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T e Utilizing data collected from high school sophomores

in 1972 and 1973, the study fnvestigated the religious behavior ,and
orientations of rural Black, White, and Mexican American youth in
reference to religious affiliation, church participation, religious
self-image (perceptions by peers), religious identification as an”
spediment to.social attainment, importance of religion in selecting ]
- future spouse, and parents'! church participation. Im addition, the ~ =
extent -to which socioeconosic status (SES) influenced any differences -
by ethnic identity vere explored.:The Chi square test and .the e
corrected Coefficient of Contingency were used for data analyses. CT
Pindings included: Mexican Americans were mainly Roman Catholic, =
Blacks were predominantly Baptist, and White youth had a greater
-diversity of church affiliation; Black girls had the highest rates of
church participation while Mezican American ‘boys had the lowvest; )
Mexican Americans, particularly boys, were slightly more likely than
thers to.consider religion important . in selecting their future -
§nbhse{;fathers,attended‘qhurch,lesshf:ggngnt than mothers; 7
denerally, SES did not influence substantially either inter-ethnic

[agiingd

_variability of religiocus attributes or intra-ethnic patterns; Black

youth more frequently viewed religion as an impediment than White
youth (no information existed on Mexican American youth for this
variable) ; almost all of the ycuth gave a religious affiliation.
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INTRODUCTION .-

For some time | have been aware of tie paucity of research on or about

T

B rfﬂi the religious attributes and invotvements of rural youth in the Y, S.. “in my

judgment this is simply a reflection of the low priority that has been g|ven

o e %
for some years to re]igion as a s|gnif|cant soclal variable in our soc|ety by

American socnologists. My speciality is the study of alsadvantaged youth

— :! including,minority youth and rural youth As a result of this cont|nU|ng

: emphasis o?er more than a decade, | have overV|ewed a great deal of the accum-i

ulated research in Rural Sociology, Sociology, and other relatea soc|al sc|-- N

,~ences in the . process of developing synthes|s of extant knowledge about various : -

f;? types of youth (Kuviesky, - 1973, Kuvlesky and Jvarez. 1975 Kuvlesky and 7 5;:1:;

Boykin, 1977, Kuvlesky, l977) It is seldom that one finds current resealch

reporting oh ‘the rel|gious attributes of youth particularly rural, munorlty

-~

youth Of the hundreds of research reports, for |nstance, that have been pub-'l

-

llshed or presented in the last ten years on the status aspurations and the o

e e

irstatus attainment process of rural youth, to my knowledge few involve varia-"rw

4 bles pertaining to rellgion in any but the most superficial manner (|,e ’

Vul church affiliation) (Preston, l969 Yankelovich l97b) Personally, l feelr

: th|s paucity of interest is based on a widespread assumption that in general ;*;;}
religion doesn t make much difference as a possible explanatory or’ condition-ri :

- ing'variable for the things (variables) most of us are |nterested in

Ho.esty compels me to admit that l, as a research sociologist, shared

this assumption - W|thout much critical reflection - until very recently

-~

This past year i had, the opportunity to do some ‘intensive field observation
7 oriented ‘toward case studies of two small populations of rural young people '

in rather different geographical and cultural settings: Spanish Amer icans ln\ii




= Ohio (k \lesky, 1977) What | observed abéut the life situations of these

two groupings of youth caused me to seriously reflect about the assumption

cted in 1972 and l973 While this study predomlnantly focused on status

projections and orientations toward social mobllity, it included several ] ~%ﬁjji

scattered indicators of religious participatton and orientations* enough to R

make it worthwhile to puil them. together within a common focus for analysls. ,?;t

Given the pauclty of existing research knowledge on religious attributes ofg .
:Vrural youth and on inter-ethnic comparative analysis in general | felt an :
oxoloratory, empirical analysis could contribute some important insights, o
even given the obvious limitations of the scope of the data. _f such in- 7

signts do evolve, fruitful hypotheses to stimulate and guide future research

:f could be expected.

OVéRVlEV OF RELEVANT LITERATYRE

Most of the research reported about rural populations Is often badly
dated or concerned with llmited communlty case studies and almost never

treats rellgious traits of rural youth (Hasslnger,,l978 Chpt 18; Nash,

~ 19655 Burchinal, 1965; Salisbury, 1965: Cipt. 16). A few studies have




. - " o et m___,e} L)
- explored the aSsoclatlon of rellglous affiliation with other variables - usu- ’fgiff

oy C

o ally behavlor vlewed as deviant (Preston, 1969) As far as | know, no repor-

o

ted study has explored ethnlc varlablllty in rellglous attrlbutes of ruraT

a h It ls commonly assumed by many in our society that rural people are

-

generally homoqeneous ln reference to rellglous afflllatlons, partlctpatlon,’

and orlentatlons. Although at _least one rural soclologlst has recently T ;??g

i’j warned agalnst thls assumptlon (Hassrnger l978 348 3&9) An |nspect|on of

77777777

attrlbutes cf elther rural or mlnorlty youth (Salusbury, 1965, Glock and :7:arj: fgf

c - -

1965, Faulkner, 1972) o ﬂ' 7;_‘) B S

’Starkﬂ

,vve

- —

- cases’behavloral patterns. Results from analys:s of data sets compar- 71Tihrrt'”

able to the one used here tndlcate dlfferences of varylng magnltude '",

. ;—— _ - .

’ ;7the status asplratlons and expectatlons, values, and language patterns 3

of rural Black Whlte, and Mexlcan Amerlcan youth ln Texas (Kuvlesky,

Nraght and’ Jharez l97l Kuvlesky and Edlngton, l976 Patella and

. Kuvlesky, l973 Nyberg, 1978) wh|le lt should be falrly obvaous that 7
hexucan Amerlcan youth who are predomlnantly Roman Cathollc, wall vary vn'
terms of tellglous attrlbutes as compared wath rural Black and Whlte youthi
t;:fln East Texas who are. predomanantly profestant ‘we. have no research based,. B

7 notlons of what the nature or magnntude of these differences are Yet, if

s our wldely used notlon of "ethnlc subculture" has broad valldlty for explaln-:~77:

', lng the llfe sstuattons of ethnic youth _we should expect to find some marked o

.

varlablluty in rellglous attributes among slgnaflcantly dlfferentcated ethnlcr

unlts, includlng those we. lntend to study (Greeley and McCready, l974 Chpts

6and 7) Thls research should contrib te evidence to help evaluate the general




: 7:f;; yaijdityﬂof’the notion of comprehensive ethnic subcultures,

‘”égiigign provideseaihasis for subcultural delineation. S ::i S

TeXAS YouTH sTuoY (19i7rz-1973) -

- 7,,4 s

The data utilized for this study were collected from high schOoi Sopho- ~:e;—~.

mores as a result of two separate but highly coordlnated field efforts as ‘_L;

fbllows.f Nonmetropoiitan East Texas Black and«whlte youth Spring of l972

- -

7and Nonmetropolitan South Texas Mexican-American youth Spring of i973

71, Hhile the time lapse of one year between the collection of data on the Mex:-

can-American sophomores and that of the other ethnic groupings might have :E?jf; o

7rchangerbetween i967 and l973 (Kuvlesky and Monk, l975) Detaiied descriptions,;

-

Care ‘was taken to insure that ail data collection operations were iden- 171:

RS ¥ E

;i!tlcai in the two separane field investigatlons bY utillzing Staﬂda'd opera~
tions. In each case all high school sophomores present in the schools selec-i:fr
ted for study on the day of the Study were given questionnaires and immedlately‘f
;1? assured of the confidentiallty of their responses.r A tralned intervnewer 7 -
triilread eacb item aloud giving the students enough tlme to complete their res-rr {,f

?;j, ponses br ‘ore. proceedlng. The questionnaires distributed were identical with

.

respect to the variabies involved in this analysis (see APPENDIX A).

géiln conciusion the high ievel of comparabi!lty of the data, historical

,1 - period of study, and study areas provides us with the best opportunity that

has existed, as far as we know, to investigate broadly inter-ethnic variability B
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. " SPECIFIC RESEARCH OBJECTIVES .,
‘M§>general objectfve is to see uhat my'Texds Youthrsthdu data cen :éii

‘7‘5;59 about the religious behavior and orientations of rural youth and how these '

- -

;§i may vary bY’ethnic orTgins. Wlthin the llmits of my. data 1 can explore these

'f questions in reference to the fo\IOW|ng varaables.:

Vi; Rel;giOUS'Affillatlon ; 71 o

-

Church Participatnon of SuQJects

:Rellg;ous 0r|entations :ffr f7 :‘arfrrrfr 7i3'i‘;} _7:

Religjous Self-l g (Perceptions of how peers vicw the subject |n‘:
thls,regard) LT e ] g

:Importance of Re1{g}on in_ Selectlon of Future Spouse (Relat:ve to
- matchlng subject s religlous identificatuo’) o

jParents'Church Partlcipatlon o ;l,71, S

Father s 0T '—“V
: The instruments used to obtaun responses pertaining to these varlables

are attsched in APPENDIX A. | w§1l discuss procedures pertain:ng to measure- ;f'

- - 5 R .- B . L

ANALYSIS ANp riunjl Ngs

| w;ll use the Chi Square ‘test and the Corrected

ti:,f!grggblesfnoted previously.

-

)




Coefficient of Contlngency (C) to assist in makung )udgments about the sng-' -

i-i niflcance and magnltude of any: dnfferepces observed (Champion l970) In addu- ;'; 1{

- tion, l will attempt to explore ‘the extent to whnch socioeconomnc status in- f’ -

R

. o
‘;fluenced any differences by ethnic identity that were observed

-

?: This section s ordered by the nature of varnables included and procedure**i;

”of anajysis useg as fO](OWS e - : ggi S

1%fi%il1:_Religious Affilnation and Partnclpationsof Youth

—;{,Youths' Rel;gious OrnentatIOns D ~i .'L, e

’é;llli{FParents' Rellglous Participation 7

1;;fSES und Ethnic Differences

frptnsts The dominant ethnicxgrouping,("whites"l are different from the two 737

Still, similar to the Blacks a

religiousraffnliations than the minorlties

ot is also surprising to note that not a single East Texas (

-

set of samples.

~

iack indicated affiliatuon with the Roman Catholic Church' although, |t is




:fjf}:fab1ézl: AEthnit‘Type af’Téxas Rural Youth and Religious Identification-L

e Black.  White  Mex. Amer. -
-z Re;ggjous ldeatuftcatnon - s - i3 A

m- - @

ST w0
‘ tﬁt*f“———;;;f979'7"‘];ff8hf

Lo - - - -——

Ljnethodts:

S
e

i Church of Chrnst

Other Protestants ’ o R R SRR v A

iJndlvidual comparative ethnic data ‘by .sex was not provsded because of o
_the ‘strong_ similarity betweenﬁthe male “and female profiles of aff|lia-
7tion across’ ethnnctty R o .

»

.....




~ : - , tw . - e
[ oo * r . - . 7\:“\» ~ ’ ) 77"-:

- lt can be safely concluded that ethnic or:gin is strongly assocaated A

,;wlth religious affiiiation of the youth stud|ed One |mportant commonality»

~7,shared by the three ethnic groupings is that very £ew respondents indicated

P

u,fno“ church affilnation 0bvuouslyﬁthen, it can be concluded that almostiaii

e
- - =

»

fBelonging to a church is one thlng, but being nuolved as an active”

participant is another thing. The results of statistical tests cleariy |nd|- ';7

' Among the males, Nexicun Amerncans dnffered markedly from the ]

thnic,types

rate of |nfrequent parti'

",

participation are |mportant to note. First a maJority or near maJornty of

. l ethnic types indicated freqUGNt church attendance which means they went -

torchurch at least once.a week Secondly, a patterned gender difference

-

within ethnic groups is tlearly oDServable a proportoonately much greater : o

number of boys as compared with girls attend church seldom or never

Ta

- Youths' Religious Orientations =

Religious Self—lmag__(Table 3) ST e

' we included a quest.on in-our study.aimed at producing an unobtruswe

-

;:}indicator of “religious self image“ - whether or not the reSpondent conceived :;1




" Table 2.

;A Tri-Ethnic Comparison of Yexas Rural Youths'

- . T 5 s -

-

Freqaency of Church

Attendance .

P

he —
&

'?r;qhér’\cy‘ of .
T Church Attendance

,;il Never/Prac Never

7 _Few Tlmes avyr.

Males

- Black

.White Mex.Am.

‘Fe'mal:ési‘: DI fj
White - Mex Am DU

b

Black

c- 8 b 25
e (Seldqm)’

~'iz 3" % V ‘z

- (23) -

(31)
15 17
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Texa's ‘Rurali Youths' Perceptions of Being Viewed as a a Religious Person o

“Table 3.
- ) by Peers: A Tri Etl

nic "omparison by Sex

1(9 - 1’9 -

‘71’3},:‘—

, B JMa'lés _ - _ Females
. - Black White MeX.Am. Black White
) . z: co 95} o % o 3 ;,;21 - B
- - I q';_ 1’2 - ____5" . : R 53 59 —

'f,i;ag f’ i

.
-~ -
S
’
°
%
- 3
-
~
i
L}
-
” -
L4 —

" d.f.

P =>5.50

= é .—7 " 7 {7 ,1*'”’

l 38 o




1i50f themseives as'a religious person. The question asked them to indicate
7£il whether or not their friends perceived the subJect to be a religlous person. ‘Ti
53 o

'79}No significant differences existed among the Pthnic groupings of boys

,:”being viewed as religious Among the - hnic groupings the differences

-

'7i;fwere'significant, particulariy ‘between Biacks and the other o types. 7B|ack

<

°

i::,g\irls markedly more often: perceived themseives as helng viewed as a reilgious

:ii;person than a|| other ethnic sex types.- \\ ‘( N

] Perhaps the most noteworthy observat‘on about the neligious seif~|mage

] Eans e
indicatcr is the fact that generally the ethnlc-sex groupnngs appear “to be

iselves as a religious person and those who do not Certainiy one could

—,7behaV|or) (Preston, |969) This should be a promising hypothesus to evaluate

P

;An;future analysss of these data and in new research ;on youth *

o »‘14 - -
, - -

Rellgion Impedes Social Attalnment éiabie h) )

- . . N ) ¢

Among a set of items used to measure "percelved opportun:ty" for attain-

ement of achieved status goals (i.e., job prestige)‘ we included one on whether :

'or not the subJect s re|iglbn would impede attalnment oi job as} "atlons

;Unfortunately data’ is not available on the Mexlcan-American youth sampie in

- e

SA

%

:thlS regard

t

A comparative anaiysis of respdnses from Biack and white East Texas

youth by sex demonstrate ciear ethnlc differences. While a large maJority

of botn ethnic types, regardiess of génder, indicated their re:. jion had no

*

negative impact on their chances to achieve their status goais markediy

,}more Black youth deviated from this general pattern than Whi = youth. Civuriy

v
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" "Table h. Texas thal”You£h§TVPérceBtions'of Their Religion as an Impediment to Ai

AOpportunity'for Social:Attainment: A Tri-Ethnic Comparison by Sex.

-

- D5gree of :

Males

7 impediment to -

White Mex.Am:-

f;i'—"fOppdrtuhity : .

~“Much/Very Much

,.z

" 91.  No Infor.

e 10

< . Fema|e§ - S
- Black - White  Mex.Am. L
3 k2 3 -

.82

CoTotAL ./

100 -

" --- 0 e
- No"Informat ion/ 2 . 0. . - 3 0 - =i
100 --- 100 -

98

133 178.

I

9h IR R

% No Information is excluded from

iig{éﬁk,qnd White samples.

<

- d.

Chi Sqﬁare eQaluations,'which fnclddé only

X2 = 9.56
f.=2"
<.0}

.29

14

')'(2 = 8.04

d.f. =2 -

<.02

o

.27

<




P : .- '. . . e-.“ . - ‘3

ver

the minority.youth were much more likely (2 to 3 times as likely) to perceive . ,

e

religlon as an nmpediment to attainment of their socnal status goals. T I
- ) i <

_!yortance of Religion of Future Spouse (Table 5) , ' ,:a
: )

.We included an item on relngion among a set of items ut:lnzed as a

cheok-list of attributes entering into the selection of a future\Spouse._-For

\-

each”ltem the respondent was asked to indicate the importance the attribute

- -

3

"'i“heid”in "the selection of his or her future.spouse.

%

The difterenées among the ethnic groupings for both sexes -were statis-

tically slgnnficant but for the most part not very large. Mexiéan-Amerioan L

Z \: you th, partncularly boys, we(e mos t lnkely to indicate relngion was nmportant

a ’ N
..—in the selection of a Spouse. And, Nhite youth were most‘lnkely to vnew }

- —_— . - -
ey -

’*freligion as relatively unimportant-in this regard, particularly among the

—_— o N .- C T
boys. ) : s , : o L e
. T E * - ) - 3 ) ’ " - B

;;:.;77’ Agann, however, as was the case with relignous ‘sel f- image, perhaps the . ;fi

=

'most s:gniflcant observatnon here is the general tendency for eaqh ethnic

> t

~

) groupnng -to be polarized on thns orientation into two substantnal opposnng. :7: :

f; categories. While at least Lo% of all ethnic sex groupongs sndncated reln- _
gion as. nmportant in selecting a mate, generally similar and sometnmes larger

proportnons cons idered relignon unimportant.

Iff. Parents Relng)ous Partig_patnon : ) : . I

Mothers (Table 6)

Snmilar patterns of ethnnc dnfferences were observed to exnst among both

! ] . R
boys and girls in reference to mothets' churghﬁattendanoe;_although those_fgrgh“ .

the boys were not nearly as substantial as those among-the girls. The most

prominent patterns are: i ’

(1) Black mothers were the most frequent attenders.

)

(2) Mexican Amerlcan mothnrs were the least frequent attenders.

13-

>




Importance of Future Spouse Havnng Same Religion as the Respondent

" - Table 5.

., A Comparison of Ethnic Types of Texas Rural. Youth by Sex

-

- importance of
" Sane Religion

~f

. Males

Black

White  Mex.Am.

%

5 %

Femalés,

Black

White ‘Mex.Am. -

b3 R A

: :~;3. Not lmpt

35 lmpt

if%;i,Very lmpt

" 2. - Not Very Impt{

. 26

- (50)

24

26 14
(55)
29 21

(35)

S

23
. (k3)
20 -~ 27

n o
(58) .

20
(50)

30

.—-‘*,—-..........—.—._..._.._...._—-....____..__._._-_..__.’_.__r.._._-—.

18-

(43)
25

28 06
LS C1)
27 - 28 -

00 32 .7
1

" - 98 "33 78 138 " 201
- Mean Score . 2.67 2.39- 2.76 2.54" -2.30° S 2.61
X2 = 19.03 X2 = 25.26
d.f. = 8 Cdf. =8
P = <.02 P = <.0)
E= .25 . C=.31
16 N
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" Table 6. Mothers' Attendance at Reli |guous Servuces AmoJ Ethnic TJpes of Texas
- Rural Youth bl Sex . - L e T

- «
£

i v P -

R S - -
= = i e v,
i ———

Tt _Males Females
- Frequency of ) Black White Mex.Am:-—- -Black. White Mex. Am.
Church Attendance : K3 R 3 B f”‘mwf .

-~
- -

l. Never/Prac. Never 1 © 14 16 . 2 . 10
Se1dom) (20) (30) (36) (13) (!0‘0) . ](38)’
~0- - 16 e [ I b Ml

——— G WG Cwem etes St

crutves et s msmma  eatme  Gmstem  Geteem  emn  Cewen

—— e anmm AR e GBRe vmees e sasm— . cman  eimm Gmemn e Gt Gemme  Gammew Ll omms e

6 : 6 . 37 ~i26
(54) (53) sy . (69)
18 2 L9 32w 5

[+
4
-

(2
L]
N
i
(2}
"
i
~

o *




Obviously, the rate of frequency of attendance of White mothers fell

between these extremeS° however, they more closely approxlmated ‘the Mexncan—

Americans than they did the Blacks.

church participation aswereobserved for mothers part|C|pat on f‘ the only_f"'::

»

o o qd -

; It is int&res ing to note that even though the ethnic grouplngs demon- i ¥
v N

""“R

-.\_‘

3 -

both parents, the& are_ very simllar tn thlS sex-role patternlng between

fathe cs' behavior. lf this sex-role pattern|ng is marked and

z—nnrhers' and
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Fathers' Attendance at Relj_ous §ervices Among Ethnic Types of Texas o

RIS

mfg 7 N

Rural Youth by Sex -

Males

" _Females

Frequency of -Black = White

Mex.Am.  Black White Hex.Am

: ;fChurch Attendance =%

-

T

: Never/Prac. Ney..r ’

%9 29
{Seldom) (3ln (48)

»l;‘evfr“ﬂnes*;a Yo - e 1" e

)

"

o219 -

»
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S22 -
- -(42)
20 T

“Orice }f’ weék’ 16

(Fre"\uent)

(30)

~% % %
30 26 38
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(h3) 19(29)
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(26)
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) Table 8 A Comparison of Respondents' Mothers and Fathen Frequencx of Church =
Attendance by Ethnic Type . B

ek White. . Mex. Amer. ._
~Fath. D0if.  Hoth. Fath. = Dif. Moth. Fath. Dif. - -
' S T z - % L%

R IR TR (#21) -
T AR E R )

Lo 23 (2

’, (7.-2195"

(+7)




except for Blacks.

This is due to a very consrstent and patterned tendency

22

’ ‘attendance than;they report for their mothers.

,‘,‘,

Essentually the same flndlhgsj;:

exist for the father-son comparisons.: Again we fnnd a strong common pattern:f

that cufs across all ethnic groups.

. the youth partlcnpate nr church markedly:

S




Table 9

A Com arlson of Patterns of Church Parttcupatsoh

Between Texas Rural

G rls and Their Mothers by«Ethnsc Type

- }‘ -
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"i;i Black

Patternsaa—ﬁ’z,j A
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- % e %
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Table lo. A Comparlson of Patterns of Ch\.rch Participatuon Between Téxas Rural

Ao - B_ys and Their Fathers by_Ethmc Type

£ “Chu rcﬁ

_ Fath.

WD

Son . Fath. Son - i

5P.articig. - 17 R
Sé‘ﬂ?{“;_— e 33

% T % %

23 (1) . W 31
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Summary Overview Comparison of Total Ethnif Samples W|th Lower '1ass Portuon of Each on T

Se‘ected -Religion Attributes "

. Totél-f.c , S
. _ Comparison .

o thane |

B B2

- | No change.

Blacks
, Change T
(Moder )

ST s

No ‘Qhangef
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youth) as is clearly Indicated in Flrure i (Kuvlesky, Wright ~and Juarez,
S o

1971 l37-l38) COnsequently, it could be argued that_any ethnic differences O

we have observed may ‘be” slmply correlates of SES. Because of the low number - ;;;?'
- ® O

of respondents of each ethnic type’ and the predominance of ”Low SES” amona

© ,Q,

o~

the.minority ethnic groupings, it is impossuble to |mplement a rigorous con-f

—

trol for the infiuence of SES. on interethnic differences.r instead I decided

- -

to control on SES by elimination, by comparing the lower SES segments of the f

;-ethhnc grouplngs 0bvnously, thlS llmltS our abllity to gene.allze about 7

-

"%;, the influence of SES vs. ethnic |dentity on the religious attributes of youth i:jf

to only lower class youth lf the ethnlc differences observed 1n comparlson

Generally, the same is true for males with two exceptlons f

- ,,é

—samp]e:conparisons

= 7(1) Religious Self-lmag_. e a2
3 Total Samples w<Bl MA (ln essence the white boys change ,'
- Low SES = MA.. BI<W positions with the other two- types )

: ana"l, . - , L

23

7 (2) lmportance of Rellgion of Future Spouse

Total Sample = MA>B1>W (In essence the White boys and Black
,iow SES ' = MASW>BI - boys switch positions. )




_Figure 1. Ethnic Variation in Socioeconomic
- T Rural Youth _
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Higher = all others .- .
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~ o

One interesting serendipitous finding was produced in the process of

L tae, T

implementingathis control for the impact ofrsES ) The extentgtkohich relsgion 71%

= -

s o - <~

s per'eived as a barrier o attainment of status goais decreaseshmarkedly,
- /

Z- S oo P
B P

egardiess of ethnicity, among the ioWer ciass segments as compared with the

Z - f-a

otai sampie._ why do upper SES classes tend to vnew reiigion more often as o

hdr i r to status attainment than iower ciass youth? ThiS*would be a good

it is necessary to pay attention to patterns of

ik LN

’f refigious attributes.

in this summary statement | wiii first overview briefly the n: st sig-

~ P

l;;;nificant patterns of ethnic variation and then briefiy 1ist the nus: impor-

,,tant commonaiities.h A sunmary overview of the resuits or the statistica.'

tests used to evaiuate interethnic variabiiity by 3ex 1n thn respondents’

-~




1

religious attributes is pr=sented in Table 12. This is followed by a summary

o - =
-

OVerview of interethnic patterns of dlfference in selected response categor|es .

b .
7~ *

f and a descriptlon of the nature and strength of |nterethnlc patterns’ of

variabllity relative to the runal youths' religlous nnvolvements, partlcupa-

tlon, and orientatlons, presented in Table l3 . . ‘ ; 7—" s

R . . . o= _ - _ .

’fzi;;;lnterethnlc Differences S ‘- -

llgious Affiliation.

:7 The three efhnlc groupings differed markedly in church affiliation'

Hexncan-American youth were predomlnantly Roman Catholic, Black youth

E e ==

;iwere oredomlnantly Baptlst, and whlte youth demonstrated a greater diver- ”7:7

,7sity of church affsllation than either of the two mlnority ethnlc unlts

T~
-

:Church Particlpation by Youth :;” o

:iBlack youth, regardless of gender were more frequent participants n

religious services than others Black girls had the highest rates of

;,7734 church participation and %ex|can-Amer|can boys had the lowest’ by fur

O 3 0r|entat|ons Toward Relsg;on

(a) eligious Sel f- lmag_ - ethnic differences were not substantlal how- -

[ ,; ever, Black girls had a greater tendency to perceive themselves as
“being viewed as a reiigibus person .than others. i

(b) Religion as sn Impediment to Status Attalnment - Black youth more

frequently viewed religlon as an impediment than White youth. (No
information .existed on Mexican-American youth for thls variable )

(c) Importance of Rel g ion of Future Spouse - Mexican-Amerucan youth

partlcularly among boys were slightly more ! kely than others -to )

consider religion as an important attribute ‘of their future spouse. * ;;

“ )
A | 28




©° Table 12,

A Summary Comparison of §7gpif|cance of Ethnic Differences

- Amonggg]aca, Nhite, and Mexican American Rural Youth by Sex

$ignificance of Ethnic Différences

s \‘ Males ~-- Females
) § - C R
yzr_m A Ce® - . P -E
. \ ‘ T s
Rel. |dentif \ <.001 .80 <.00i .83
- Freq. of Church Attend. <.001 , .35. 2.001 231
ST L - e . . T -
" Viewed as Rel. Person~, - -+  >.50 --- <.05 .20 -
_ - A N \’s‘/“,: \\' - . - oL i _‘ : .
- 'Rel; as. lmpéd to Attain.¥ <01 - .29 <.02 Y Y
- / . - B . " . _
|mpt of Rel of Future Spouse <.02 .25 <.01 31
‘*nother s Church Attend .05<P<:10 .25 <.001 .57
777Father s Church Attend. <001 .33 <.00] b2
* Mex:can American sample is ex)luded here:
b . -
e
2
. ;
I N ‘_?d.-




Table . 13 : Summary Overvlew of 3n rethmc Varlability in Texas Rural Youths' Reuious ld.,r\ti icatEOn, -t

Parttcipat!ca, and Orlent

T

reg -

ations by Sex B

- gthnic’ Grdups

Ethnic Differences

Bl.

Wh.

7M.A70

‘Nature = - -
o’F Difs.,:: :

‘Orien tlons :
[iewed as- Relignous
el impedes - Attain.
>t of Rel/Future Spouse

-None

" Moderate e

12

’ 40**

. Ve’ti";tiéf@?r?i =

':Seldqm Attend

57

21

3
17

-

- b}
~

rientétions S
* Viewed as Religious -
- Rel. lmpedes Attain.
5 :—lmpt Jof Rel/Future Spouse

53

15
43

5
Ly

- 59

n

510'

‘slight-
" Moderate
Siight

Moderate."+."
Moderate ' -
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T oc';

inly some of these patterns, partlcularly in reference to frequency of

ticipat!on are substantial enough to deserve attentnon. Sttll it seems




lneluding minorlty ethntc vs.‘di;AiJ
- }‘;t ST

7 group distinctions. ln this sense, the findings strongly sug-' j{f

T d l'ffe rent from ]t . - 1—

temporary Amer!can socnety (Gree}ey, 197u Chpt. 7) Thls may be true in‘ :;';Tﬂ,

fn
LT

:istently—across ethnlc group lines. ln other words gender (Sex roles) does

I




- = ERE

numbeerf tines in ways |ndlcating a Very posatlve orientatlon toward

heo 'ticai notlons about ethnic sﬁbcultural differentlatlon, sex-role

liorating the paucity of researchrknowledge

search effort in terms of

have. inportant signlficance ln extending the extant empirical knowledge about :

L

rura and minority youth Obviously the limited scoperof this study-in terms ]

.} historical period, age of subjects, geographicalrarea, and particular ethnicf

AT -

f Yet they pro- -

. R

units-cautions against generalizing the findnngs too broadly

e:a - base for the eventual accumulatlon of comparative data alme

! P

;scope of generaTizations possible or‘discovering the critnca

)

d at exten~

i factors

The author would be sincerely appreciative'of;

- ¥

hat- limht generalization.
,w»../"“'

'fabqyt ny comparable existing ocrprojected,data

. i - - SR

Wt T .

that mlght be used

)

T




How much effectrdo you think, each of the following things H have f‘
in_keeping you. from Ltting_ the Job you des!re? (Circle one number o d
for_each’ thlng) - . e




e wou]d iike to Know. somethlng about the girl (bOY) you woutd Iuke SR

to.marry. -If youcould marry anyone you desired, how important would
-each of the following things be in selectnng your wtfe ihusband)?

Circle one number for each !tem.) P
o gifff" C o Very . - NotNery
o Important Important |mporta|,i

-

;

] mportant
2 - 731 - o 772 o 7 “ - :j‘j : -
° 3 2 e

does your father (or the ‘male head of,house-,
icesT - (Check'Qne) DR

On the average, how often-
hold where you laye) a'tend religlous serv

“on the average, h°“ often does. your mother (or»the,fenule ‘head ‘of, the ;f:'
household where. you Iuve) attend religious services? (Check one) R

'1-2 t!mes a month

Once a- ek TR )
ft— More than once a week Y e
:gf' No mother or female head of household present




s_the main job held by the major money- earner of your home?
your answer -in the. following box. _G ve a specifiﬁ job, not
the company or. place worked for D o \:




y "The myth of a rebellious adolescent subculture its detrimental

~i;ié?fects for understanding rural’ youth," pp. 45~ 61 in'L. G.
Byrchinal (ed.) Rural Youth in Crisiy, Facts, Myths and Social

. Change._. Nashlngton, D. C.., U S Department of lcalth Education,
15an : lfare : R : .

Burchinal,‘l. e.g,(ed) T Tl e L
-~271965 Rural Youth in Crisis Facts, Myths and Social Changg, Washing- _
o ton, D C.. u. S» Department of Health Education, and’Nelfare ] «

w

*?l970 BasicPStatistlcs for Socaal Research Chandler Publishlng:Co.;:
Scranton,,Pa I . S o

qulkner,rJoseph E. led;l:i“f‘{: i T N S
1972 Religion s Influence in Contemporary Society - Peadlng_yin “the
’Soclolo 'oﬁ\Reli ion. ,Charles E Merrlll Publishing CoJ.;:;rr

: Andrewzﬂ. &N éwil Jam C NcCready,, ET' - 7*
l97“ Ethnicity in thé United States' A Preliminary Reconnaissance
fiJohn Nlley;and Sons New‘York B L M

~ The Rural Comoonent of American Society The lnterstate Printers
- and Publishers, Inc 7Danvi|le, lllinois C e

by

,7lesky, Willlam p. eI e s s
“1973 YRural Youth - Current Status and Prognosis,“ PP- 321 342 -in
David Gottlieb (ed.) Youth in Contemporary SocieAy Sage Pub-
lications Beverly H"Tls, California S -

uvlesk,y, Nilllam P, P e
- 1977 _*Youth in Northern Taos County, New Mexico. No One Cares " Paperftf
present%d “at the 1977 annual meetings of the Association.of , ~

G

fj;“* Humanist Soqiology, Hempstead New York, November ) L
~Kuvlesky, Willian P.-and William C. Boykin' e R T

1977 Black Youth in ‘the-Rural South: Educational Abilities and Ambi-
i tions. _Las Cruces, New Mexico: ERIC Clearing House on Rural
'*,;,-Education ‘on Small Schools, January

— %

‘V;Kuvlesky, Nilllam P and Everett D Edington 5"",'«' e :
1976 MEthnic Group ldentity and Occupational Status Projectiqns of :
i « Teenage Boys and Girls:. ‘Mexican American, Black, Native American,,' -
" ;f :and -Anglo Youth. ! Paper  presentéd,at the Southw stern'Sociologi~ L

cal Assoclation annual hmetings, Uallas, Texas April

. - . 5 -
v s - j‘ - ¢
- - -7 S
- LN _ _
- LT,
.




’Hilliam P and Rumaldo Juarez - i ' Sed Tl

r1975 iiMexican American Youth and the American Dream," PP Zhl~296 in
) J. Steven Picou and Robert E. Campbell (eds.) Career Behavior of o
Social Groups. Charles E. Merrill Publishing Co.. Columbus Dhio.? -

- _1975 "ﬂistorical Change in Status Aspiratnons and Expectations of
Mexican American Youth. From the Border Area of Texas: 1967-l973 "
Paper presented at the Southwestern Sociological Association,
San Antonio, Narch

I

7. Juarez., o -
"°tatus Projections and Ethnicity' A Comparison of Mexican 7
American, Negro, and Anglo Youth.'t Journal of Vocational = - -
ggﬂggigg_L (Aprir) l37-15l.;, T T o e

“

;iNash, R.. C (ed ) - ,,h; s T L R
T l965 Rural Youth in a Changing Environment. Washington D.C.: National
Committee for Children and Youth - R i =

"Drug Abuse and Drug Problems in Rural America* Description,

Assessment, . and lmplications. Forthcoming, foice of DrugL
Abuse Policy - .

e IR

7l973 "Situational Varig tion in LanguageAPatterns of Mexican American .
Boys and Girls.“ Social Scuence Quarterly, 51 (March ) - -

,Preston, 3:D. ' : - R o ;c,? L
l969 “Religiosnty and Adolescent Drinking Behav or.ﬂ, Soct_Qy(§ummerl

—iSalisbury, w Seward . R - : -
l96h Rellglon in American Culture - A Soc:olog’ .al lnterpretation.
. »The Dorsey Press: Homewood, Illinois.:f; o o

Yankelovlch Daniel 'f B ”f“;}; ’fr; LR S
- l97h The New Morali_y -.A- Proflle of American vouth in the 70's. ’




