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The Education of Nonmetro Hispanics. By Frank A Fratoe. U S. Department of
Agriculture, Economic Research Service, Economic Development Division  Rural
. ”

v Development Research Report No 31
” -

Abstract . .

Nonmetro Hispanics trailed both Whites and metro Hispanics in ratés of high
* school graduation, college completion, atwl functional hteracy, their relative posi-
tion on thcse measures worsened dunng the seventies, despite absolute gains While
nonmetro Hispanic school enrollment levels between the ages of 3 and 15 compared '
faborably with those for other resdence groups in 1978, schbol enrollment of
nonmetro Hispanics from their midteens to early twenties dechined more sharply
than that of Whites or metro Hispanics Nonmetro Hispanics were also less likely to
be employed, hold white-collar jobs, or earn comparable income Such results, /
however. are confounded by migratiop patterns in the Southwest where most
+  nonmetro Hispanics hive. . .

Key words Nonmetro education, nonmetro Husprnics, nonmetyo labor force,
nonmetro development A
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Thus repart examines the educational status of Hupamcs living 1n nonmetro _
Amenea It 15 the fourth in senes of reports by the'same author using national. :
data to descnibethe educational background of the rural. nonmetro population
The previous reports we/e Rural Education and Rural Labor Force tn the Seven
ttgs (RDRR 5), USDA{ October 1978, The Educattond! Level of Farm Residents .
and Workers (RDRR 8), USDA, March 1979 angl Thc Educa!zon of Nonmetro N
zfzcks (RDRR 21), USDA, July 1980 ., .
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their Whate counterparts, -~
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Highlights ~ - /

As.of 1979, proportionately fewer nonmetro Hispanics graduated from high school
or college and more were funcuonally illiterate compared to Whites and metro
Hispanics \Qther findings of this report include: |

r
—In }979, only 35 5 percent of nonmetro Hispanic males 25 years old and over
had finished high 3chool. compared with 73 9 percent for metro White males, 63.4
percent for honmetro White males, and 43,5 percent for metro Hispanic maled
Corresponding percentages for females in these categones were comparable

—Only 5 2 and 3 8 percent of nonmetro Hispanic men'and women, respecuvely,
had graduated from 4-year colleges 1n 1979, .

— The 1979 funcuonal 1lliteracy rate for nonmetro Hispamics was zbout 8 times
that of nonmetro Whites and 11 times that of metro Whites '

—School enrollment rates of nonmetro Hispanics in their midteens to e2sly wwen
ties declined more sharply than those of*Whites or metro Hispanics

. .-

—1In 1978, 36 percent of nonmetro Hispanic 16- to 24 year-olds were school
dropouts (neither enrolled 1n high school nor high school graduates), more than
twice the-corresponding figure for nonmetro Whites ! .

— Among the five Southwestern States where most nonmetro Hugz:{\xcs hve, only
Cahfornia had more than half of their. limjted and non-<English sp€aking students
enrolled in special language programs 1n 1976 * .

— About 19-percent of nonmetro Hispanic males in the labor force held whate,
collar occupations :n 1979, compared with 33 percent of nonmetro White males
Corresponding percentages for nonmetro Huspanic and White females were 40 and
55 percent~respectively,

—1In 1977, only 15 percent of all Hispanic farmworkers 25 years old and over
had more than an elementary school education, compared with three-fourths of

X
—Nonmetro Hispanic men's incomes averaged $3,000 less duning 1977 than in
comes of nonmetro White men. the corresponding deficit for women was about

$1.200 '

—Durning 1974 79, migration of Hispanics with hitte schooling from cities to

nonmétro areas was heavy, which may parually account for the dafferences in
= L
educational attatnment of metro and nonmetro rendents
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+  Frank A. Fratqe
Sociologist

Introduction

Nonmetro Hispantcs are an oftep overlooked populauon,
s \despute the fact that they constnute the second largest
onmetre minority group in the United States (second
only to Blacks) and number about 2 million peoplt
(table 1). The population growth rate of nonmetro
Huspanics is high like that of their metro counterparts,
making the Hispinic population the fastest growing
minority in the United States (26, 33, 35) ' Much atten-
tion has been paid to problems and issues which affect
the human resource devefopment of Hispanics hving in
. cies While this s certainly an important topic for
analyss, the educational background and development
of nonmetro Hispanics’are equally important -
. -~
This study examines the education of nonmetro
Hispanics, their school and college enrollment, and such
educational outcomes as employment, occupagion. in
come. and migration The latest available data are cited
in all cases, All quantitative evidence has been collected
from secondary sorces supplied by the Census Bureau,
National Center for Education Statwstics, and the U'S
Department of Agnculture. Adduitional information on
he enrollment of limited English and non-English speak-
/h;(J.EHNFS) students in California was furnished by
the California State Department of Edycation Since
most data were onginally obtained through sample
surveys. estimates may duffer from figures that would
have resulted from a complete census * The data are

nonmetro residence but by other categores wherever
feasible, . ‘ <

. 4

' |
Because most of the data come from Census sources,
some enumeration problems should be pointed cut
There 15 the possibility of an undercount of the total
Huspanic population. Many Hispanic persons who are il
legal aliens avoid detection by government agendies and
therefore may not be counted In crowded central cties
or fdlated rural places, some Hispanic indwiduals and *
families are simply difficult to locate. Although the *

Hupanic populauon may be largely undercounted. t%re
)

15 no reason to assume that such an undercount wou
affect the propgrtional ‘distnbution of Hispanics by

f

metro/honmetro residence Compaftisons of persons of |
o/nen 2

F

.

A
Huabcuzed numbers in parentheses refer W\E‘cralurc wuted au the end
» "N

of this report -~
*Consult Cermus reports for a description of sample etrors (see
References) ’ !
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compared not only by race/ethmicity and metro/ .
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The Education of Nonmetro Hispanics

Hispanic onigin with Whites are complicated by the fact
that Whftgs of Hispanic ongin may be included in both
categories The comparisons are stil] meaningfud,
* i

‘ \

. . 2]
Table 1—Metro/nonmetro status of §.5. Whites and .
Hispanics, 1970 and 1979 \ .
Races ethmenty and - .
metro/nonmetro status - 1370 1979 1970 1979
v .
' - Milltons — -— I-ércmt _—
Teral population 199 8 2159 1000 1000
Merro? 137 1 1459 686 ) 67 6 .
Central ctes? ‘629 605 315 280
. Suburbs* 742 85 4 571 \ 196
Nonmetro® , 627 700 314 324
Hispanuc* , 90 w121 1000 1000
Mezro , e 74 102 822 840
Central aities 46 60 511 ° 491,
Suburbs | 28 42 11 M9,
Nonmetro ‘ 16 19 178 160
Whites 175 5 186 & 100 100 0
Metrp ~ 1189 1235 67 8 66 2
Central aities 439 450 279 *'-24 1
Suburbs 700 785 399 421
Nonmetro 564 631 322 338
'Only noninstiwutional population is included ) .

Metro refens 1o population sending in Standard Megropolitan
Statistical Areas [SMSAs) as defined in 1970e Except 19 the New
+ England Stated, an SMSA u a county or groyp of rontigucus counties
coptaining at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or More, or twin
Cities with a combined population of at least 55,000 SMSAs in New
England consist of towns and cities instead of counties
*Central aities include the largest cuy 1n ap SMSA and any add
tional Gty or aties 1n ap SMSA wth at least 250,000 mhabiants or a
population of one third or more of that of the largest cuty and.a
ntianum population of 25,000
*Suburbs (designated a3 ouwide <entral Litses by the Census
Burcau) refer to population residing in an SMSA but outnde of renwral
citaes - .
Nonmetro u defined as populabion rﬂ:dlr;i ournde of SMSAs
‘Hupanx (designated as Spansh ongin’ by the Census Bureau) in

' 4 Meucano, Puerto Rican. Cuban, Central or South Am

L4

n, or

¢cludes persors wif :dentified as Mexican Amencan, Chkli:.o Mexican,

"other Spanush * Hupanic persons may be of any rhee Thus the

o Hupanx and Whte Lategones are not mutually exdlusive
L]

“

Source (36, tablg 28 39, wable 1)
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Table 2—Metro/nonmetro status of Hispanic¢ and non-Hispanic families, by subgroup, 1979

Hispanic subgroup

Metro/nonmetro Total Total .
status non-Hispanic Hispanic Mexican Puerto Other
’ . Amencan Rican *Cuban Hispanic?
' . ( ) Millions : .
All famijres . 578 27 1,6 0 4% 021 0 48
' Metro . . 386 23 1.3 , ~ 4] 20 - .41
-Central cities « 4156 14 7 34 .07 25
Suburbs . 230 9 . 6 07 13 16
. Nonmetro 192 4 '3 02 .01 07
- . ’ . . Percent .
) * x - Y
All families f . 100.0 1000 100 0 100 0 100.0 1000
Metro : 66 7 851 80 § - 95 8 97 6 86.2
Central cities . 270 510 456 . 92 ~ 8537 516
» Suburbs . 39.7 341 47 16.6 639 *3%4 6
.Nonmetro 3373 149 197 42 24 . 138

— " 7 =

Famuly sefen o 2 group of two v more persons relaied by bivod marmage or adopuon and rending together A Hupan izmily is one 1n which

the head of the family 13 of Hispanic oftpin

. -

'Farmhu oPCentnI or South Amefican ongin and other Hupanic ongain areasicluded th thu category

~

Source (33, table 3} -
v
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however, since Whute Hispanics are such a small per
centage of the total White population that statisucs for
Whites ar¢ not appreciably.affected by the overlap (11,
24) Thus, the dustribution of nonmetro Hispanics and
Whites shown in table 1 should be faurly accurate

N
Huspanic Americans are a hctcrogcncous populauon de-
rived from different cultural and histonc origins Many
aredescendents of the country's carliest residents, while
others have recently immigrated Some speak Spanish as

but New Mexico had th¢ highest percentage (68 7).
About one fourth of all Hispanic families 1n Texas.
Anzona, and Colorado resided in nonmetro areas In ail
other Siates with 250,000 or more Hispanics, percentages
of nonmetro residents were rather low Though some

-

Table $—Dutnibuuon of Hupamc families 1n selected States,
by metro/ donmetro status,’ 1976

their prnmary language and others barely use it (26} State! Metfo/nonmetro status
Mexican-Amencans, Pucrto Ricans, and Cubans form Metro  Nonmetro  Metro _Nonmetfo
the three major subgroups, although there are “other -

Hispanics” who come primarily from Central or South ) ) e Thousonds—mm e PerCEM m e
America. ‘Although all the subgroups are heavily urban- ) .

centered, Mex:can-Amencans havc a fair proportion of Anzona 58 & Joe 732 26 8
ronmetro residents About 20 percent of Mexican- Califorrua 660 8 842 487 s
Amernican fTamilies lived 1n nonmetro areas in 1979, Colorado 469 160 74.5 255 |
perhaps reflecting their historic base of rural settlement. Flonda 1552 58 96 4 36

In absolute numbers, Mexican American famulies repre- llinow 893 17 98 1 'y -
sent the fargest of all nonmetro Hispanic subgroups. oug- NewJeney 854 96 899 101
numbening the combined total of the others approx- xico 3,2;3 Z - 6';’ 3 y ;; g 68‘:
imately 3 to 1 {table 2) * a8 5 1664 699 501

Nonmetro Huspanics are concentrated in five Soytlf-
western States Anzona, Cahformia, Colorado. New
ico. and Texas {table 3). In 1976, Texas had/the

grcatest number of nonmetro His'pamt': families (166,400)

(]
Q

those States wath 250 000 or more persons of Hupamc ongm
are linted

Source (32, table i)




nonmetro Hispanicy ive oytside the Southwest, the over
wheiming majonty are Mexican Amencans inhabiung
that region of the Nation. Furthermore, nonmetro .
Hispanics have a larger proporuon under 25 years of age
than their White counterpans — illusirating the general
youthfulness of the entire Hispanic populauen (14, 33)

Educational Attainment

One way to determine the educauonal status of

nonmetro Hispanics s to examine their levels of formal
schooling High school graduation, callege comph{lion.
and functional illiteracy rates are ¢ these
levels, '

High School Graduation

4
Nonmetro Hispanics 25 years old and over not only are
far behind metro and nonmetro Whates in terms of high
school graduation rates. but also trail metro Hispanics
(table 4) In 1979, 35 5 percent of nonmetro Hispanic
males had finished high school, compated with 73 9 per
cent for metro White males, 63.4 percent for nonmetro
White males, and 43.5 percent for metro Hispanic
males Corresponding figures for femalgs were not ap-
precrably dufferent At.a ime when three-fourths of

>~

Table 4—Percentage of Hispanics and Whites 25 years old
and over who haye completed 4 years of high school or more

Race/ethnicity and 1970 1979
metro/nonmetro status  Male Female Male  Female
Percent
Total population 52.% 53.3 68 4 67 1
. Metro 55,7 55.7 7.9 Ad
« Ceniral cities 53.4 50.7 67.4 64.1
Suburbs - 59 3% 602 750 38
Nonmetro 4.8 47.9 61.4, 617
. Hispanic 332 309 42.% 418
Metro MuEe 1.8 435 42.6
Central cities 3.4 286 409 88
Suburbs “38.5 $71.7 47.1 480
Nonmero . 266 26.4 35.5 364
White 54 4 555 70.3 692
Metro 57.9 57.9 739 7.7
Central cities 54.7 53 8 70.6 67.1
Suburbs 60.% 51.} %8 745
Nonmetro 470 504 . 63.4 642
Source (4, table 6, 39, table 9)' .,

Educational Attainment

¥ .

suburban Whues have completed hugh school. only
about one third of nonmetro Hispanics have.

Mort stiiking, nonmetro Hispanics fell further behund
Whites in high school completion rates between 1970
and 1979, despite absolute gainy dinng the period (table
4 and fig. 1). Nonmetro Hispanic men trailed nonmetro
White men by 20.4 percentage points in 1970, but by
27.9 points 1n 1979. Nonmetro Hispanic women were
24.0 percentage points behind nonmetro White women
in 1970, and were 27 8 points behund 1n 1979 Ths slip
page. which also occurred among metrg Hispanucs,
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Figure 1
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Table 5—Percentage of Hispanics and Whites 25 years gld

Percentage of Metro and Nonmetro High School
Graduates, by Race/Ethnlcity

Percent - .
. 80 v
T Metro L&
EZ3Nonmetro
60 58
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33
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and over who have completed 4 years of college or more

Race/cthnicity and L1979
meLro/nONmeIr0 status  Male  Female  Male  “Female
. Pgra:ent
“Total population 1562 §2 20 4 12.9
Metro 157 89 230 142
Central cuties 139 84 205 133,
Suburbs 17 2 95 24 4 14 8
Nonmetro 92 66 150 10 2
Hupanic 61 31 82 54
Metro ) 62 32 87 56
Central aties 60 217 75 49
Suburbs 67 i9 103 66
Nonmetro 56 24 52 38
White 145 85 214 133
Metro 168 93 “24 4 147
Central crties 157 9 230 17
Suburbs 176 Z/Ei 251 147
Nopmetro 97 8 157 105

0 Y

N\NANAANNWW\E

College Completion

White Hispanic White Hispanic
1970 1979
Persons 25 years old and over .

Source (38, table 6, 39 table 9) .

+

‘ could be partly attnbutable to the inclusion of Iegal and

ttegal Mexican immigrants with hittle previous school at
tendance (11, 37 4

Differences 1n college completion rates hgtween
nonmetro Hispahics and Whates also increased durning
1970 79 (table 5} In 1970, nonmetro Hispanic males
fimshing 4 years of college lagged behind nonmetro
White males by 4 1 percentage points, increasing to 10 5
points in 1979 Nonmetro Hispanic females trailed by

4 4 percentage points.n 1970, And by 6 7 points in

1979 Only 5 2 and $ 8 percent of nonmetfo Hispanic
men and women (25 or aver). respectively, fwere 4 year
college graduates in 1979, compared with 10 3 percent

"The majpnity of Hupanis mugrating to both metro and porimetro
areas [iom abroad duning 1975 79 had only an clementaty s hool
education 37)

Source (33, table 6 3% l‘a.bl'c M

?
1

for suburban Hispanic men. 14 7 percent for suburban
White women. and 25 1 percent for suburban White
men )

It 1s conceivable that some nonmetro Hispanic college
graduates may have migrated to urban areas secking
better carcer opportunmities Another possibility 15 that
Hispanics have higher attnition rates in college than do
Whites (9, 24/ These factors, along with the growing
gap in high school graduation rates, partially account
for the Jow numbers of nonmetro Hispanics completing
college Such trends may make 1t dufficult for nonmetro
"Hispanics to move upward occupationally because they
do not have entry level tredentials, and mean that
nonmetro arcas lack professionals. managqs\and other.
occupations requiring coliege lralmng (16

Functional Illiteracy

Thre functional iliiteracy rate for nonmetro Hispanics re
mained virtually unchanged between 1970 and 1979,

¢ommumg at about 27 percent (fig 2) Funcuonal ii
weracy 1s conventionally defined as the failure to, com
plete at least 5 years offflcmcmary school It may.not bg

a completely accurate measure of hteracy skill. yet in the
absence of data from widely accepted measures it serves

as a useful approximation  Ahalogous percentages for
metro Hispanics alsoshowed httle change duning the

9 B
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Fure 2

.

Percentage of Metro and Nonmetro Functional
lliiterates, by Race/Ethnicity

Percent * ’
- SU R
—cd 2 '
Metro V/ 26
EZANonmetro / %
- O
20 % 7z
1_@_;//2//1 ‘ %
7 16 4
//:; /z//j
'/ x:‘ {/{// ,
] z
) 7%
10 3///// : f/
, 2 . | 4
4 oo 7 ,//
% . ) 3 . .
% ,//:'/ X %
0 % i [__ A 4
White Hispanic  White Hispanic
1970 1979

L]
Functional sieratgs are dehned as those persons 25 years old
and over who have completed less than 5 years of schoo!

Source (38, table 6. 39, table 9)

-

nod, but remained at lower levels On the other hand,
Whites of ail residence categories saw their functional il
literacy rates fall to well under 5 percent (table 6).

The functionai tliiteracy rate for nopmetro HISPII;ICS_ n
1979 was about 8 times that of nonmetro Whites and 11
times that of metro Whites. These figures represent a .
worsened relative position for nonmetro Hispanics from
1970 Although the 1979 rate for nonmetro Hispanic

men —27.2 percent—was very high, 1t did not approach
comparable rates for Hispanics living on farms where
functional iliteracy ran as high as'35 to 40 percent (38)
No doubt the influx of immigrants with little formal
educauion has a major bearing on this situation

However, the large number of Hispanics without basic
schooling means that a sizable minority group exists in {
the nonmetro Southwest lacking the general education
and advanced skills needed to support sociecconomic
development.

[

10

>

Educational Al!amme;u

Table 6—Percentage of Hispanics and Whites 25 Years old
.and {qvcr who have completed less than 5 years af clementary
school (functional illiterates)

Race/ethnicity and 1970 1979
metfo/nonmetro status  Male Female  Male  Female
. Percent
Total pépulation 59 48 $7 32
Metro 49 16 20 28
Central ates 62 57 11 40
Suburbs 18 L 31 23 20
Nonmetfo 81 56 51, 10
Huspame 195 198 17 8 175
Metro 176 188 161 16 2
Central citics 18 2 202 156 175
- © Suburbs 16 6 177 16 § 146
Nomrctro 268 8 249 272 T 249
White . 47 o0 2.8 26
Metro 40 38 23 21
Central cites 49 50 30 55
Suburbs J 33 29 19 17
Nonmetro k 62 42 18 30

Source (38, table 6 139, table 9)

e

Comparison of Younger and Older Adults
-

Ote Rught assume that the relatvely disadvantaged
status of nonmetro Hispancs 18 skewed by data for older
adults That is, younger nonmetro Hispanics should have
achieved higher educational status compared with
Whites because older Hispanics historically have had
fewer opportunities to pursue a formal education This
means that if younger Hispanic adults and their Whate
peers were compared on the vanablessexamined. the
percentages should be closer Thus assumption 1s correct
only as far as functional illiteracy 15 concermed Dif
ferences 1n 1979 functional illiteracy raléjl:‘elmcn
nonmetro Hispanics and Whites were considerably lower
for persons 25 to 44 years'old than for those over 44
{tables 7 and B8). This may simply reflect more strictly
apphed legal requirements mandating public schogl at
tendance until the midteens

1

A look at high school and cotlege completion rates,
however, tells a different story The difference in high
school completion percentages for nonmetro Hispanics
and their White counterparts 25 to 44 years old is about
the same as that for those 45 and over But figures on
college completion suggest a detertorating position for
nonmetro Hispanics In 1979, the difference 1n college

.
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Table 7-=Percentage of Hispanics and Whites 25 10 44 years old attaining various educauonal levels, 1979

' ) School years completed
Race/ethnicty N Vi Male . * . " Female
no::r:r?c:":l:;/lus L lhan/ . 4 yrs of 4 yrs of Less th 4 yrs, of . 4 yrs. of
%“ high school college c;s “an high school college
. ' Y"i or more of more y or more ar more
. ) Percent .
Total populaion  * . 1.4 826 . 26.3 s . 805 ., 179
Metro 138 84.3 288 1.2 82.2 19 5
Central cities 18 809 ; 271 1.8 77.3 /19 0
Suburbs 11 865 298 . o 9 856 19.8
Nonmetro 15 788 209 1.3 767 ‘14._! )
Hispanic 123 49.8 = .93 10.7 50 6 64°
etro . 18 . 49.9 97 102 50.9 6.6'
Central cities 111 463 81 lo.elt 474 6.2
Suburbs 127 55.0 .. 1.8 10 55.7 6.9
Nonmetro 15 3 490 68 149 487 57
‘ .
White s 13° 84.0 276 , 1.2 82 4 18 5
Metro* 14 857 . " 30.4 13 841 20 4
Central cites , 18 829 305 20 80 2 219
Sutyurbs N 872 30.4 8 ~ 862 196
_Nom&uo 11 80 4 21.8 10 * 788 14 6
Source {12, table 6) . ) ) -
’ . -

Table 8-Percentage of Hispanics and Whites 45 years old and over atlaining various educauonal-levels, 1979

- - e A

e School years completed ) .
Race/ethnicty Male . Female
and metro/ . N coTT
nonmetro status Less than 4 yrs of v dym of Less than &yrs of 4yrs of
. 5 high scjrool college 5 high school college
o o _Yljiu ___ or more or more Al . or more or more
! L Percent
. . <
Total population 59 551 « 14 8 4.8 56 0 8.8
Metro 4,7 596 17.3 42 58.8 T 95
Cenural cites 6 54.5 141 5.7 53 7 *88
Suburbs 36 631 - 195 5.0 630 10.1
Nonmetro 82 . 46 6 10.0 . 6.1 50 4 . 8.7
Hispanic 266 304 6 4 28.2 27 6 3.6
Metro, 252 331 7.1 26.0 <290 40 ,
Cclr:lral cities 234 3 ; 65 28.4 257 28\
Suburbs 230 35 . 79 225 342 0
Nonmetro 433 170 30 400 195 12
White 12 57 6 157 " 87 58 7 9.2
Metro 32 62 4 185 33 61.6 10 1
Cc::lr:;)l ciues 41 29.1 et 16 ; 4.5 578 96
Suburbs 27 43 19, 2.5, 64 2 10 4
__Nonmetro i 61 49 0 L 10_5__ 45 . 533 15
Source (18, table 6)
i
. {
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/ School gnd College Enrollmest
- . .
¢ . . ~
. graduation rates between nonmetro Hispanic men and about 15 percent of the total Hispanic enrollment (table
- White men over 44 was 7.5 percent, the same difference 9). These included both full ume and part time students
for males 25 to 44 years old way 15 0 percent Similar, atiending private or public institutions Of all nonmetro
but smailer, contrasts apphied to Hispanic and White Hispanics enrolled. 89 € percent atiended public schools
.women Thus, despite absolute gains. the relative posi below the college level. the highest proportion in that
uon of younger nonmetro Hispanics on educational at category for any residence group The data confirm that
tainment measures is not improving ,nonmetrp Hispanics depend heavily on public elemen
: " tary and secondary education, more so than Whites or,
. A metro Hispanics who may have more private s¢heol op
School and College Enrollment tions available Moreover, only 7 6 percent of all en
. - rolled nonmetro Hispanics attended college-level institu-
Another general indicator of educauonal sigus i3 school uons in 1978, compared wih 12 9 percent of central cuty
and coliege enroilment Groups with higher cnrollment Hispanics and 18 4 percent of suburban Whies
rates are taking greater advantage of the formal educa-
tional system to accomplish socioeconomic goals The Mexican Amenicans, who make up most of the nonmetro
b enrollment of nonmetro Hispanics is a key facior which Hispanic population, are ofien believed 10 be severely
may help forecast their later attainments underrepresented in higher education (9, 16, 19)
: Mexican Americans’ mitial enrollments, after a period of
Level of Enrollment . some growth, have now leveled off or even declined 1n
. the Southwestern States Even though they may suc-
In 1978, about a half muliion nonmetro Hlispanics 3 1o cessfully enter college, ihey have a higher atintion rate
34 years old were enroljed in schools and colleges, or than Whites (9, 24) 1f such observations arc correct, one
Y i ¢
. Table 9—School enrollment of Hispanics and Whites 3 to 34 years old, by type of school, 1978
. .
1 . Enrolled below ¢ .
Race/ethnicity Total college level Enrdlled 1n college
and metro/ enrollment!
nonmctro status N N Public? Private? ¢ Public Private
Thousands ——— e Percent - ————
Total population 58,616 72.6 . T 106 12 7 41
* Metro 39,907 - 68 2 128 140 50
‘ Central cities 16,082 65.1 150 15.0 ‘49
Suburbs 23,825 70.4 1ns 133 . 50
Nonmetro 18,709 819 59 99 %3
Hispanic T 3.455 ; 803 88 91 1.8
Metro 2,933 -78.7 98 96 19
Central cities 1,658 76.1 11.0 103 . .26
. Suburbs .1.275 821 82 8,7 1o .
. Nonmetro 522 ‘ . 892 3.2 65 . 11
~ White 48,843 709 16 131 14
Metro - 32,645 66 1 14.1 144 ' 5b¢
‘Central cities - 10,821 ' 58 6 18.8 16 7 59
Suburbs 21,724 « 69.8 18 13,3 51
: Nonmetro 16,298 .. 807 66 103 - 24

'This category tncluder both full ume and patt ime students
'A pubiic school 18 defined a8 any educatenal insitution ope

*Private schools include educauonal instiutions enablished and operated by rebgious bodies 4y well a3 those wl‘\uh

* Soutce (J4, tables 1.2 and 3)

rated by publwly cleuied o api)ulmcd s hool officials d‘nd/!u

|
\
|
i

. -

pporied by public funds
¢ undet other prvan 1ontiol
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wpuld éxpéct that the lower college enrollment of
Mexican Amencans would greacly affect races for young

. persons in.he entire nonmetro Hispanic popylation,

e

where the Tormer are 50 strongly represented

* 4 .

"Enrollment by Age Categories .

Te
. v
.

~_Nonnrtro Huspanic school-enroliment levels between the

ages of 3 and_15.compare favdrably with those for other

_ residence groups (t 0). But during the midteens to
eartly twenues, :laf hool enrollnient for
nonmetro Higpadics is more pragounced than for Whités
or metro Hispanics For example, 78 1 percent of
nohmetro Hispanic 16 to 17 year olds were school par
tgpants 1n 1978, coffipared with 87 5 percent for
nonmetzo Whites in thewsame age ,_thegory For the 18
to ¢1 and 22 to 24 year old age groups, the iraditional
time for college study, nonmeiro Hispanic enpoliment
dropped 0 23 3 and 6 4 percent, respectively For fose
same age groups. nonmetro Whute encoliment was 31 9
and 11 3 percent. respectively Even among mtro -~
Hispanic 22 to 24 year olds, enrollment®as 12% per
cent in 1978‘ — . -

. “

. ’
Yarious studies have discosed thy Mexican American

wudents fall progressively further behind as they <on
unue in school, with ’regu}:ﬂy degreasing achievement

after the early gradées Difficulues with language profi
ciency apparently have a major effecs on acquiring ad
vanced literacy and computatignal skills. Observers
report a "mental withdrawal” by Mexicagp Amernican
students, followed by actual withdrawal from school (8,

13, 20) Economic pressures may encourage withdrawal -
before graduation as htyfiy sthool students reahze that the

o Lme spentin class ¢ ¢ spent on a job earmuing some

* income (8,209 . ' . .

v
]

Dropout Status

. A large proportion of nonmetro Hispanic 16- to 24 .year

* olds are neither enrolled in high school nor are high

school graduates In 1978, that proportion was 36 per
ceni, or more than twice the corresponding figure fot

. ponmetro Whites (table 11 and fig 3) At'the same i -

nmé, the percentages of nonmetro Hispanic 16 1o

24 year olds who atended school or were graduaies were
both much less than rates for nonmewuo W‘te i6 w0

24 yearolds The dropout statusd:mral city Hispanic

youttr is vircually the same as’thav for ther nonmetro .
counterparts, indicating a pCNBQIC problem .

alronically, surveys of youné Hispanics have repeaiedly

shown high educational aspirauons Most want 0 finish *
high school, obtain posisccondary academig or tec.hmc‘al
’.

aNonmetrd - 2‘)9.8 99.1

o ' . ¥ ,
Table 10—Percentage of Hispaniu and Whites 3 o Sé]ears old enrolled in school, by age category, 1978 '
. ) Racé/ethnicity * " © | " Age-cdtegory - « . \
. and metro/ - > i DU
‘ nONmMELIo status 36~ 195 (1617 T2l 22-24 25:34 °
. - _ - % = ' ' ’
) i . .- . ~ Percent . b
. ., Total population 65.4 99.0 “ 89 1 $7.5 16.3 8.0 " (_
. Metro * 68.3° . 989 89.6 39.8 18.4 ”
‘. Central cities 6.1 985 * 871 367 ) 20.7 -
Suburbs 9.9 991 _ 9.2 421 164 84
’ Nonrmetro 59 9 . , 991 ’ , 883 320 nez 5.6
56 7 97.8 * « ° 83.0 2.3 1.8 6.3
. * 56 1 978 . "84.0 - 2.6 g2 426 64
6.4 Qﬁ 82.1 25.5 150 : 6.8 .
558 98, ’ 86.3 28} 121 . 59 e
. .,Nonmeu_o. . 61 4, 98.8 781 233 . 64 52 !
White, * P 64%_. . - 990 . 887 . 373 16 1 78 .
Metro® °’ ' : 67 4 98 9 893 397 '18 2 89
Central cittes - 63.4 . 984 -« 856 36 0 ‘210 ) 9.8 ,
. Suburbs & < 70.0 99.9 q].1 41 8 .16.2 8.3 .
’ 875 31.9 1.3 - 5.7

L i,
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. - In:lls ll—Percentage oﬁupanm and Whites 16 to 24 years
d enrptied in schily high school graduates, and high
.. ; “shool dropouts, 1978' |

Race/ethnicity and  Erolled | High epgp, o opogl
. In school

mctro/nomr_:ct.ro st:tus. school * graduates roPOu‘u» .
te Percent
Total population v 42,9 431 142
) Metro . 440 42.6 13.4
Central aties - 1.5 418 ,-, 167
Suburbs 5.9 43.3 108
Nonmetro 39.6 44 2 '16.2
Hupanic o487 319 LI
Metro 351 320 329,
Central cities 335 g.s 357
Suburbs 376 7 287
Nonmetro 25 ~-.315 -36.0 ,
White . 42,2 44.4 134
. Metro 436 43.9 125
. Central cites 40.0 44,0 16 0
Suburbs 45.8 43 8 104
Nonmetro 39.2 455 158

“Dropouts are defined 23 thote persons not enrolled in school and
not high school graduates

' Source (34, ables 1 and 2) .
‘ . t
N L

traiving, and go, orﬁ“camn with good income a
employment opportunities Their educational and
cupational goals are not unlike those of noh-Hispanic'™
youth (16, 42, 43). For vartous reasons, however, their:
high aspirations are not enough to-overcom¢ the propen-
sity to drop out and rémain out Large numbers of
. « Hupanic young peopie leave high school early and never
return  The socioeconomic impljcations of this are
critical because the Hispasic population, including its
nonmetro component, tends to have a high proportion

of young people (14, 33).
Enrollmient of LES/NES Students

The importance of Engligh language difficulties among
Hispanic students should not be underestimated About
. four out of five Hispanics live in Spanish-speaking
households and one third of all Hispanics usually speak
$panish themselyes £24) Children who are raiscd{a
W

. 7
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School and College Enrollment
- b .

N

home environment where Spanish is normally spoken will
have obvious prdblems adjusting 10 a school environment |
where English 1s the language of mstruction. Defictencies
in speaking and rdpding English are carned over'into
specific subject arfas, retarding the understanding and
progress of Hispanic students whose relative achieve-
ments decrease with each grade (5, 8, 20). There is also
evidence that nonmetro Hispanies use English less fre-
quently than their méro counterparts, perhaps making
the burden of a Spanish-to-English <ransition more
troublesome (21, 27, 42)

The need to provide special help for children' having
limited English language facility is widely recognized,
and most States now offer some kind of program to ad-
dress the need However, no State serves all the children
1dénufied as limited- or non-English speakers
(LES/NES). Even for States having large concentrations
of LES/NES Hispanic students, none serve even two-
tHirds of such students (24) Among the five South-
western States, where most nonmetro Hispanies:hive, no

L
-

Figurs 3 . " .

Percentage of Metro and Nonmetro 16-to 24-Year-
Olds Enrolled in School and School Dropouts, by

] RaceiEtuhnlclty, 1978

Percent -
60
CJMetro '
EZ4Nonmetro
44
.40 3439 n

7
/
.
%

é/,J _

White Hispanic _ While Hispanic
‘Enrolled in school ¢ School dropouts

Dropouts are defined as those persons not enrolted in school and
not high school graduates

Source (34, table 2) -
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State except California had more thaf half of its
LES/NES students enrolled in special programs in 1976
(table 12).* Altbough data for the five Southwestern
States showing a residence breakdown of LES/NES
pupils are not ayailable, data for California do show
that LES/NES enrollments are proportionately about the
srarne by metro/nopmetro school district Iocation (table
3). y

3

Educational Outcome{ i s

Numerous factors determine the work activities and
financial rewards of every group or individual. Formal

. education, while nqt the sole determinant, is important

" cnough to be treated as a major factor affecting material
o&qomu like employment, occupation, income, and
résidentiai preference. There is no reafon to assume that
education has played a.less important role in determin.

+ ing outcomes for nonmetro Hispanics,

';;ﬂda. linow, and New York alsd had more than half of therr
LES/NES students ensolled in apecial programs The great majority of

* Hispanks In these States, however. are metro dwellens

L4 .

Employment and Occupations
Unemployment is m:re prevalen. among nonmetro
Huspanics than among nonmetro Whites In 1979,
anemployment rates approached 10 percemt for both
nonmetro Hispanic men and women (table 14). A
quﬁication must be noted in relation to these data,
how€ver Many potential workers are uncounted 1n the
unemployment staustics because they either give up thar
‘Job search, are underemployed in farming, or are illegal
aliens purposcly avoidjng detection This.abandonment
of the job uarchpmfjunderemploymem may be more
common in the nonmetro sector, where many Hispanics
lack the skills and educational background needed to
compete for the relatively fewer white-collar jobs
available The dath also do 5ot indicate the serious
unemployment/underemplbyment problem among
Hispanic youth secking work in labor markets already
saturated with the unskilled (7).
o

Nonmetro Hispanics have lower rates of employment in
white-collar occupations than other residence groups
(table 14). Abéut 19 pezcent of nonmetro Hispanic
males in the labor force held white-collar occupations 1n
1979, compared with 33 percent of nonmetro White
males Figures for nonmetro Hispanic females were
higher only because s0 many were employed as clencal

. workers,

‘¥

Table 12—Proportion of Hispanic LES/NES elementiry and
secondary school studenis enrolled in LES/NES programs in

‘ sclected States, 1976
/ Proporiion of
. Total Students In  total LES/NES
Staee? LES/NES LES/NES students in
=~ students? programs LES/NES
programs
" e Thousands ——- Percent -
Arizona 20.2 g1 40.1
California 161.7 100.3 620
Colorado 46 21 45.7
Florida 24.9 «15.7 &1
Hlinois 8.6 50 58.1
New Jersey 427 201 471
New Mexico 248 917 381
New York 136.3 722 530
Texas 278 9 109 6 400
[ .

'Only those States with 250,000 or more penons of Hupanic ongin
are hed — .

*Th category includes all students idenufied by teathers as being
limited Engluly spealung or ‘non English speaking

“ Source: (24, table 239)
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The number of both male and female nonmetro - +" Table 13—Enrollment of I:.ES/NIS elemcpﬁry and
Hispanics listed as professional workers or mapagers, the recondary students in c‘i‘?l:m." b7l m“;‘;’“m““’ satus
two best paying white:coliar occupations, was low. On, ' . of achool districu, 1977-
the other hand,' nonmetro His nic representation in tae E
. farm and service job categoricl::vagi&‘ively higher In ° Student  Mewo/oonmetfs HaTs of school dustncys
- -
1979, most Hupanics in these fwo cupation groups enrolifnent . ° Maro  Nodmeto
hag not leted highrsehiool (table 15). ] ) .
2 ot complete highhsghoal (able 19). Thowands
- _ ‘ : ® o :
[, - . ~ ¥ Total enrollment ¢ 89540 349 6 b
Famwdrkm . . . » # Hui)anic ?l 1 . 64.5
. . LES . 64~ 119
There is 2 éommonly accepted myth that rural or, - NES e 6 35 .
nonfretro Hispanics are predominantly migratory farm- - %:\ ’ v " Percent .
worke¥s (8, 30). According to data from the previous. @ - . ' e ,
*,  section, Most NONMELTO Histiu work in nonfarm oc- ’ Total entpllment 100 0 00
cupations, Further, Hispanics made up only about 10 * Hupanic . 210 18 5
percent (295,000) of the Nation's filred farmworker force LES . 42 34
in 1977. of which-only-one-fjfth (61,000) were clasuified NES R 14 10
. as migratory (table 16). Nevegheless, becauge fair ! . - ¥ 7
~  numbers of Hispanic hired farmworkers do exist irr the Source (6, table A 1)
» .\g » ) i - - ,/- ~
. » . A\ '
\
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Table 14—Percentage of metro and

nonmetrg Hispanics and Whites 16 years old and over in the civilian labor .
force in various ogcupatian groups, 1979

~ h i

Race/ethnicity, employment . Metro ’ B . Nonmetro
statds, and occupation group Male Female Male Female'
Percent
Hupanic ‘ . ] 100.0 100.0 100 0 1000
Employed' . 92 4 . 90,1 90 8 90.2
White-collar . 22,3 43.9 19.4 40 4
) " Profewsional workers 7.1 \ 72 65 4.4
m Managers, except farm 6.3 3.1 . 5.3 44
Sales workers L 31 51 24 27
Clencal warkens . 5.8 28.5 52 289 .
Blue-collar . * * 55 2 268 446 16 4
Cralt workens 198 2.1 16 0 4
© ¢ Operatives, except b 18.9 258 } 13 4 129
tranipon equipment > AN
Triwport equipment \ 58 1 4.3 4
operatives
Labogers. except farm L107 8 109 27
Farmwgrkers 27 1.2 13 4 2.7
Service workery s 12,2 18.2 » 184 307
Unemplayed 7.6 . 99 92 9.8
/ 1
White & ,  100.0 1000 "7 1000 0 100.0
Employed - 951 94 3 94 8 956
White-collar C 45.6 . 67 ¢ 33.1 54 9
Professional workers . 17.0 . 166 12.1 14.3
Managers, except farm * . 15.4 66 12 3 , 5.3
Sales warkers .o 6.9 74 - 46 , 60
Clerical warkers 63 36 4 4.1 « 292
Blue-callar . . 40.7 * 11.2 45.9 16.1
Craft workers . . 19.9 17 213 1.7
Operatives, except . . 103 8.1 12,2 . 128
transport equipment . * -
Transport equipment 5.0 . . 5 60 8 ,
operatives .
Laborers, except farm 5.5 9 64 13
Farmworkers = . 1.0 4 92 2.2
Service workers « 78 15 7 6.6 20 4
Unemployed . : b 49 5.7 52 64

Source (37, table 29)
“ -

nonmetro Southwest (30), their educational status war
rants ¢loser ittention ¢

In 1977, 85 percent of all Hupanic farmworkers 25 years
old and over had completed only an elementary school
education, contrasted to 26 percent for White workers
About 3 percent of Hispanic male farmworkers had

*About 90 percent of Aruzona based migratory farmworkers are
Mexican Amencan (2) | . K

"
"" some college expenience, while one-fourth of their White

counterpants had studied 1 year or more n college (table

- 17). The prisence of younger, better educated White
adults who supplement their income by working Just a
few days or weeks in the fields may parually explain the
dispanities Hupanic farmworkers are often older adults '
employed for longer periods who depend on farm.wages ¢
a3 their primary income source. Lqw educationat levels
for Hispanic farm laborers block their advancement 1o "
better jobs (29, 30)

17

£

~




-t

.

. .
.
*

-

y .

N

Table 15—Percentage of employed Hispanics 25 to 64

-~

* . » ‘
years old in various occupauion groupf

P

.
Educatjonal Outtomes

+ by years of school completed, 1979 . e, ‘
! Occupation group
* Years of school ) - Male Female '
* completed <WVhite Blue White- Blue- ! .
collar! collar? Service Farm - collar cqilar Service Farm
’ ) *  Percent ‘f
Elementary, . ) v’
.08 80 59 504 800 66 514 43 3 889
High school ' ’ - "
-3 88 - 184 139 74 90 202 16 8 "0
4 29 4 248 226 ° 74 46 3 24 4 306 11
ki
College . .
1-3 229 85 109 52 218 23 79 0
4 159 2 i 292" 0 11 14 7 0
S ormore 150 3 0 . 0 - 52 3 ? 0
' - RN 2
"White coltar occupauions include professional manageaal (except farm) sales and clencal workers ' . v
'Bluc collar occupations include crafc workérs operatves and laborers (except farm) .
Source (3§ tible 5) o .
- - ‘ 4
i ¢
¢ Table 16—Number and proportign of hired farmworkers, by migratory ftatus, 1977
P —— — &
Migratory o - Total? 4 Huspanic - W-huc
| Matus  Make Female Male Female Male Female
) ¢ Thousands o
Total ' 2,092 638 192 108 1587 387
igratory? 152 38 35 26 10] 9
_Nonmigratory® 1,940 600 . 157 77 1,486 378
. . ' 1 8
. ! . Percent
Total’ : 100 0 100 0 wop 100.0 Joo 0 100.0
. Migratory 73 * 60 18 2 s 262 64 23
- Nonmigratory 92,7 - 94.0 818 748 93 6 977

"Hired farmwotkers are persons 14 years old and over in the avilian noninstitutional poputation who did any
3 .

any tme dunng che year | -
nctudes Blacks and others
IMigratory workers afe those wha (i) left

farmwork for cash wages or salary
- . * L]

their home temporanly overmghe to do hired farmwork 1n a different county within the same State or 1n

a different State with the expectation of eventually returming home Bf (2) had no asual place of rendence and did hured farmwork 10 two oF more

coufities duning the year
sNonmugratory workers aze those wha (1)

move from one county 1o another dunng the year {even if

. State line to work and returned home each

Source (29, table A 2)

did all chewr hired farmwork for the year in the same county in which they lived (2) made a permanent
they did hired farmiwork in be b counties) or {3) commauted daily across the county or
night

"
- .
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Table 17—Distribution of hired farmworkers 25 years old and over, by years of school completed, 1977

Years of school - _ Total! Hispanic o White ¢
Sompleted  Male Female . Male Female _Male Female
Percent '
Elementary ’ d '
. 456 46 9 . 841 ' 850 26.5 266
High ‘school O ~
13 = 133 e | 67 ~12 2 245
4 . 25.9 . 280 ., 4 67 36 & 345
College
_lormore 17-2 . 85 v 27 16" 24 7. 14 4
‘Includes Blacks and others ) . Y '
Source (29 table A 2} > )
Income But data on geographic mobility reveal mixed results
. During 1975-79, 36 ¢ percent of all nonmetro Huspancs
Nonmetro Hispanic men averaged $3,000 less in income 25 years and over who moved to metro areas had college
during 1977 than nonmetro White men, thé correspond expenience, while %4 5 percent had less than a full high
ing difference for women was about $2.200 (1able 18 -
and fig 4) Earnings generally increase wath education, . H
s0 the Jower schooling levels of nonmetro Hispanics cer-
tainly afféct cheir income position (33, 39) However, the Table 18—Mean mmmfv;fl.:;“;g;;qnm“"’ Hupanics and
relatively inferior income ranking mainigined by all .o - ’
nonmetro residents poinm-to factors other,thin educa- R . Mean income
tion as degerminants of earning power (39) +Sex may be Metro nonmetro status I —t
on¢ factor, since mean incomes of women are markedly o Make ' Female
snriller than those for mtn, with nonmetro Hispanic R .
womin at the greatest disadeantage Other-possible fac Dollars
tors are the underrepresentation of nonmetro residents fotal fat ¢
occupying better paying white collar yobs, proportien. ﬁﬂrgpu ahon :g gg’i' 2 ?g,}
ately fewer union worke?s in nonmetro areas, and cost- |, Central crtees ¢ 11.735 5 737
of-living d'lffercnuals. between citied and outlying places Suburbs 13 784 5 683
) . N ’ - . Nonmﬂlo 0 l0-238 4.420
Metro/Nonmetro Migration . *
. Hupanie 8 927 4488 -
It has been suggested that better educated Hispanics are Metto 9.156 14684
more hkely to migrgte from nonmetro areas to cities for Central citiey, g 823 * 4.676
increased job opportunities and enhanced earning _Suburbs 9.589 1697
power Some observers have detected a brain drain as Nonmetro 7696 3277
nonractzo areas in the Southwest have Jost their better . ) :
qualified Hupanit residents to the clues (&) It chuld be WI:;:N :: :?; ‘ 2;;: L
argued that the subgtantial percentage (36.2) of college: Central cityes * 1 60s 5 894
trained nonmetro Hispanics migrating to cities does, 1n Suburbs © 14041 5,679
fact, constitute a continuing brain drain of better Nonmetro 10 669 4622
educated Hispanics from nonmetro commumtes (table T . - -
19) - - Source (JJ nable 14 10 nable 41) - .

hY
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school educatton Thus. these was no greatgr migrauon

ot college-trained nonmetro Hispanics than of those with

less schooting  Conversely, of all metro Huspanis who
migrated to-nonmesro areas, 57.2 percent had not com
pleted 4 years of hight school anid only 1715 percent were
cc}fﬁ: trained. The data scem to show a relarively heavy
streath of less educated and unskilled Hispanic workers
moving away from cittes to nonmetro toyns and farms
This may partially account for the dnpariues in residen
tral educational levels v

-

,

Policy Implications ¥

Nonmetro Hispanics trail both Whites and metro

Hnpadfies in rates of high school graduation, college .
completion. and functional lueracy, thetr relauve posi

tion on these measures actually worsened dunng the
seventies, despite absolute gains School enrollment of
nonmetro Hispanics 1n their midteens to early twenties -
declines more sharply than that of Whites of metro
Hispanics. Nonmetro Hispanics are also less Iikely to be
employed. hold white-collar yobs. or earn comparable in-
comes ‘

Such resulis, however, are confounded by migration pat
terns in the Southwest, where most nonmetro Hisparmics
live The nonmetro-bound migration from Mexico and
Southwestern U § caiues of Hispanics with fittle schooling
makes residesitial differences less clear cut. Do the
educational disadvantages of nonmetro Hispanics stem
more from forces endemic to their areas or from ouiside
factors? A detinitive answer using exiting informjtion 1s -
not possible. But 1t 1s plaunble to asume that mijration
has exacetbated some tendencies already affecting’native »
nongnetro Hispanics,  » ° .
Hispanic students and children from low-income families
+have access to fewer educational services than doWhite
students and children from high income families becausse
of inequalities in the distnibution of educational
respurces in the Southwest Nonmetro schools with large
Hidpanic enrollments have smaller and poorer quahty
facilities, employ teachers with less training or advanced
degrees, and offer fewer speaial programs (4, 8, 9, 20)
.Noametro Hispanic children may have greater Spanish.
to-English tfanution needs 1n school because initially
they depend more on the Spanish language Nonmetro
schools without well trained teachers or special programs
will find it difficult to meet language needs Their pupils
are even more likaly to experience the tommunication
problems which retard scholastic progress (3, 5, 8} ‘Dif-
ficultics are compounded by the influx of low-income
students with httle English language skills who migrate
to nonmetro places “

-
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Policy Implcations

The importance of family backgroﬁ:d should not be
overlooked Children from poor Hispanic families prob
ably live 1n homes where parents have less than 2 full
high school education and, though they may have fairly
high aspirations for their children, cannot provide a per
sonal example of advanced educauonal accomplishment
These parents tend not to parucipate in théir children's
school or general learning activities, and thus fall to ~
reinforce educational values There is little exposure to
books or other media which develop gognutive skalls,
especially skills involving the use of E?rlogluh (8, % 12
The net effect of home background 15 undoubtedty
enlarged when families are composed of poor migranis
with httle formal schooling, Whether that effect 1
greater among metro of nonmetro Hispanics is open to°
debate

4
——

Despite the hmitauons imposed by inddequate educa
tional services and negative home ¢nvironment,
nonmetro Huspanc yoglth have relauvely high aspirauons

’ A -
Figure 4 .
Income of Metro and Nonmetro Persons,by Race/
Ethnicity and Sex, 1977 . )
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for educational attainment (16, 22, 42) However, their
aspirations are not matched by high expectations of oc-
cupanonal attainment In effect, there 15 a gap between
desired and perceived job market reahities which widens *
as youths grow older (72) Since local labor markets have
few occupations requining advanced educauon, it prob
ably makes sense to nonmetro Hispanic youth 1o ter
)mmatc schooling early and seek immediate, even if low
paying, employment High dropout rates and low educa
tonal attainment may simply be a function of hmned
. soci0economic opportunities (7, & 12, 25) On the other
hand. not having further schooling and career prepara
tion almost guarantees inehigibility for whatever better
opportumues do occur Finally, as large numbers of
poorly educated mugrants move 1n, even unskilled job
openings become scarce

-

Teacher Training,

All teachers should be sensiuve 16 the special needs of
their students and design approprate learning strategies
to achieve group objectives The increasing effor to
train teachers who can work with r‘mnonty school

" populations has encouraged the perspecuve that teacher

training and ceyuificate renewal programs prepare
teachers for addressing cultural differences (15) Poten-
t1al reachers of Hispanics must also understand the im-
pact of majonity-minoruty cultural relauons 0§ the
educational environment of Hispanie students, adults as
well as youth  Teachers must be given insights into the
factors determining Hispamic student beliefs, interests,
values, and expeniences (1) Moreover, the unique nature
of the rural/nonmetro social setung should’be portrayed

.
’

Table 19—Percentage of nonmovers and movers 10 and from SMSAs for Hispanics and Whates 25 years old and

VSMSA™ refers to Standard Metropohtan Statutscal Area and collectively corresponds to the

J

Source (37, lable I%)
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, over, by school years completed, March 1975.79 -
Race/eth 7. 4 . Nonmovers . Movers o
, ace/ethnicity an —
] ye In Dutside In to Out of
sche@! years completed SMSAs SMSAs SMsAs % SMSAs
- , ’ Pe/ftnt
Hispamc . 100 100 0 100 0 100 0
Elementary. y* '
. 0-8 433 58.5 . 224 46.2
. High school - .
4 | I I ‘ 156 2.1 121 110
4 262 0 2%-3 3
Coll.cge ‘ . .
1-3 85 S 6.1 172 ' 13.1
4 ‘ 59 16 12 1 ' 33
5 or more { i 25 9 69 . 11
White ) 100 0 1000 ’ 100 100.0
Elementary: Y . . .
08 170 257 . 8§10 103
High school. .
i3 . 140 . 15.0 94 126
4 . ¢ 393 379 26 345
. Collede : L .
1-3 . N 140 1o - 193 198
4 90 6.3 18.2 135
5 or more 6.7 41 125 . 93
‘. _— - ——— _——— — —_——— et - & -

term metso used 1n previous tables and figures
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to those whose careers will be devoted primanly to
teaching nonmetro Hispanics i

Traiping institutions can incorporate information about
Hispanucs 1n thair foundation and advanced courses
Preservice teacher preparation ¢ould include onsite prac
tice tcaching 1n schools with large Hispanic cnrollmzﬁm
under the supervision of faculty who have already % &y
demonstrated skill 1n teaching minonty learners Of
course, while skills and competencies are being
validated, field expgnence actuvities can also be used to
develop positve atutudes 10 teacher candidates toward
special groups (1, 41) Inservice instruction 1s equally
useful tn assisupg teachers of Hispanic or other minority
students Faculty workshops held during the school year
summer classes and school district incentuves for 1n
dividual study arc only a few examples of 1nservice 1
tiatives {15)

Special Programs . .

Policy Imphications

\ -
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Most authorities agree that language 15 a chief barner to !

the education of Hispanics Students who are hnguis
tcally different have been expected to acquire a new
language and master a typical curnculum at the same
pacc and rate as native speakers of Enghsh Thus expec
tation is unrealistic 1n many cases and often leads to
frustration and confusion for the Hispanic student At
tempts to smooth the Spanish to Englsh transition
through such means as bihngual education. English as a
second Janguage, remedial classes, and other special pro-
grams have been tried with varying degrees of success
The spectal programs have been least successful when

they fail 1o sumulate the cogniuive developmem of .

students who may fall behind academically while learn-
ing Enghsh Limited progress in the regular curnculum
may cause permanent academuc retardation which can
not be overcome cven when students have acquired a
sufficient command of English (%, 18, 28)

r

Some programs applied to the education of Hispanic
migratory farmworker children attempt to avoid thest
negative consequences Such prograrhs use preschool ser
vices to hglp children funcuon successfylly when they
enroll. intensive oral language development from the
carliest grades. after school tutonal classes to let pupils
catch up on any work mussed, peer tutonal programs to
assist high school students with problem subjects. and

reer; vocational education explorauon Bilingyal in
structors and teachers' aides sensitive to the needs of
Hispanic migratory chuldren oftemrtonduct the programs
and work with parents 1o establish home school coor
dination. and scach adult classes as well (2, 31) Califor
ma has set up 2 "Migrant Teacher Assistant Min: Corps”
to train increasthyg numbers of bilingual teachers of
Hispanic migratory children (10)

aE

Education-Work Linkages

Better prepared teachers and special language programs
should help improve the education of nonmetro
Hispanics. but will not automaucally secure increased
socloeconomic opportumty unless linkages are established
between formal cducation and work Individuals must be
able to use the general education and*$pecific carcer
skills they have learned if they are to improve their hfe
chances Hispanic students need more basic development
of work values, exploration of alternatve occupations,
effecuve guidance counseling, job placement services,
and vocational training for pnmary work roles They
can use additonal exposure to employment traning pro
grams that rause speafic job skill levels These various
educaubn work Jinkages arc critical’ duning the teen
years when Hispanic students are tempted to leave school
for immediate, Gnskilled employment but are cqually
appropniate for adults (17, 28) Unfortunately, nonmetro
school systems sgrving Hispanics seldom have the funds
or| personnel to furnish diverse career ‘vocational pro
grams Few nonmetro agencies possess expertisein plan
nmg and delivering employment traming services /

"
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If the obstatles to educauon-work linkages An be sur
mounted, nonmetro Hispanics will have access 1o a wider
range of jobs 1n labor markets Many could take advan.
tage of their bikngual, bicultural statys to fill jobs where
such a background makes them prime candidates for
employment Texas has insututed programs prepaning
students as bilingual office workers and salespersons
Parucipants receive their work-study training 1n both
Spanish and English in order to serve a bilingual
clientele (31} As Southwestern business firms enlarge
their mterhational coricerns, with major nput from
Laun Amenca, the demand for bilingwal employees and
manageryshould grow Nonmetro Hispanics with the
proper sL cogld__hclp meet the demand

iy s -7

gy
Nonmetro Deyelopment r

Educauonal tmprovements alone, even those directed
toward the work sector, cannot be undertaken without
regard to nonmetro economic and human resource
development Merely pronding better educational
resources for nonmetre Hispanics will neither, micrease
.the quanuty nor quality of work opportunities available

-~

y

. .
A

In short, they require more jobs which utilize higher skill
levels, Nonmetro economic growth emphasizing 1n-
dustrial and business expansion can create jobs by
enhancing the economic base of local communinies. As
the economy becomes more diversified, there are more
options for workers 1n new labor markets Some -
cconomic development has already matenalized in the
nonmetro Southwest, but has hitle benefited the
Hispanic population (7, 23). .

Hispafucs has not been adequate to supply the trained
labor fotce and managenal leadership necessary to take
advantage of accelerated economic growth, An un.
skilled, poorly educated population canriot perform the
tasks demanded by mo?cm industry When skilled
employees and managers are not available locally, 1n-
dustries may be forced to iocate elsewhere dr hire
nonresident employees Without a well trained labor
force, nonmetro development beneficial to Huspanics
cannot proceed Conversely, lacking nonmetro develop-
ment, the relauve educational status of nonmetro
Hispanics may remain low.

PcrhaE?lnuman resource dcvclopm(m among r‘mnmctrl?
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