the new data, gathered only’in 1973, expanding the

- examination of. language use in reading ard wrifing; The®third section.

2

reports the 'new data concernifg the reSpondents'fperceptions of lan- .~

guage ysage patterns of parents and friends. 1In all .three parts,

P . . . . . . A
:Jangyage usage is examined by social context and sex. Chi Square tests

were utullzed to determine the. statlstlcal sngnuflcance of dlffecences

- .
. . IS

'observed throughout the analysis.

-

. s UC1.UHISTORICAL-CHANGE, 1967-1973 - o

Speaking Patgerns | : §
N “ ] // ) .

. . K L
i : . L. . T ]

"Almoét'eVéry Mexican American teenager involved fn‘this study in
_ both 1967 and 1973 indicated they, could speak Spanish: only_ four in

. 1967 and half®that number in I973—indiobted'they could riot. Ygt, as

-

S T R S : T U
we know from earlier analysis of our 1967 data, the ability t - speak
Spanish ‘does not ensure it will be used, 'or’ésed to the same ¥xtent in . o

\.

. all social settings. Our 1967 flndlngs indicated that |n£9ral speech ‘ .

- e i

. boys used Spanish more often than glrls and that the use . of Spanlsh

declined rather markedly for both in informal settings away from the

o Sea

home (Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973). Have things changed since 19677

r . a N ’
a . s .

ERIC
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Language Use With Parents  (Table 1 and® Figure' 1) ™ e

~In 1967, Mexican‘American,boys.claimed‘to use mostly'Spanish

- e . . S -

wuth their parents more often than gurls, who tended;{o cJaum equal

amounts of both Englush and Spanush Only small proportuons of elther L

©

males or females c4a|med»u5|ng mostly Engllsh In l973,_thgt pat-

’ .,.

tern had not changed 51gnnf|cantly The overal } pattern of strong

o .

Spanush domun%nce persnsted with males somewhat more Spagﬁﬁh dominant

\
. Y .

than females. . . , ) : ok

’ .
"

Language Use With Close Frwends In The Neughborhood (Table 2 and Flgure 2)
~ \
ln 1967 males clalmeg use of mostly Spanbsh more often than fe-
©y H
males ,in talklng w|th friends in the nelghborhood whilelfemales,again '

preferred ”equal amounts of both " ‘ln l973 females agaln reported be-

cngAless Span|§h dominant than males The dlfference between the 1967
. 4
and 1973 responses for females are statistically S|gn|f|cant but not”

F

‘klarge enough to be soctologlcally meanrngful However there |s a’ dus-"'

—

_'~ble pattern |n the changes from 1967 to l973 for both males and

v0

females-—the both!! category decreased while. the most]y-Engllsh and,

'nu

mostlyﬂspanlsh cdtegories “both increased,

: &, S ‘ ‘ " ‘
Language Use With Close Friends In School-0ut Of Class ‘(Iable 3 and”ﬁggure 3)
. - IS L P

.

In 1967, males préferred thegégostly Spanish categor%,srgnifioantfy‘ )
3 ) ) . . s
more_often than'females, wW%Ie the females more,often chose the mostlyey, B ,
English oategoryu The twovgroups chose “both” at aboot the same'ratg.;' |
P ' [ .-
fn,!973; there were 5|gn|ftcant changes for both sexes The nmales

ox t ¢
[4

‘continuée to be more Spanish dominant than the females, but the preference

o

for»the'?moétly SpaniSh category has inéreaSed Signjchantly’for both

v 4

o
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Co ‘Figure 1. A -Comparisén of Language‘Used with Parents’ . 1
o 7 Lin 1967 and 1973, by Sex . - TTTe
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A Compar:ison‘ of Langu#fe Used Witvh;,C](')se' Friends
in the Neighbgrhood in 1967 and 1973, by Sex. - .
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OQutside of Class by mmx,ﬁoﬂ _mmw and 1973

R e e e St b

Respon : ”
. - ~ .. |
. I > ) |
_ L . Male Female “ .~ Jotal i
~Lianguage * 1967° 1973 1973 . 1967 1973 y
o Pattern N % N 3 N 73 N - - N
 English ., 34 20 34 .19 63 37 57 29 o7 18- v, 2
| Both 86 51 b5, 26 97 s6 107 53 . 18 54 . 152 A
|, Spanish 49 ' 29 97 55 12 7 36 18 e 18 B33 35 .
- Total 169 100 176° .ﬂoo e 172100 200 100 341 100 376 100 g
S Mo lnfo 0~ 2. g 0 R : 0 3
. > x% = 28.48° x2 = 0. N: ) X% = 2814
. d.f. =2 d d. ﬁ =2 _ "D.F. =2
- P = <.001 . P= +.001,<.01 - p = <.001 ‘
’ ’ - - . \ ) ¥ . : G
) ~USE OF mv>z_w= WITH MASS, MEDIA- S " | =
Table M. Frequency of Use oﬁ Spanish rm:mcm@m Radio vqouqmam by Sex - . k =
for 1967 and _mww Respondents. -
a ! N
. % Mal Fek ) __Total |
- _ ° ‘Male N Female A >
: Use of - 1967 1973 1967 © 1973 - 1967 ) R 1975 . .
»  Spanish N % W 3 N T N 7, N 3 N
.uo:m ) T 28 6 7 37 21 42 24 49 24 70 20 86 23
. “Tsome 99 59  95_ .53 91" . 53 102 51 190 56 - 197 52
More 1/2 ., 36 .18 32 18 g 300 .18 36 18 - " 60 18 . 68 18
. Al T 120 7 s 8T "9 . 5 7 2 6 28 1 .
Total 169 100  178..°100 172. 100 201 100 341 379  al00 -
No Info - 0 0 : o 0 0 . 0
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. : T dJf. =3 d.f. =3 D.F. =3 o=
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Figure 3. A Coﬂpafison of Language Used with Close Friends o
: -in_School (Out of Class) in 1967 and 1973, by Sex .
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most}y Englash category decreas d. for females:

In 1967, about a fourth ¢?

cor ’ . /

L ”:'

the respondents cﬂanmed to,listen mpstly

or only to Span|sh Ianguage radlo and well over: three-fourths of both

-

groups claumed to Llsten to at

°

'notable change in these pattern

T

o In 1967, only very sma 11 pr

reported:dOing 'more ‘than half
RSN
,readlng’;naSpanT;h (Table 5\and

i
~males than females clalmed to.r

‘than males claumed “some“ readl

'_domlnanyﬂpattefns perS|st, a th

I

least ‘some. Span;sh radlo (Tab}e 4 and

© ~ . /

' _Flgure h) There were no sex’ dlfferen es. The 1973 data reveal no

-

e . . T

s.

opor ions of elther males or females
: .
or All" of the|r newspaper and maga2|ne

Flgure/S)t However *sugnlflcantly more
/ ’ .
Ead “none in Spanlsh and more females

¥
ng’ln Spanush “tn 1973, these Eng!lsh

dugh there is a sxgnlflcant decrease in

the proﬁOr;?On of females/who %lalm Mnone.!! L S

the V

arious Settings (Figure 6)

~

/ -

,compared w1th the/nelghborhood

1967 data indicated a cons}stent pattern,’ for.both ma1es and’

LY
a- . Ve
!

»

and the school. For |nstance, on; thcrd

-

, / oo
as many spoke ' éét¢y Spanx&h” with frlends in school as wnth parenrs

“Hnd the reverss /was true for En

|n Spanlsh td moving away from

pattern is not quite as strong-

l‘wcth.friends in school as wrth

I/ . . PN
/é ~/ lish persjsts, but is not quite.as strong.

o g)()

- w

gllsh In I973, the patterned decrease
the h0me settlng persrsts, thouqh the
-about half as many speak ”mostly Spanush“

parents. "Likewise the increase in Eng-
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. .-Male E " Female . ‘Togal _
Use of ‘ 1967 1973 - . 1967 -+ 1973 1967 . - 1973
- . 5Spanish N % N % N . % N % N % N %
None e 69 11867 - 96 56 - 91 15 - 212 © 62 209
Some ", 48 28 .. 53 .30 ‘ 71 ho 39 Ll 19 | 35 - 142
. More 1/2 L 2 3 2 .w‘wh .5 3 15 8 . 9 ~3 18 i
. N - T - oo .V. ’ . . ,.
AL o led 2 Y 0 o ,_6,_3 1 _0 8
_qoﬁm_ 169 ._oo 176 1oomr m»; 172 _oo.“ 201 100 - 341 100 377 _nw\m\r\\\

Table 5.

by Sex wOﬂw;mmufmmd ~mww\wmwvm:am:mm.

Y S

ﬂﬂmncman<wvﬂﬁbwmica mﬁm:mm: Language Newspapers'and :mmmwmjmm

G .
, P T

No info -0 - 2 0

“ i . -8 XN\" O.m ) ) . . l XN = —O.@Nt .
. d.f. =3 d.f. =3 .
) P=>8,<.9 = - P=>.01,<.05 -
- ‘ 5 ’ . .ul\. . . , .\.\. . .,\ ’ Bl .
Table 6.° Summary of ‘Results :of Chi<Squaré Tests on Sex Differences L.
7 - TN rm:mcmmm Usage pattefns for _mmuqm:a._me.|.cmm,0m Spanish.
T ’ . 3 .. - w . . \#Mmmﬂu_ \u\l
B v . - . I .. — mm.ﬂ A H. . s o, #WNW .
Patterns . P - “Nature of Diff. P -3 Nature of Diff.
N ] ) . » :& .- R a‘wﬁ - B
Speaking - ~ : . e . . . .
With-Parents <.001 MeE 0 o <001 . M>F
Close Friends- : T :
Neighborhood ~ <:001 - ., . MF . <00l MoF
Schiool St A g
{Out-of Class) Agoo_ \a. , g:Vﬂ R <.00r - s M>F
Mass Media o o S o .
Radio :32 -=ie - >.80 -
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Figure 5. A Comparlson of Use of Spanlsh Language New5papers
o . énd Magazlnes in 1967 and 1973,,by Sex _— @
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Various Settings: 1967 to 1

[
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Figure 6. Predominant,U§e of Spanish Across the

§73, by. Sex
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N The greater Spanish domlnance of males existed in all three af these -
- ’ 7 ] \ -k CoN M ;
¢ -, oral Ianguage settings. However, the Jeverse‘ is true for the uge of ~, !

written Iangugage--in the case of read|ng of magazines and- newspapers,

females are more Spanmish dom|nant and males more’ Engllsh donﬂnant R

e

-

. « ’
. . <9 . ’
/ .
. A N . A . o > /
: N e S .

Males and. Females Compared . ' kS

. .
' -

.

i H ’ i
. “ .

A summary comparlson of flndlngs on duffenences in these sntuatlon-f

al patterns by sex for 1967 and ]973 lnducate cIearly there waswno o » 3

{ marked change over - the s:x year perrod in th|s regard (Table 6) Mares

|nd|cated using. Spanlsh more often than females in all-oral S|tuatnons o : %

&

0

and fema1es undlcated uSlng Spanish in readung mass I|terature more ‘

. * often than boys. No sex difference was observed‘in listening to radio -
‘programs in Spanish. s : T R ’

*

summary of Results _on Change

-
o

» g A summary présentatien of our results of”the analysis of historical")

- v

change generally indicate that I|ttle-changed in the bilingual Ianguage '

P A hatterns |ncluded (Table 7). Among the oral patterns the only change |

noted was an-increase for both boys and glrls in use of Spanush W|th . . "
v . - ;
< .
k - friends in school (outside of class). The_only‘other change was a :
J - a - L D
slight increase in reading of mass literature in Spanish. A look at

«.the actual peqcentage change in use of Spanish to any extent and use

of mostly Span|sh for the two contacts g|ves a clearer plcture of the

-

. magnitude of changes taking place (Table 8). The boys demonstrated

very Iittle change in either regard except for<talking.with friends in

.

schoolf~in this case there was a dramatic increase of 26% using mostly

) Spanish. The girls d@monstated a mgré'uneven pattern of percentage ' ?

ERIC - change. However, again the most marked’ change was in reference to

0023
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/“ - . 3%
. f‘ ‘ » . ) B o . g
’ Table 7. - Summary of Chi Square Results of Historical Change in Use of ' g@
' Spanish vs. English by Sex: 1967-1973. 4 R
. ] | HEE N
: e ol - Differences, 1967-1973x ' E?
' . Language " ¥ L _‘Males , ¢ Females [
Pattern - ) P _° - Natdre Magn. L P /4 Nature (fMagn.. |
» - N 7 Y . / M S :
‘ - Speaking Spanish o ' & ff o - |
Do you Speak Spanish >.8 -- L,o--o» > Q,ﬁ?, A‘ - --
/wrth Paréhts T I -- -- >;2;2;3f" = L omel
/ Friends - Neighborhood >.2,<.3 -- - >.06;<.07 B
"+ . School (Out, of Class) ~=<.001 >Spr Marked >.001 ;<.01 >Sp> ,  Slight
Ta 4 L b Co . P ) . 5 ,
] - ‘ . . . (,: N -~ . 5 e } :r . )
;- . Mass Media - WL ' 3 |
¥ - . Radio >.7 B e 0 N PR E R
i - Newspaper and © : ' L AT
.. . Magazines .8 7 -- -7 ©>.01,<.05 >Sp...  Slight
e \ N » T .
A e : - :
LT !
v Table 8. Summary of Patterns of Historical Change by Sex'in‘ﬂse of * . |
' . Spanish to Any Extent and in Using Modtly Spani§%: ~1967-1973. : |
_ o . Percent Using Spah}Sh ' bercent Using Only:’
Language . To Any Extent Spantsh
N Patterns . 67 - 73 Changein & 67 '»73 a Change fn
‘;"_A. Boys . : é
Parents _ N 95 90 -5 . 74 68 -6 é
~ Friends-Neighborhood 89 87 -~ -2 - 53 59 . +6
School (Out of Class) - * 80 81 *1 29 55 . +26 §
Radio * 8k . 79 -5 7 8 4l
Newsp%per and - o : . : ' g
Magazines * r 31 33 +2 1 3 +2 §
, : . - . |
B. Girls ) | . , -
‘ Parents . 91 94 C+3 Y 45 +h ;
Friends-Neighborhood 83 7h -9 17 21 +h {
School (Out. of Class) 63 71 +8 7 18- +11. 3
Radio * ' - 76 76. 0. 5 7 2 "
. , -
Newspaper anJ/ : o . :
- : Magazine * Ly 55 T+l 0.. 3 43 |
- g
Q * Figures represent proportions using only Spanish in these cases. o
ERIC S « B
o C 0024




| < | | . S | L - o ;i
’:_ '.;@ talklng with frlends in school--thf percenﬁi e more than doubledﬂéfrom‘fv'. _Jé
| ;77 to l8) Thls |s the only case for the ngls where a ;ytstantlal change . §
T ST Lt r . s ;
: ;é jn use of bnly -Spanish took place '_~' . '. . - ': g %
) L jdne cannot:h:§;'but observe'the almost totally conslstgnt patterned i. 3
'E?ﬂncrease ln percentage chanqe across all\sfttlngs for both boys and | |
- s . ‘ L
* E dE_Q'FIS in predomlnant use 0f Spanlsh (see Table 8). Only in one case -~ _ - %

‘f N ?ﬁwas tTere a decreasevtn percent predomlnantly uslnéj V

B V |n.speak|ngato parents}?"l i o S ‘-E L
. l : C . ) “ ‘,7 .. o r

. ~l9733$7upv;ﬁ mdogs OE)LANGUAGE'USE:El ﬁi |
. RN PR o o .- -

s

R u*l; The greatfmajority %f both males and- females reported in 1973 that 3

Jﬁthey speak, read and wr

i'te Spanlsh Nearly all speak it \W|th de- S

) creas»ng numbers cla|m|ng readlng, and then wrltlng skills, but the

S,

proportlon even in that latter category is over 75/ for the sample ‘as : : i
a whole (Table 9). Females claim to be-able'to read and write Spanlsh‘~a7 é
o . E B LT s ;

npre often than males.“‘x

” ' ]

. i . -
- T : .

4
3
E
!
:

More than hal f of the respondents have taken a Span|sh course -in

school 'W|th no S|gn|f|cant dlfferences between q(des and females in

: - B ;

th|s regard: (Table 10). . . S o ; ;

Ofal Patterns . |

° : N : L . = {

Oral~patterns were treated above, in comparisan wnth data on the i

1 j

same items from the 1967 study Tn 1973 boys |nd|cated use of Spanlsh . »,?

, i . L

more f;equently in all sett|ngs than glrls, and -for. both, the frequency. l

of ‘Spanish used decreased from the home settlng to the nelghborhood é

[ . ;

and then to the school setting (see Tables l 2 and 3). One new 3

N . . ) : ’ ~ - - |

3 Q ‘ . ‘]'. ’ ’ - o= - - i
- F ’ : S ) o YD) ' e i
: ] o . “)()31) A'f i
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Table 9. A C parlsonvof Se\f Indlcated Ability %o Use. Spannsh in

{4,‘ , -Spg |ng, Readlng an¢ ertlng by Sex, 1973. - Q
Lo Y . . . B
%1 ) . .- P N . . . ’ . M N l\: .‘.%

o . ': K il \ . . .. . . — ‘ 5
Use af Spanish K Male = - Female ' . Total o

A . ===---=% Indicating Use of Spanish---~--- o
o ’ - v . - B C
Speaking T b9 100 99 L

Reading - 80 - L IR Y (R
Cowriting® T eyt ey o T gy

B

e
v .

M

s
e
LS

o

.

.3
.

€

, *« leference by sex are statistically sngnlflcant at the .05 IeVeI of ©
P accordnng to rfesults of Chi,Square tests. (see APPENDIX B, Table 2,

a .

‘?‘ ’

" Table 10. HaVe'YQV'Takenva.Spénish Course in:ScHool? ., . f

Male - - Female . Total - //?
N ' % . i _ ' :

Yes % -+ 100 56 . 23 62° 223 59 . 1
No 78 bk 76 38 sk . owm |

Total. -~ 178 100 199 100 . . 377 © 100

N M T

No Info N ' 2 2
: Y T : ' T
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., item on oral patterns was included in-the 1973 study: language used in
feyunmst elaéses at school. .ConSiSfen£HWfth‘the fihdings cpncerniﬁg other

R

oral patterns, males were S|gn|f|cantly more Spanlsh domnnant than fe-
males, reporiing use of ""mostdy Spanuah“.ln class fxve times as often
e a5 females (Table II35‘ But the group is, nonetheless, fairly Eng1ish‘
dominagf, with mere tgen Half_}ndfca;ing:ﬁmostiy En%lish,“ mos t ef the .
rest ind}catinﬁ "both,ﬁeand enly a SmélanropbrFion inditating Umqstf
;0 y Spaniéh " Afso,:it e%eulgbbe neted that'the use .of. moetly-SpaniSh
is the IOWest in this Settingl—une on]y fo.nal context of language use

. }
studued, Only nine percent of the ‘total samp!e used mostly Spanish

in" school cl;Lses. One might ask how- they managed to ‘do this?
Xy C . X » *

" 'Reading Patterns (Tables 12, 13, 14, and 15)

+

Both maJes and females are highly Englush domlnant in thecr read-

ing patferns, wufh'the proportlonvr r‘Qrtlng "mostly Engllsh” 'augung
. Ty o T -,
‘ ' from 60% to over 90% across the three Settings--at home, at school

~ outside ciaes,»and at school in class. Only verf.small'probdrfions elaim5
'"mostly Spanish' in.any.of the three se;tings-fnever more than eight

0w, ) perceqt. »Male/female differegces afe‘statispicelly significant in

. 'fhe latker twe cases, but are in fact tgo‘émall to.be.of sociolog;cal

. ep ()
significance. . . X

Although less ihen half the respbndeﬁts were involqu, English

dominated reading . on the jobR for those who had ever worked--dlfferences
- by -sex were not, significant.’ “ s

N ~ Mriting Patterns (Tables 16, 17, 18 add 19)

N

Writing patterns parallel those for readlng Male/fepale

Q . N

AU T P A

I3 R 1




=25~

Y

2 -

4

Table 11. ' Language Used jin Speaking in Most’ Classes in School by Sex, 1973.

»

LanguageA "~ Male C . - Female . Total
Pattern ) N 3 N % N %
Mostly English 78 b5 12 - 56 190 51 .
Mostly Spanish 27 15 <6 ‘ 3 o33 9
Both 69 - Lo 82 4 - 151 Lo
Total 174 106 200 - - .100 376 100
& - . .
No Info. - 3. _ 1 4
' x2 =18.85  D.F. =2
i P = <,00]
(4] ‘.
1 4
Table 12: Language Used in Reading ‘at Home by Sex.
. - . ) .
Language Male ~ Female Total
Pattern N N N 2 :
"Mostly English 97 65 101 | 56 “198 60
Mostly Spanish . 4 '3 0 6 14 L
Both by 32 69 38 116 36
. . — — - = .
Total 148 100 180 100 328 100
No Info. 30 : 21 51
_ . |
- x" = 3.74 D.F. =
) P=>.10, <.20 )
/ ” a -
L4 ,bA
- ¢
-, -25- R
74 d\
1028 . .



FTable 13.  Lanquage Used in Reading in School, Outside of Class by Sex.

Language ‘ Male ' Female ’ Total
Pattern N 3 N 5 ¢ N » %
Mostly English 112 76 126 69 238 72
Mostly Spanish 12 =~ 8 L 2 .16

Both 23 ¢ 16 52 _29 75 23
Total . . 147 100 182 100 329 100
No Info. . 3] : 19 v 50

| : =125  D.F.=2 '

P = >.001,<.01

Table 14. Language Used in Reading in Class by Sex.

‘Language .+ Male ‘ * Female Total
Pattern ' N x - N 3 JN- % .
Mostly English - 134 91 . 170 - 94 304 93
Mostly Spanish 6 B TR ' 6 2

Both : -7 5 1 6 18 5
Total » 147 100 - 181 . 100 328 100
No Info. 31 o 20 51

' ) ' =771 D.F. = 2 .
. P = >.Ol?<.05
’ ~ v
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Table 15. . Language UéedAiw Reading on Job for Those Ever Employed .

by Séx.
.. Language o _ﬂg}ésv' Females Total
.Pattern N % N k3 . N5
‘ Mostly English =~ - 60 64 56 73 . 116 68
Mostly Spanish o 9 9 b 5 - 13 8
Both L 25 27 17 22 - ' 4 24
. Total 94 100 ' 77 100 - .17 100 °
T . No Info. : -‘35 , f' 21 s 56
.t Never Employed - 49 o 103 \ 152
2 =191 " D.F.=2 L
P =>.6;<,7 .

LY

Table 16. Language Used in Writing at Home by Sex.

Language . Male o Female ) Tota¥.
Pattern : "N % : N : % N %
Mostly English 81 62 - 10 60 . 182 6l
Mostly Spanish . 18 14 15 9 33 11
Both I 32 24 52 31 84 28
Total . 131 100 ' 168 100 299 . 100
No Info. 47 o 33 | 80 ° ,
' C =27 D.F. = 2 '

. N 8P =>.2, <.3 )

L . -27- .

1030



Table 17. Language Used in Writing in Schoo'i,‘()uvtsidté of Class by 'Sex.
Lanquage ' Male ' . Female Total
Pattern N : % N ' 4 N S
. Mostly English 11 84 139- 82 . 249 83
Mostly Spanish -1 8 3 2 - 13 N I
+ . Both Bl 8 27 “16 38 13 -,
| - Total 131 . 100 : 169 100 . 300 ¢ IQ(L
% * Nginfo. 7 A7 3 79
— ! ’ . | xzr - 9.22 D F - .
o _ B P = :.01,<.05 ‘
| . . ¢
E N . .
S ‘  Table |8. Language Used in Writing in Class by Sex B
° Language ' Male - ' remale jotal o
Pattern N % " N o % N % °
‘Mostly English 126 96 - 158 94 284 | 95
‘Mostly Spanish 3 .2 2 1 5 2
Both ' -2 2 9 5 11
. - — s - - - .
" Total 131 ,. 100 169 100 300 100 -
: ’ . )
: . r_. .
~ No Info 'y . 32 79
o | ‘ x2 =35 ' DLF. = ' ’
' ' Lo TP =15.01,<.05
J . ¢ -
' Id
° , -28- ‘
, 031 )
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Table 19.

©

Lanquage Used in Writing on Job by Sex

. » d

Scmcn,

Lahguage Male ?emale ‘ - Total i
Pattern N % N % N 3
h 4 N -
Mostly English 66 - 80  ,.55 89 121 8k a
Mostly Spanish T 5. 6 1 1 1. 6 4
 Both . 12 14 6 .10 18 12
‘Total = 83 100 62 100 145 100 -
No Info 43- _ 34 . 83
Never Employed 46 « 36 =105 . 63 151 51
X2 = 2.68 D.F.=2 .
7 o , 'q P = > .26 ,‘<..J27
‘Table 20. How Many TV Programs you'Whtch are im Spanish? ]

. "Spanish Programs. Male . Female Total
Watched, “No - % No k3 No %
None | 59 33 66 . :33 125 33
some ! 92 52 103 51 195 51

" More than 1/2 20 11 18 9 38 10
Al) o 7 4 14 7 21 &
Total 178 100 20! 100 379 100

x2.= 2,06 - D.F. =3

- P =>.50, <.60

-29- ,
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diflerences are negligible--statistically significant in only the “at
* a -, o . ) PN : P o ‘
“schoolb-outside class case,'" and cven there.still too small td be mean-

ingful. ‘Thp'“mostly English"I category is"ciaimed‘bQ overA60% oﬁ‘thé
respondents for writing at home , ,83% for‘gchool outside cléss,'gh% for

;y' on»the'jobvand 95% ﬂon.§té5ql in clas§a'A§o writing;pagfefns are clear-
ly English dominant. The proﬁoﬁtions reporting ‘''mostly Spanish!' are

higher than for reading, but.still never exceed fourteen percent.

.
Y

Mass Media Use :(Table 20) V-
. . . N 6’ N

.

Coel - . - .

Rédio'use, and reading of magazines and newspapers in Spanish

were treated above in the historiéal.éomparison. \Althoth rqdio'listan-'

‘ing patterns are ‘English dominant, most respondents !istened to some

radio in Spaqish} The samé patterﬁlgxists,for reading, but females .

in.thfs-ﬁase are siénfficantly more Span;sh dominant‘than méles.Q%;
N Rel;tive_to watchingyof‘TV }ﬁ Spanish, there afe no ma{e/{emale aiff
| fef;nces..‘About half ofvboth groups indicate watching at least some'0
TV;in Spanish, and if-the "‘more than half'' and ''all' categories are )
added to that, two-thirds of the sample watch somj TV in Spanish. Tﬁjs

. approaches closely what was observed for lisfening t®d Spanish langugage

L2
Y

, - .radio programs (see Table 4). T o _
. Summary of Findings - 1973 Study T
- — ' . . .
. Ce— - *

‘Sex Differences (Tabie 21)

, . The most widespread and -most subétantizl differences in language
N - 3 . . . 3 .

patterns between the Mexican American boys and gi?ls studied were in

reference to oral patterns--males indicated more frequent use of Span-
. - . s
ish in all settings in 1973. . In reference to reading and writing, males

-




v

Table 21. Summary of SeXx ‘Differences in Frequency of Use of Spanish
C in.Speaking, Readlng, and ertlng in Dufferenn Social Contexts, ‘973't
i . /z\ : Sex Differences » 3
~ Language Pattern P ] Nature of Diff.% - Magnit.
Speaking Spanish )
° Do you speak Spanish >.20,<.30 None None
“TTWith Parents fooi T MSE T Marked =~
Neighborhood Friends <.001 - M>F : Marked. )
".School (Out of Class) . <.001 M>F Marked
School Classes ’ <. 001 M>F Slight
Reading Spanfsh , ¥ -
Can you read Spanish >.01,<.05 M<F K Slfght
TRt Home T T YT s0,<.20 . M<F T 7slight
lnh Class >.01,<.05 M>F Very slight
_ School (out of class). >.001,<.01 M<F. Slight
| On»thé Job >.6 None * None
L wrutlng §pan|sh “,
‘ _tan you write Spanish______ >.001,<,00_____CM<E_ . slight ..
| At Home 0 >.2,<.3 None Norre
} in Class v ~->.10,<.20 None None
| School (out of class) >.01,<.05 M<F o Very slight
| On the Job ‘ >.20,<.30 M>F Very sllght
| Mass Media-Spanish !
Radio >.80 None . None
T. V. >.50 None None
Magazines <. 001 M<F_; Marked
“ " / E . N
o . I
‘ . ' ' ‘ o - //‘
"« Use of Spanish Y ’ "
/
o . ,/
R R -31-
. / P
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groupings in reference to these two later modes of usage, females tended §
to use-Spanish slightly more often. OQnly in reference to one type~6f L
mass media--magazines, and newspapefs--did males and females differ | "

. markedly: females used more'S%anish. , ' |

Situational Variation in Language Patterns

'

]

. : "~ The 1973 findings clearly indicate a consistent patterﬁ of de-

creasing use"of Spanish in speaking as one moves through informal so- - ’ j

’ v cial dontexts of interaction with significant other ffom the home,

through neighbofhood, to out-of-class ‘'situations in school. - And, the ™

least Spanish was used in the only formal social context included,

S

school classes. Similar:progressive increases in use of English in-
; ) . )

‘stead of Spanish as one moves in informal situations away from the home

and then to formal contexts can also be observed for reading and writ-,

-~
@

ing;patterns (Figures 7 and 8). Always, the most frequent use of -

o

) Spanish was ~in the context of the family and home. . Cehversely, the:

least use of Spanish was always indicated to be in school classes."
@ : ' : - C o

v Va%iat{oné»by_Language Usage Mode -
" The results indicate quite clearly, that most use of the Spanish

vlangdage by these respondents was in oral situations. ‘Similar pat-

.

3
4
3
s
i
4
;
k
3

terns of predominant use of Epglish over all situations existed in’ .
. reference to both'reading and writing (seé Figures 7 and 8). Few boy§

or girlsused mostly Spanish inthese%ways’JFiguresz”and 10).: -~ And,

~only Smalb.prdpbrtiqns'uséd both languages equally in writing and in,
N reading, except fog(feadihg at home (Figures 11 and 12).
\Is . . * . ’ » ~ K . . . | v

ERIC. . agss L

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . . .
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Figure 7. Proportions of Respondents Usung Mostly English in leferent : ?
' Readmg Situations' |n 1973 by Sex : %
&
= : | |
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Figure 8. Proportlons of Respondents Usung Mostly Englush |n Different ﬁ

N : Writing Situations |n 1973, by Sex |

. . N

Writing Mostly English
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Figure 9. Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly Spanlsh in le(erent
' Readlj//Sltuat:cns in 1973 by Sex

» .
) Reading Mostly Spanish
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Figure 10.

¥

Proportions of Respondents Us;%g Mostly Spanlsh in leferent

Wrntlng Situations in 1973 _ by Sex

.
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Figure 1. Proportions of Respondents Ihdicéting'Bilingual Patterns

In Different Reading Situations in 1973, by Sex !
. S : . . _
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Figure 12, Proportions of Respondents Idecating'erting Bilingual
Patterns In Different Situations in 1973, by Sex.
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111, PERCEIVED USE OF SPANISH BY OTHERS - 1973

-

It is Important to know ébpdt subjeéts"peyceptﬁons of other peo-
ple's behavior, in addition to their own, in order to gain an under- - ~
.standing of how their own behavioral patterns relate to their_social

context. We attemb;ed to get at this through'the use of .two’questions

eliciting their perceptions of language patterns used by twor groupings

of significant others (parents and friends) in informal sbciaf!contexts

@

-'(see,APPENDIX-A for replicas of theiquestions used).

°

by Parents (Tablés 22, 23, and 24)

Theresare no significant differences between the responses of males’

'

Use of Spanish

4 @

rns. The_épeaking patterné'df pareﬁts were reported to be-

" largely Spa isﬁ dominant--64% reppr%ed “mostl&jghe;fsh;”;and 95% ;;ported

“mogtly Spanish' or ''both" fb( thef}fpafents. Vér9‘few indicated .
.théir parents used ”most]yeEngjish.“\ fhf§ Spénishadominance decré?@%;"

;ubstantiai]y'wheﬁ it égmes to reading with only a nine per;ent differ-.
ence; as'éompafed with FS%vaone} bégween the '""mostly Engl-ish" gﬁd

'“mostl;'Spéhish” categprieé, though the ]attef.is still the larger.v
L}kewiseg fn the case 6f pa;ents"writing, the difference between the
two ca(égories i; about ten percen?, thoughﬁm&tﬁ are a irttle higher,

. and‘thc "both'' category fs smal ler. . |

)

- Use of Spanish b;;giiends (Table 25, 26, 27 and 28)

-

o

In writing Iétters to personal friends, both males and females

/ . : = !

) A »~ . Q . N ' -
were ?highly Engl¥sh dominant, though males were more so than females.:
o . ) .

More ‘maies claimed "'mostly English," while more females claimed "both."

.Use of "mostly Spanish!' was reported by only small numbers of both boys

¢ : ] -

anas - L

/
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. " Table 22. Parents Language Pattern Used when ‘.Speakihg by Sex of Respondent.
, Language  Male : Female < Total ‘
1 Pattern N % ’ N % N % |
‘Mostly English M - 6" - 9 ° 4 20 5 g

Mostly Spanish - - 120 68 19 , 60 : 239 64

Both - Co . _bs 26 R 36 o 117 31 o

Total -~ - 176 ¢ 100 - 200 W0 376100 -

No Info - 2 . e 3 a

T .ox2=492 - - DF.=2 S

; . P =>.08,<.09 ]

- . S 7

> - Table 23. Language Used by Parents in Reading by  Sex of Respohdent.

Language - _ Male T Female

Pattern e /‘*ﬁﬂN\/" % N %

Co Most}y Ew 5§ 3] ,‘ . 5§) 25 \Q‘% 8
’Mostbly%g{p sh -~ - 6 39 ° 72036 N 3%y 3w

,  Both - 52 .30 . 77 33 - 129
Total co 73 100 199 100 , 372 100

/
(‘ _ ~ No Info' o 5 o 2 . 7
| x2 =338 °  _D.F. =2
g - P = >10,<.20

z
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Table 24. Language Used by Patents in Writing by Sex of Respondent .
Language ' ’ Male Female . Total _
Pattern N 3 N % . N S
L : .
Mostly English . 62 36 56 - 28 - . .18 32
Mostly Spanish 74 43 - 81 4y 155 - 42
Both . o - 37 21 .. _61 .31 - 98 26
‘Total . . 173, 100 198 100" 371 100
No Info N 5 L .3 e 8
b | . X% = 14.84 D.F. = 2
. * P = >08,<.09
Q ' ‘. 4 « B B
iy Table 25. - Language Used by Respondents’ in- ertlng Letters to Personal
: Friends by Sex: of Respondent.
Language ) - Male - Female Total -
.Pattern- - N F3 N b3 N %
 Mostly English .~ 107 . 84 ° 128 76 o235 79
\’//(' _Mostly Spanish 1 9 noo6 22 7
. Both 1o _7 ¢ 30 18 4o 1k
Total. . ’ ‘ ' 128 100 . , 1_69 100 = 297 100
No Info “ 50 32 | 82
' X2 =6.3% - D.F.=2 '
v " - . ) ’ P = 5.0l ,_<'05
- ' -41-

S 2904l
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Table 26. Language Used by Friends in Speakan by Sex of Respondent.

A

« Language ‘ Male - FemaZe . . Total o
o . n

Pattern - N % N T % N % B
Mostly English 28 16 b 20 68 18
Mostly Spanish 72 W 34 M7 106 28
Both “~ . 76 . 43 127 63 203 54
" - - I Q—— - -
Total N 176 100 201 *100 - 377 100
“No Info ' 2 0 2
X2 = 27.01 D.F. = 2

,“ P = <.000 v

2
Tab¥er 27. Language Used by Friends in Reading Outéide of Class : ¢

by Sex of Respondent. -

Language : Male 5 . ‘Female o Total 4 //
Pattern i N % N % N %
Mostly English - . 124 71 123 - 61 - 247 . 66
. ~ Mostly Spanish 19 11 15 8 34 9 , .
) . Both 3 13 63 31 94 25
Total .. 174 100 . 201 100 375 100
No Info a . 4 8 | o ' - 4
: | | X2 =9.47 "+ . D.F. =2

P = >.001,<,01

. .‘ o k- | : - -
| 4o | S




Table 28. Language Uéed by Friends
by Sex of ReSpondengz .

*

o

in Writing, Out¥ide

of Class,

l © _ -
Language Male ¢ 'Femalen .k'TotaL;
 Pattern N % N % 3
Mostly English . . 141 8l 151 75 292 78 D
‘Mostly Spanish ' 16 9 1N 6 . 27) 7
Both 17 10 39 19 . 56 - 15..
Total . 176 100 201 100. 375 100"
No In: S ’ %
No Info //%ﬂb ' : -0
; x2 =.8.01 D.F. = :
P =>.01,<.05 )
1
0 [ _-L.3_
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- There i+ a strong differcnce between males and females relative to
, : : b

¢ o .

~ ranguage spoken by friends. While the "mostly Engiish? category is -

about the same for both sexes,’a much higher propoition of males than

Db

femgiés‘chose tﬁe‘hmostiv Sbaﬁish” Categqry, and a'much higher‘propor-
tion of females-thgn'malegkchose the VYboth" Catego;y.- So ‘it seems
‘thai the feﬁales'were dgscr}bing ;heir'frignds as Jess'Spanish domi -
.nant tﬁan the males were; . ' o | o

[

In their readng'and writing'outsidé cléés, theé friends of the

"réspondents were described as clearly EnglisH dominant. Two-thirds of "

3

the group claimed "mostly English'" reading patterns and over three-

fourths reported "mostly English' writing patterns for their friends. .

- . * . # L. a
There are significant sex differenges, however. Relative to reading,
. » 3 - ) . ’
» the males choose the "mostly English' categorysmore than the females,

while the females choose the 'both'' category more than the males.
Relative to'writing, the differences are smaller, but the ‘'very same:

pattern occurred, suggesting that the males see their friends as more

'

English dominant-in writing and reading than the females do.

Summary
) . : - v o 3
[ ! ¢

Quite °clearly the respondents' perceptions of parents' and friends'

. )

LY

language patterns are quite comparable to their own self-reported be-
havior patterns. The sex differences in langulge usage of the respon-

dents are paralleled in their perceptions of their parents' and friends'

b
a

language usage. Parents are perceived as Highly,Spénish dominant by

B}

both males and femélés, and friends of females are more English domi-

’

nant than friends of males.

-

S 0047
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DISCUSSION

_ LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY -
It would be inapprépr{ate to concludef without painting to several

crucial . limitations of thié Qata, Which should be kept in mind in”analf
'yiing'it. Ffrst, it is based upon.self-report of a politically sensi-
tive and‘emo;ﬁonally charged phenomenon. K Even under.the best- of .condi-

. tions; yalidﬁand reliable data are difficult,to‘bbtain. 'Exploration

3

g &

o : . . .
of‘ the jmethodological problems involved remain to ‘be accemp!ishgda

’  Second, although we have been tryjng tb tap an eVér-ihcreasing
variefy of éontexts of Iangugége‘qéage{ bur cateépries reﬁéjn.vefy'crudé._
Joshua Fishmah (l§7l)4;$rns us of tHe complex'ways_jn which language
usage va}ies cven'Qithin a partipUlar.setting,‘SUCh a; the home, ‘or at
schéol.. He recommends- that we aleft qﬁrselves_to that cdmpiéxity'and_ﬁ
>take note not only of who is speéking what Iapguage to whom, but of

) ~
';what’variety'of a particular language they are utilizjng, for what pur-
poses, in whal specific setting’within theAhome or the sehool,

: with what consequences, andréo en. Wéhneed to know more about the
i ‘ . p ~.
" ""whoms'' and the séftiﬁgs,‘ahd‘the when and why of switching between

'Engli;h ang Spanish, and about the specific characferistics of the”En--o
' . glish.and-Spaniéh that é(e being used:

Finally, the crudeness of our language usage measures implies thgt

' . ' "
there would probably have to be rather markep changes in language beha- .

\

s _ vior for.it to be reflected in our data. That is, all*other consi-

derations asidc,,cg?hge may be occurring, but it is not reflected in

s : our gross response categories of "mostly English,' or "mostly Spamiéh“‘ ’

<

or ''both."

}»'Q 0048
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CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS ) -

. . o . . ,
The data in all three areas of concern have been summarized earlier

\

after each of the three sections of the '"Findings' above; it will vot

be recapitulated here.” The major conclusions of our- analysis are pre-

sented and{discdssed'below. : .

Historical Changeévl967-l973

The patterned decrease in,Spanish ysage observed for béth males and

females, from the home setting, to tHe neighborhood and the school, was

repeated. in 1973, but with an interesting twist. The decrease is less

M

dfamatic in 1973 than before, with both males and females using more

~

Spanish with their friends outside class than in 1967. This is diffif

cult to explain. We could speculate that the schools are simply being

less repressive about “the use of Spanish, but there is norevidence to

. ¢ .
suggest that. However, there was much more Chicano movement activity

in the stUdy area in 1973 than in 1967._ That might have led-to this

finding in one of two ways: the school probably was bressured to be

less repressive about the use of- Spanisn vutside of class, or, regard-
@

less of school conditiohs, a heightened ethnicity might have led stu-

dents to gée more Spanish. Or, this greéter politicization might have
had another effect - while not necessarily affecting language behavior,

it might indeed have affected the way respondenté chose to charac-

“

g - .
terize their language usage patterns on a. questionnaire. As the rhe--

toric of the movement is generally supportive-of the use of Spanish and

"of its value, ‘students might have been influenced by ideology to over-

estimate, or in fact, to estimate mare accurhtely than in 1967, the .
amount of Spanish they use at school even though ,it is forbidden. - .

The patterned increase observed in the use of ”most]y Spanish' in

NI
LA v

jad

- anas. -.
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. . . _ | ( ,
almost ail settings for males and females may also spring from a change
in political orientations leading to a change in the way respondents

perceive tHeif,language'usage patterns. We canno;{say there were no

polftics in the earlier study, because there clearly were, simply dif-

~

' ferent ones,\which involved the devalﬁation of Spanish, -and the stigma-

tization of it. So it is difficdlf to know which set of responses are
more Uréalistic,".as both have doubtless been'inflhenced‘by political

ideology. More attention should be gjven to this pHenomenon of how

£

language usage patterns are ''characterized' as separate from what those

patterns might actually be, and the influences upon those characteri-
. . . . . . . .
zations. :

2

It was noted above that the greater English dominance of girls in

oral language usage - males used “mosflf Spanish'' five times as often

- 4
[

as females -'persists in 1973. Likewiée thé greater English dominance
ofiboys in use of writtéh mass mgdia‘persists in the 1973 data as jn |
the 1967‘data;- two-thirds of males claimed.éo use no Spanish, and over
ha[f‘of\the females claimedyat least some. VWe Speculated'ﬁn thé reason
for thaf differenée in our earlier report on the }967Aresults; SuUppos -

ing that it mighl lie with the alleged strong sex-role differentiation
of the Mexican American culture, with females trained to be docile and
’ : '

obedient, and ma\es to be more independent. This socialization dif-

ference, then, might lead to females being more conforming in school ,

a

where spoken English is a focus of great concern. That-éxplanétEOn

b

should be broadened, hbweVer, to take into account academic performance

®

differences of males and females in this sogiety as a whole. Females

in general, probably due- to dependnece fnainihg, are more verbally

nosg T



.-

skilled than males (Maccoby; 1963). If that training difference and

its likely effeét’operate on Mexican American females in the same wayi
as upon Anglo females - and there is jno reason to expettfotherwiSe -
then it might explain the dreater tendency of. females to read in Span- ¢

Lo ‘ :
ish. A]though about half of thg males and females studied Spanish in

_school (as noted in the new "1973-only'* data), the females might be

¢

o

more Tikglyjto utilize their training with written Spanish due to their
~ greater competéﬁce with verbal skills. o ' \‘
1973 Study L

Oral Ianguage'usage'battern§ were largely Engiish dominant in class

a

- to be expected.as the ﬂanguage_of'instrucfio% is English. But even

here males used Spanisﬁ more than females, and nine percent of the

>

total group claimed to use'mdstly Sbahish anyway. We wondered above

- 4+

"how- that might come to pass. It may be that students are generally
'quiet in terms of speaking out before the whole class - an effective

. .

political tool for. a subordfnate group, as 6umont (1972) points out
in a spudy of how Sioux and Chérokee children use.si}encé io mafntain
control of the classroom. At the same time there may be substantial-
‘Whispered conversation gdiﬁg on among students, as any school teacher
will testify, and fhat could We]] take place Iarge]y in Spanish; in
féet, there could be much good reason for it to be in Spanish, rather
than English for the.sake oghprivacy. |
The 1973 data indicatéd that afthough the.greax majority of males

and females claimed to speak, read, and write Spanish, more females

than males Etaimed reading and writing skills. This explafhg_the

. . 2 . A
finding that females read more magazines and newspapers in Spanish than

n0gt

i
3
E
;
;
3
)
:

e
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males, observed‘in'Both 1967'and 1973, they simply have greater skill,

«and this may be due. to the gen%ral tendency for American women to have
greater verbal skill, as mentioned above. By the same tokén, pales

-~ were more English. dominant in their letter writing than females -

- - ’

Ieérning to writeuEnglisﬁugnd pking comfortable in it is a major goél.

v . - . .
. of the schools, and most males have accomplished it. But Spanish writ-, \\.

C
'

ing receives. much, much” less attention, and so not as many have accom-

plished it. But if females are more verbally skilled, and ‘more intent
- ) X . ‘ - T » —_ 0 :

on success in .school, they may be generally dominating. that skill - .

" writing in Spanish - in'spite of the scahty bttention'it receives.
The percejved_]anguage‘usage patterns of parents and friends close-
~ 1y paralleled those reported by the respondents for themselves. Thus,

these Mexican American youth see themselves to be in harmony with their

contexts of interaction, using more or less Spanish in accordance with

situational norms for language usdge they perceive. |[f this inference
’ ) \ T

' S \ . .
is valid, then it ¥ollows that dif ﬁﬁgnt role definitions

involved in the status sets of these Mexican American youth have as

elements varying specifications far the appropriafeness of use of

Spanish. Fo;ﬂigstance, most of these youth are probably expected by

.the family to use only or mostly Spanish in speaking to their parents,

Q

while at the other extreme, their teachers probably hold rigi&fexpecta-

tions for them to use only English in addressing* the class or the tea-

. ' , 2 '
chers in the school classroom. : -
In closing, we would like to point out the need for more refined

and. extensive study of the language patterns of Mexican Amer.ican youth

than is'represented by this investigatiqn. As we have noted earlier ?

.\)
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in our review of literature and analysis, much remains to be done in

B f —

resolving basic methodological questions about how best to~ obtain
oo L S : ST

valid and reliable .data in this sensitive area of research, and, in
obtaining comparable data across a wider spectrum of population types

(i. e. age groups and regions), to evaluate the scope of genera]’patterns

derived from the few and limited studies carried out on this subject so

far. : : . o i
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,Lt should bewnoted,here,that the,schoolWenrollments‘across Xhe ac- |

B o FOOTNOTES

A detailed discussion of observations-about historical change in

the study area and the schools located within it is presented in
Kuvlesky and Monk (1975: BPEgDIX D). It should be noted that -ag-
gregate census data used to determine historical change in the -
selected study counties were obtained from 1960 and 1970 U. S. cen-

sus reports - this time lapse does not parallel the actual time _Tapse
of the study (1967-1973) very well . -

-

tual study period (1967-1973) did not reflect an increase in propor-
tion of:Mexican American students; in fact, they demonstrated a

slight trend to the converse (see APPENDIX B, Table 1). This may be
due to the difference in the time frames between the 1960-1970 cen- v
'sus data compariison and. the actual study period. -

Thls trend - is probably a reflection of the more general. lmprovement
in economic conditions across the U. S. during the late sixties.

Ft should not be interpreted to mean that the respondents famllles

" had generally achieved dramatlc or long-lasting improvements’ in
their life situations. A" more accurate judgement would be that the
general status of these famllles changed Ilttle in a relatlve sense
over the time period examined. o S : -

Mike Miller |nformally |nterv|ewed admunlstrators, counselors, and-
studerts in the study area and, also, specifically looked for
availability of Spanlsh Ianguage readirfg materials.

&

While Lhis-was a slight trend, it does not fit well with the obser-

.vation that the general ocoupational and economic statuses of Mexican

Americans improved from 1360 to 1970 in the .study area. The most ' .
likely explanation of this apparent incongruence is the difference

in the historical time-frame involved in the census vs. the actual

study data. . : ' oo

- » . . N

The one exception to this general statement’ i% that for the El Paso.
_youth, females tended to use Spanish slightly more frequently than

‘males, while the South Texas respondents demonstrated ggonversem

pattern. ' :

The noﬁkesponse rate-to the questions on writing‘Spanish and. read-
fng Spanish in. various situations were relatlvely h|gh as compared
with a very low rate in reference to speakify it (see Tables 12
through 19). This may indicate a hesitancy for some respondents to
indicate their lack of full ability to utilize their native language.
Probably many of thosé who indicated they could read and write Span-
ish have very limited capabilities to do so.. This is an area that,
will require considerable methodological effort if it is to be re-
sedfrched adequately.
) - &
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e T S . APPENDI CES ' ' .

APPENDIX A: LANGUAGE USE~ INSTRUMENTS S

o Those items with a (%) Were used only in the 1973 surveys.

N : - Q . ¢
- ; - 30.  a) Do you speak Spanish? (Circle one fumber.) T 5
1 Yes . S ) . 2 No
T L oo .
1f you. answered yes, you do speak Spanish, answer the following.
questionq

-

- . . N -

b) What language do you usually use when. speaking wifh your parents”-‘
{Circle one number.) °
,-IV
Yoo : " 1 English 2 Spanish . 3 About the same
\ : : ’ o - ) . ' amount of both ~

c) What language do youaﬁsually use when talklng with your close

- friends in your neighborhood? "(Circle one number, )
o . . L 4 % .
- ‘1 English ' 2  Spanish 3 - About the same
S ° : o . ' - amount of both
) . : S ) '
d) What language do you usually use when Speaklng w1th your close
_school friends' outside of class? (Circle one number )

1 English . 2 Spanish .7 3 "About the same’
= . . . . amount of both . -

—

(e)* What language do you use in speaking in most classes in school? (Citcle
~ one number,) ) - "
1.  English ‘ : 2 Spanish 3 About the same
' ' amount of both

-

- H

-31. How many of the radio programs you listen to are broadcast in Spanish?.
(Circle one number )

A n

1 - None® 2 Some - ".3% More-than-half 4 All

) - - . - . ) . ) -
. /
32.% How many of the TV programs ydu watch are broadcast in Spanish?

+ 1. Nome 2. Some " 3, More-than-half 4. All

" 33,  How. -many of the magazines and newspapers which you read are in Spanish?
(Circle one number) . : ‘ )

.0 1. None 2. Some . 3. More-than-half -4y A11C ' g




We would like to find out some things about your use of Spanish and English
In reading and writing. Please answer the 1uilowing questions for us.

35.* Can you rend Spanish? (Circle one number)

l. yes . 2. no 7

I{ yes, answer the following:
(1) In reading at home do you read? (Circle one number.)

1. Mostly Englisﬁ . 2. Mostly Spanish “3. About the same
amount of both

=

(2) Tn reading in mbst classes at school do you read? (Circle one number.)

1. Mostly English - 2, Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
. 0 amount of both

>

(3), In reading in school outside of classes do you read? (Circle one number)

i. "~ Mostly English aa&. Mostly Spanish 3. About'the same
. _ » amount of both

(4) In reading on the job do youAread? {Circle one numbsr.)

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish ‘3. About the same
J ’ : amount of both
. 4. Never employed ‘

S 36.* Can you write in Spanish? (Circle one number.)

- 1. yes * 2, mno s

\

1f xes, answer the following:

v

o’ ' (1) Language used in writing at home? (Circle one nuﬁber)
. 1. Mostly English " 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
’ - : ’ ‘ B : amount ‘of both

[2

- . . o

(2) Language used in writing in most ‘classes at gchool? (Circle one number.)

‘1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish . ‘3. About the same
: . amount of both

(3) Lahguage used in writing at school. outside of clasées?'(Ciréle one number)

1. Mostly English . 2. Mostly Spanish * 3. About the same
“ ' amount of both

(4) Lénguagefused in writing on job? (Circle one number)

1.. Mostly English ' 2; Mostly Spanish _' 3. About the same
4. Never Employed . amount of both

(5) Language used in ﬁriting letters to personal friends? (Circle ome number)

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish . 3. About the same
) ’ amount of both

re
a3
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- We would like to know something about the language used by your fahily and
friends. Please answer the following queations. a

¢

s -

o . R - . x .
7%, Which pattern of language use best describes jyour close friends generally

A in terms of each of the following uses of language: N
Mostly Mostly - - Same Amount
e ) : Spanish English _of Both

1. Speaking o : '  . ;
2. Writ{ng (Outside of Class) i < %
e o |
3. Reading (Outside of Class) o * . R |
_________________________________________ |
38*%., Which pattern of language use bés; describes your parehgé: . ' ' é
1. Speaking ' L . = ;
- : . : * - | 3
. 2. Writing : - e o
o - -t : *
. 3. Reading L o o

26.* Have you taken'a Spanish course in school? (Circle one number.)
— . : :
1. Yes ' _ 2. No e o ‘ . :

o7 APPEN'DIX‘E‘B: SUPPLEMENTARY DATA :

Table 1. ngh‘School Sophomores Intervnewed in Rural jouth Texas Study |
: area in 1967 and 1973 by Ethn;c1ty and- Sex. 5
:
S ' 1967 | b 1973 o
. ‘Ethnicity _Male Female Total ° Male Female Total’ |
Mexican American 169 172 341 178 ¢ 201 379 |
' e . o3 . |
Anglo . h -9 . 13 15 15 30 g
Other ' _0 0 0 5 2 7
» ‘ ot . w ‘ 4. j
* Total . 173+ 181 35k 198 218 H16 |
[ v . o d . j
No Response ' i ' 3 - |
. i . . : |
|
]
a
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I. FUNCTIONAL UISE OF SPANIS‘H) AMONG RESPONDENTS BY SEX
Table 2. Do You Speak Spani-sh?. 4
Male - Female Total - ~
N % . N % N 4 :
Yes - . 175 98 200 100 375 99
No — 3 _2 -1 9 Lk L
Total y , 178 ° 100 200 - 0d 379 100
o x? = 1.28 D.F. = 1|
o P = >,25, <,26
L
Table 3. Can You Read Spanis.h? | *
/]alé . ' Female ; Total
e N 4 N % . N %
Yes 2 . 80 \ne\‘ 88 318 84
No 36 - 20 257N 1 6 6
Total 178 100 - 201 100 379 100
x7 = b2 D.F. = |
P= > 01, <.05
Table 4. Can You Write.Spanish? o ) \
‘ Male Female “\',. ¥TQtal
- N % . N % N %
Yes , 1207 69 165 82, T 285 76
No o5 30 36 8 0 24
Total 174 100 201 100 375- 100
Nb'lnfo _ 4 ' : | 0 . b
| X2 = 8.8 Db, = | :




