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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to examine the
relationship between Hispanics and their levels of
acculturation. This study’s intent was to incorporate
variables in order to identify generation and language as
defining factors for acculturation. A Likert-type
Bidemensional Acculturation Scale for Hispanics (BAS) was
used to test six hypotheses (Marin & Gamba, 1996).

The sample was composed of 59 Hispanic respondents. A
survey was performed at Our Lady of Mount Carmel Church,
Raného Cucamonga, CA in February 2004 in an attempt to
determine and measure acculturation among a Hispanic
population. The researchers anticipated that there would
be a low level of acculturation among this Hispanic
population. Correlations, t-test and Cross-tabulations
were computed and statistical significance was found for
these predictions. The researchers found through their
analysis that five of the six hypofheses were éupportéd by

the results.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Problem Statement
This project explored acculturation among a Hispanic

population in San Bernardino County. The Social Science
Research Council (SSRC) defined acculturation and its
dynamics as: “Cultural change that is initiated by the
conjunction of two or more autonomous cultural systems.
Its dynamics can be seen as the selective adaptation of
value systems,.the processes of integration and
difféientiation, the generation of}developmental

sequences, and the operation of role determinants and

“
.

‘peféonality féétérsﬁ (2002, p- 6).

’ Acculturatioglcan be best understood as the process
of chaﬁgé andvéaaptation that a pefson overtakes when
‘gn;ering in;o a new cultural system with different norms
éﬁd ;éfueé Eﬁénwtheif §wn. Acculturation can promote
either positive change or bring about negative change.
This study attempted to incorporate both positive and
negative adjustments that occurred through the process of
acculturation. For example, focusing on an individual’s
lack of adaptation into the mainstream cultural norms and

values can be seen as a negative form of acculturation. In



a positive light, acculturation can also be demonstrated
as the mainstream ethnic group tries to facilitate
language friendly displays, such as signs translated into
Spanish for an immigrant population. These simple
illustrations do not even scratch the surface of how
accultﬁration ls displayed in every day interactions.

Identifying the extent of acculturation among
Hispanics allowed us to assess for areas of growth and
strength within the Hispanic population. Higher
acculturation among individuals affirmed higher
sensitivity of other cultures within one’s environment. An
additional strength of high levels of acculturation is
that it increased cultural awareness of the dominant
culture. On the other hand, when Hispanic individuals were
not acculturated it created a drift between their levels
of functioning within their cultural society. As a result
of low levels of acculturation, process within an
individual’s family system was negatively affected
(Fuertes & Westbrook, 1996).

Anthropologists and sociologists have long examined
the field of acculturation. In December of 1998, the
University of San Francisco held a conference that brought
together leading scholars in the field of acculturation.

The conference was dedicated to the discussion of future



theoretical development, applied research, and amplifying
the magnitude, that acculturation played among Hispanics,
African Americans, Asian Americans and American Indians
(2002, p. xxiv). Specifically, this project explored
acculturation among a Hispanic population in San
Bernardino County.

The federal government recognized the need for a more
inclusive term for the various descriptors for
“Hispanics.” The term Hispanic was created by the U.S.
federal government in the early 1970’s and is the current
and most widely used term. The term Hispanics provides a
connection to the Spanish language or culture. The term is
meant to be all inclusive of anyone with linguist or
cultural backgrounds in the regions of Latin America and
Spain. Therefore, the all—inclusivé term Hispanics
includes: Mexicans, Puerté Ricans,jColombians, Cubans,

Central and South Americans, and other Hispanics (Pacheco,

2000) .

Purpose of the Study
The purpose of the study was to explore acculturation
among a Hispanic population in San Bernardino County.

Specifically, this study examined six hypotheses; which



offered popul%tion views of Hispanics and why it is

|
important to docial work.

i .
Hypothesis 1: |The study expected to find a statistical
|

difference between generation and language. Our

assumpti#n was that Hispanics living in the U.S. for

more tha# one generation reflected less linguistic

proficie#cy in Spanish.

|
!
.. |- . R
differenqe between level of acculturation and

|
language.| Our assumption was that the more Spanish
|

spoken bﬁ an individual presumed he or she was lesgs
|

acculturated.

Hypothesis 3: |The study expected to find a statistical
| ‘

l
differenqe between generations and level of

‘Hypothesis 2: The study expected to find a statistical

|
acculturation. Our assumption was that first
f

generation Hispanics would be less acculturated than
|

third gerleration Hispanics.
i

Hypothesis 4: !The study expected to find a statistical
[

differenﬁe between economic status and generation. It
was our QSSumption that the longer an individual has
lived inlthe United States the greater their income
would bej

Hypothesis 5::The study expected to find a statistical

differencb between language and the amount of years

|
|
|
|
|
|
|



residing [in the United States. It was our assumption

that the llonger an individual resided in the U.S. the
I

more Engllish was to be spoken by them.
I

Hypothesis G:EThe'study expected to find a statistical

differenée between the level of education and

i .
generation. Our assumption was that individuals with
higher'lekels of education would be more

|
acculturated.

We used al standardized instrument entitled the
f

Bidimensional %cculturation Scale for Hispanics (BAS).

This instrUmenF had a good to excellent internal

. ! C o
consistency. IF also had a good concurrent validity rate.

The applicabilhty of this scale was proven excellent among

|
Mexican Americ?ns and Central Americans (Marin & Gamba,

|
1996) . i

l
A dependent variable for our proposed study was the
| ‘
igsue of acculturation. We loocked &t correlations between
| i
the independent variables of the ethnic identity, language
l ‘

usage, economi% status, educationay attainment,
generational status, and years of residency in the U.S.
among our Hisp%niC'respondents. We measured these
variables by p#tting the respondenf’s answers into the

SPSS program a#d followed by correlating, charting,

i . L .
cross-tabs, frgquenc1es, descriptive statistics, T-tests
|

|
|
f
|



!
|
and other statistical analysis that were necessary.

Overall, we measured the level of acculturation with the
|

standardized instrument using methods, techniques, and

approaches that we learned in our social work research

course work.
i

Significance of the Project for Social Work

The significance of this project for the social work

profession was, that the process of acculturation directly
impacted Hispa%ics. There is a growing need to make the
general‘publicraware of the importance of acculturation
and its impact:améng Hispanics. A better understanding of
acgulturation &il; set the ground work for improving
intéfpérs&nai‘féIAtidnéhips, creating a sense of awareness
within an indi?idual, not to mention the fact that
acculfuration ﬁaé been reported to be associated with such
vital variableé as suicide, alcohol or drug use, and
71é§éislbf.90ci;i support (1987, Marin, G. et al.).
increasinqu, local and state governments have been
given the resp&nsibilities to deal with issues surrounding
the growing Hispanic population. However, Hispanics have
become too largé a population nationally to refer their
issues, concerns and opportunities to local agencies. This

1

concern has major implications on a macro level, by



increasing the necessary services allotted to the growing

Hispanic popullation. While recent budget cuts in local
|

areas are demanding many agencies to provide more services
while dealing @ith less financial resources. At a macro
and micro 1evei the range of individual cultures within
the Hispanic pépulation are affected by policy changes and
budget cuts which greatly impact at a higher scale.
Nevertheless, it also impacts how and why individual
social workers,look at this phenomenon as a major problem

to be addressed at a micro level (Pacheco, 2000).

|
In an effort to increase the knowledge that

|
acculturation was a serious social phenomenon, we needed

to increase awareness of the social impact that
acculturation has on families and especially on our

nation’s children. The U.S. Census Bureau reported that

over the last decade the Hispanic population had
experienced an gncrease among its population. An increase
from 22 million:to 35.2 million had occurred from 1990 to
2000 (Grieco, 2603).

|

Growth of %ispanics was significantly evident in
major parts of #he U.S., especially in the state of
California. In ¢alifornia, 32.4 percent are of Hispanic
origin. On a 1o#a1 level, the County of San Bernardino

represented a m@lticultural population. The Hispanic



population encompassed 39.2 percent of all residents in
San Bernardino' County (U.S. Census, 2000). Due to the high
percentage of hispanics within the county, we saw that the
study of acculturation was critical. As social work
students, we félt an ethical obligation to study and
understand the;issue of acculturation.

Social workers need to understand the importance of
acculturation among their Hispanic clients. Acculturation
will become a éridge of communication between clients and
social workers. Expertise and training on diversity is
desperately neéded to better assist in the service of
Hispanic clients in the social work profession. Cultural
sensitivity among social workers is necessary to build
effective clienﬁ rapport and maintain a healthy
professional reiationship.

Due to theiextensive Hispanic pbpulation that
receives servicés from social workers, the findings from
the study were relevant to the field of social work. On a

larger scale, the greater comprehension we have as

practicing social workers about acculturation, the better
equipped we will become to challenge the social injustice
|

that occurs to our client’s due to their lack of

acculturation. Findings of this project facilitated a
|

deeper insight of the positive gains that arose from

l



|
acculturation as well as highlight the negative impact

that acculturation can bring in other areas. Language

1

barriers and lack of acculturation created difficulties

for Hispanics clients to get their needs met through a

social servicelaéencyﬁ'Consequently, higher levels of
i

acculturation among Hispanics may lead to better
I

understanding Pf services and positive relations with
social workersr

Fgr-ohr reseérch project, we sought to reveal the
extent that aceulturation had occurred among our selected
Hispanic respoﬁdents. We have clearly defined our core
re;earch question as follows: “What is the extent of
acculturation among the Hispanic population in San
Bernardino County”? The role of independent variables,
such as language factors, generational status, economic
status, and yeérs of residency in the U.S. among Hispanics

was integrated to assess for correlations between the

variables. In %n effort to understand the issue of

acculturation ﬁore succinctly, we analyzed the effects of
the independeng variables upon our aependent variable of
acculturation.iIn addition, we utilized the respondents’
demographic inéicators as an essential component of our
analysis of thJ surveyed data.



CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

Introduction

|
I

Chapter #wo consisted of a discussion of thé relev%nt
literature, specifically, related to acculturation.
Acculturationlstudies that comprised the wvariables, whi;h,
were analyzed;forlthe rééearch project, are included in
the literature review. The chapter is divided in three
major categdries: Acculturation, Hispanics and

Demographics. ' 'Measurements, theories, ethnic identity,

W

social problems, social change, language, stressors,
|

population, religion, generation, education, and trends:

are areas we researched and reviewed to compose and enrich
! ! '

our three major categories.
|
| 1
‘ Acculturatiocn
|

Acculturation was described ags the process by which

| )

change and adaptation took place as a person entered into

i

a new cultural system with different norms and values than
their own. Thﬁ level of acculturation was measured by how
thaf person iﬁcorporated these new rituals and beliefs
into their owﬁ cultural practices.lAccording to Dana

(1996) , acculturation occurred on a voluntary and

! ,
involuntary level between both migrant and sediment



|
individuals. Dana (1996) further described the process of
{

acculturation by the ethnic group as represented through

|
i

assimilation and adaptation to the values, beliefs,
customs, habits, and rituals of the dominant culture.

Measurements

Acculturétion was one of the most important elements
to consider wben assessing immigrant populations; Major
approaches tolmeasuring acculturation have been |
operationalizéd in an effort to assess the levels of
acculturation in ethnic minorities (Zane & Mak, 2002).
Zane and Mék (2002) analyzed many of the leading
approaches of measuring acculturation. They determined
that.thgse major app:oaches of measurements emphgsized
many of the f&llowing presumptions of the populaﬁion to be
assessed. Psyéhosocial functioning domains such as

| ‘ :
language used and socialization practices were common

areas investigated by researchers of acculturation.
o i

'Assumptions were made about the patterns of change and

b

adaptation by the ethnic group. Another variation existed
as some measurements assumed that the more identified an

'

ethnic cultur% became to the dominant culture the less

attached they became to their culture of origin. In
contrast, other measurements assumed that retention of

one’s cultural customs could vary widely (Zane & Mak,



i

2002) . These different approaches to measuring

acculturationioften required researchers to utilize a
| I
combination of different measurement tools in an effort to
i

gain an objective assessment of acculturation inlrelation

to their target population.

| .
Marin and Camba (1996) attested that the ;

Bidimensional Acculturation Scale (BAS) measuredithe
generalized experiences of all Hispanics insteadiof
|

limiting the %ssessment to one sub-group within ﬁhe
i
Hispanic population. This was a major strength for the new

measurement o% acculturation. Furthermore, the BAS
represented the new generation of advancements in
measurements on a bi-directional and multidimensional
level (Marin g Gamba, 1996).

According to Marin, G. et al. (1987), a comﬁon
|

problem associated with acculturation scales was that

1
t

socio-demographic characteristics are often used as a

means of measurement rather than a correlation of
. |
! i
acculturation. Socio-demographics such as generation,

education, and age can be used in greater capacity as
I

correlation criteria. In the research article by Marin, G.

et al. (1987) Ilthe authors developed and presented%the

findings from:the Short Acculturation Scale for Hispanics

1



'
'
1

(SASH) in an ?ffort to circumvent the problems of past
|

measurement tools of acculturation.

Dana (1996) conducted research on the variation of
|

the measuremeht tools available to study the levels of
acculturationL The research examined the Acculturation
Rating Scale For Mexican Americans - Revised (ARSMA-IT).
Dana emphasiz§d that the ARSMA-II has the possibility to
add a relevan; cultural dimension that was regularly
omitted from éther measurement tools (1996).

The concépt that acculturation was a multidimensional
process requi£ed that not only that multiple dimensions of
acculturation,;be measured but also that the
inter—relatio?ships between these dimensions be explicitly

analyzed. It was our assumption that a combination of the
|

Bidimensional 'Acculturation Scale (BAS), Short

] . . |
Acculturatlon‘Scale for Hispanics (SASH), and

Acculturation;Rating Scale for Mexican Americans - Revised

(ARSMA-TITI) prdvided a balanced portrait of the population

we surveyed for the research project. These three
measurement téols for acculturatioﬁ are discussed in more
depthlin chapger Three.

Theories Guidﬁng Conceptualizationl

|
In our 1ﬂterature review, we found that there were

three main thelories or models regarding acculturation. The
|
|

13



first model we discussed was developed by Buriel in 1975.

These were ac?qlturation to the majority model versus the

acculturation;tb the barrio model. The first model implies
_that the‘Hispgnic generations would progressively

o

reﬁiiéété their'idééis and conduct after the host culture
|

(Negy & Woods, 1992). On the contrary, the second model
entaiiéd that-thé‘Hispanic generations would gradually
model the norTs of the barrio where some of the cultural
véiﬁés and cu%toms‘remain intact (Negy & Woods, 1992).

According to the secoﬁd theory developed by Berry in
1980, accultu%ation was a three-stage process. The three
steps included contact, conflict, and adaptation (Negy &
Woods, 1992). Once contact with the dominant culture was
established, the conflict quickly followed. The conflict
was exposed a$ the minority culture sought to maintain
their identity while adaptation into the host culture
became increaéingly eminent (Negy & Woods, 1992). This
theory focuse# on the negative factors associated with
acculturationlwhile dismissing the positive affects of
acculturation'on the minority and dominant culture.

The third theory that we discussed for this
literature reéiew was the concept that “the acquisition of

new cultural traits or customs and the relinquishing of
|

traditional traits or customs vary from trait to trait”

14



(Negy & Woods, 1992). This theory was described as a
multidimensional theory that recognized that acculturation

was a selective process that occurred over time on an

|
individual ana soqial level. This theory‘allowed an
individual totadapt to the customs and values that they
were bombardea with while retaining their selected
éﬁltural béliéfs and traditipns (Negy & Woods, 1992).

Negy and Woods (1992) declared that despite the
abundant amouAts of literature and research conducted on
acculturation} There were a limited number of theories and
models that'hé&e'been developed to further understand the

}
intricacy of acculturation. One negative concern that Negy
and Woods had{about the models presented in the literature
review was thqt, the three models and theories of
acculturationidid not give consideration that
acculturation yas bi-directional (Negy & Woods, 1992). The
Hispanic population made significant contributions to the
host culture. ?his was also demonstrated by the
adaptations th?t were made by the dominant culture to
adjust to the &inority culture. The simple adjustments
were apparent by the Hispanic concepts such as food,
music, and 1anéuage variations that were incorporated into

the American mainstream typologies (Negy & Woods, 1992).

(



i

Ethnic Identity

Phinney (2002) focused on ethnic identity and its
relationship Eo acculturation. Ethnic identity “referred
to one’s identity or sense of self as a member of an
ethnic group”' (Phinney, 2002). The article revealed that
the association between acculturation and ethnic identity
was very blurﬁed because the two subjects shared similar
indicators (2002). The primary measurement of
acculturation and ethnic identity was based upon
generational status (Phinney, 2002). The construct of
acculturation;was thereby greatly influenced by ethnic
identity. Conversely, the article emphasized the necessity
 Of}}pcgrpOratiﬁg éhanges in values, attitudes, and

behaviors within the immigrant population to clarify

affects that ethnic identity had upon acculturation

(2002) .
|

Social Problems

In the re$earch study by Fuertes (1996), he asserted
that acculturation among Hispanics often involved leaving
one’s family aﬁd friends behind in their country of
origin, lack of support from new culture, inability to
maintain emplojment, learning a new language, and
institutional énd personal discrimination. The social
problems complied upon one another may negatively

16



correlate with acculturation and make adjustment into the
dominant cult#re difficult for Hispanics. While
considering tﬁe affects of acculturation the empirical
research conducted in the article showed that
accultﬁrationlpressure was significantly higher among
immigrants whé had been in the new country longer than

|
those immigrants who had recently arrived to the new

country. The information helped us to be more aware that
the population that we surveyed may have high levels of
acculturation 'anxiety because most of them may be late

immigrants (Fuertes, 1996).

Social Change -

According to Trimble (2002), “acculturation was a
salient form df social change.” Trimble (2002) described
social change ﬁn four categories. The first type of social
change was individual change, which included differences
in one’s persohality. The second type of social change was
incremental change; these included the ongoing changes

|
within the society’s composition. The third type of social

|
change as statéd by Trimble was called radical change.
This type of change took place when a social system began
to reorganize their structure. The final type of social

change was culﬁural change, which was described as the

attitudes, Valﬁes, and behavioral changes (Trimble, 2002).

17



| .
!
Trimble (2002P stated that social change characterized the

changes that ﬁinority populations such as Hispanics
1

partake in once they enter into the dominant culture.
|

Acculturation! in the context of social change had gained

|
increased interest to social workers that serve minority

populations due to the far-reaching implications that

social changeiaffected individuals.

Hispanics

The Hisp%nic population within the United States had
increased sigﬁificantly due to foreign-born individuals
who choose to:migrate to America. Due to the significant
population grdwth within the Hispanic ethnic group, we
believed that ﬁhe study of acculturation among this group
was esgssential %o the professional field of social work.
Social workers:played a vital role by providing a host of
services to thgir Hispanics clients. Hispanics became a
significant poition of the cliental of many social service
agencies therefore we believed tha£ our sample population
furtﬁered the #nowledge base of Hispanics for social work
practice. |
Language

A review éf the pertinent literature indicated

findings regarding the Spanish Language. We reviewed the
|



literature cohcerning language as we conceptualized that
language reshéped culture. Language was a key and
essential in an?ﬂbulture. It developed the appropriate
51gns and symbols through which the culture was

' communlcated and achleved Marin and Gamba (1996)
explained languagelas more likely than most symbols of
ethniéity to become the symbol of ethnicity.

Kalantziz, Cope, and Slade (1989) stated that the
.iébk:ofxiangu%ge'in é.aominant culture lead to deny people
. services relevant to their specific needs and pedagogical
stance which,lin effect, counted against access to social
goods for high proportions of people from minority
language backgﬁound. Language cannot be reduced as
tangible reali&y because language was more complex than
understanding fhe meaning of the wqrds or repeating the
sounds. Language implied the ability to interpret people’s
feelings and attitudes in the actual speech situation,
interpreting ugderlying social relationships and norms of
interactions that were not observable. Language was only
one of the many variables to measure acculturation.

Additionaily, Julie and David Smart (1995) made a
valuable commeﬁtary in their article about how the
Hispanic immigqant population had a great loyalty and love

for their Spanfsh language. The article attested to the
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importance of considering language when measuring the
extent of acculturation among Hispanics (1995). We
considered th;t and used a standardized instrument that
was translated in both English and Spanish. The article
exemplified oﬁr priﬁary concerns that cultural identity
and language issues were inevitability factors to bear in

mind when assessing for acculturation among the Hispanic

population.

Stress/Adaptation

According to Julie and David Smart (1995), their
article on Acculturative stress of Hispanics distinguished
the loss of sdcial support and cultural identity as the
most significant stressors associated with acculturation.
The strong family ties and love for their culture values
by this populaﬁion also created a considerable loss for
the Hispanic immigrants who tried to adjust to their new
environment. The article continued to enforce that the
mainétream Eurbpean culture which ghe Hispanic immigrants
found themselvés enveloped in; emphasized the separation
from family tiés and a sense of ethnocentrism to a point
that destroyed one’s ability to cope with the challenges
thatlawaited tﬁem in the new culture (1995).

A study by Hurtado, Gurin and Peng (1994) agreed with

Smart’s findings that Hispanics generally had difficulties
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with acculturation and adjusting within the mainstream
culture in th; United States. The respondents in the study
focused on four dimensions of cultural adaptation:
familism, positive attitudes toward Spanish/English
language, Spa?ish—mediated cultural preferences, and
importance placed on conveying cultural traditions to
children. Finaings in this study showed that Hispanics had
consistently éhowed a strong commitment to family,

especially extended kin.

Population

To studjfﬁhe_relevance of acculturation and the
Hisﬁanic Population Hazuda, Stern, and Haffner (1988)
,ﬁpo%ﬁ?ed out, its immense growth in the United States which
‘made them the second largest ethnic minority group of 14.6
million Hispanics in the United States (U.S. Bureau of the
Census, 1985).{Though, still of predominantly lower
. chioeconomic étatus,lthey were becoming an increasingly
"diverse group both socio-economically and culturally.

In 1997, écculturation and socioeconomic status was
studied in research conducted by Khan, Sobal and Martrell.
Social factors 'were to be considered as among the most
important, if @ot the most important influence in their

study. Culturai patterns and beliefs were found to play an

important role that determined human obesity. Localized
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L ) . .
studies of United States Hispanics suggested that those
who were more acculturated were heavier than those less

acculturated.:However, sociceconomic status was the rank
or position o£ an individual in society, and was often
measured by eéucation and income. A review of over 140
studies found that higher socioeconomic status men and
women were faﬁter in poor societies, whereas in rich
societies, hiéher socioeconomic status women were thinner
irrespective of race or ethnicity. Whether acculturation
influenced body weight independently of socioeconomic
status was an issue that remained unclear. Their analyses
of large sampl;s of three Hispanic ethnic groups found
that the two cénventional sociceconomic indicators, income
and education,awere not consistent or strong predictors
for obesity.

'In another study Cuellar, Arnold and Maldonado (1995)
also conducted research on the socioeconomic status. They
revealed how it was found that socioeconomic status
correlated with acculturation and how it continued to
remain a compléx, controversial area requiring further
research. The extent to which socioceconomic status,
culture, and aqculturation were a part of the same
phenomena was not well understood. The data reported in

the study indicated that although socioeconomic status was
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highly correléted with acculturation processes, one had to

be careful not to substitute socioeconomic status for

acculturation} as this lead to erroneous conclusions,
|
particularly in certain Hispanic populations.

Religion

Religiosity was certainly a key cultural issue that
played a vitaﬂ role among many minority populations.
Unfortunately[ few research studies examined religiosity
and its affecﬁs on acculturation (Gong, et al., 2002).
Therefore, we hid not believe that this research project
would add to tﬁe much-needed literature on religiosity and
its affects on{acculturation. Gong, et al. (2002) stated
that religiouszinvolvement was associated with greater
life satisfaction. The article also indicated that
immigrants whose English language ability was
|

substantially ﬂigh reported to be more comfortable when
i

religious services were attended (Gong, et al., 2002).

Sodowsky,tG. R., et al. (1991); found within the
research sample:population of Hispanics that the majority
of the group wa% of a Catholic religious affiliationf
Sodowsky, G. R.p et al. (1991), uncovered some surprising
results on‘reliéiosity in their research. The results of

|

the measurements found that respondents of a Catholic

religious preference were found to be less acculturated
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than Protestants (Sodowsky, G. R., et al., 1991). In a
|
similar comparison, Catholics seemed to be less associated

with Americaniculture ideoclogies (Sodowsky, G. R., et al.,

1991) . However, Sodowsky, G. R., et al. (1991) found that

Hispanics that were less acculturated allied with Catholic

ideclogies. Hispanics with higher levels of acculturation
|

were most likély to be of a Protestant religious

preference (Sodowsky, G. R., et al. 1991). This confirmed

the view that'being more acculturated would indeed align

an individual &o the dominant cultures beliefs and morals.
|

As in America,, the host culture, Protestantism was the

|
dominant religious affiliation of the society.
| _

| ’ Démographicé

Valentine!(zool) indicated that acculturation was
affected by a ﬁumber of factors. The variable age,
generation staéus, birthplace, years of U.S. residency
were among the:ﬁost frequently cited moderators of
acculturation in the professional literature. Language
usage seemed tq be the variable mosf commonly connected to
acculturation. %cgulturation was considered a prominent

|

step toward assimilation, which can involve advanced

adoption of mainstream behaviors, and acceptance of

societal attitudes of Hispanics and host populations. The
|
|



society by distancing the former culture and accepting a

host country’s mainstream beliefs and customs.

Generation and Education

The acculturation of the majority model suggested
that successive:generations of Hispanics adopted Anglo
values and behaﬁiors. It was implied in the study by
Valentine (2001), that English language, English
institutions, aqd English-oriented cultural patterns were
kept dominant. %nglish language, English media adoption,
and the tendencyito have American friends were commonly
associated with higher levels of Hispanic acculturation.

_Generation level and education achievement on the
other hand were negatively impacted by traditional ideas
about gender among Hispanics who lived in the United

States. Research! in Valentine (2001) 'also suggested that
|
|

Hispanic American acculturation increased as their

identification w%th their former culture decreased. In the
study, it was fopnd that acculturation was related to
decrease traditidnalism and familism among Hispanics. In
addition, Hispan%cs tended to embrace somewhat traditional
gender-role ideaé, but the attitudes changed because of
their highexr ideﬁtification with mainstream cuiture.

Consequently, generation status and acculturation were

moét likely to be positively related. Results in the study
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progressively more diverse nature of the U.S.

|
|
|
1
|
|

implied that Hispanic acculturation increased across

|
generation level and that Hispanics’ identification with

|
their parent Iculture negatively influenced acculturation.
|

This supportﬁd the idea that both Hispanic immigrants and
later generaqion Hispanic Americans sacrificed their
ethnic identﬁty to increase social connectedness with

|
American host, culture.

Chapa aﬁd Valencia (1993) also conducted research on

|
generation and immigration. The results indicated that 21

|
percent of thé school age Hispanic children in 1988 were

|
first-generation immigrants, 47 percent were second-
|

generation chﬁldren of immigrants or of one immigrant

parent and 32ipercent were third or third-plus generation
U.S8. born chijdren of U.S. born parents. In addition to

alllsocial anﬁ economic factors thét impede Hispanic
|
education, fi#st and second generation children also had
the phallenge:to deal with the differences between the
{
langﬁage and éulture of the United States and a foreign

country.

|
!
. |
Trends | !
— |
, | . . '
Given thelrapld change of ethnic nature in the United

, |
States, it was fundamental to deepen our knowledge of the
| .

The clear

o | .

lncrease in the |proportion of ethnic minority populations

|

|
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had a vivid imﬁact on the configuration of education in

the decade’s ahead (Chapa and Valencia 1993). Population

'

counts from the 1990 Census indicated that the Hispanic

population grew by more than 50 percent since 1980

compared to 9 percent increase for the total population.
According to Cﬁapa and Valencia (1993), the current
Hispanic population numbers continued to grow at very

rapid rates. Latino population growth is the future.

|
Some regearchers, interested in the idea of value

adaptation as a function of acculturation among ethnic

minorities, had conducted several studies. Chapa and
' |

Valencia (1993?, described how the distributions of

Hispanic origi# subgroups in the Census regions showed a
. | .
marked variation from group to group. The different

Hispanic groups were concentrated in different regions of

the country. Méxican—origin Hispanics were the predominant
Hispanic group;in the Southwest (California, Arizona, New
Mexico, etc.) gnd Midwest (Illinois) of the country.
Puerto Ricans;were concentrated in the Northeast (New

York, New Jersey, etc.) Cubans were concentrated in the”

Southeast (Florida, Texas, etc.) Hispanics were more

highly urbaniéed than non-Hispanics. Sixteen metropolitan

q%eas had mor% than two-thirds of all U.S. Hispanics. The

1

high concentration of Hispanics in a few states and cities
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|
was an important issue for both research and policy

consideratibns. The study stated that almost five million
|

Hispanics lived in the Los Angeles, Anaheim and Riverside
|
area. In 1990, the state of California reported to have

the highest number of Hispanic population with a

!
thirty-four percent.

|
In conclusion, recent Census data as well as several

reports on Hispanic population projections informed us
that Hispanics would continue to grow at very high rates
and would continue to comprise larger portions of the

|

preschool, school age, college-age, and general

|
populations%

i Summary

The liéerature important to the project was presented
in Chapter iwo. We were confident that the articles,
presented provided substantial details on acculturation

|
among Hispanics. Acculturation was an essential component

for social workers to understand when serving clients
because reports showed that the level of acculturation

affected theleffectivenessvof counseling (Sodowsky, é. R.,

et al., 1991).
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CHAPTER THREE

r METHODS

E Introduction

The chaptef described the study design that we
focused on as tﬁe primary rationale for the research
study. Clarific%tion of the participants was discussed in )
detail as it difectly related to our sample population. An
explanation was:given for our intent and chosen
standardized inétrument for our data collection. The
detailed proceddre.foerollecting the raw data was
described. Provﬁsion was made to discuss our measures for
protecting the éarticiﬁants. In closing, we gave the
hypothesized coﬁstructs that we hoped to report after the

analysis of the;data}:x

! - Study Design
An overvieQ of our specific purpose of the study was
to explore acculturation among the Hispanic population in
San Bernardino #ounty. It offered population views of
Hispanics and wﬁy it was important to social work with the
following six hfpotheses:
Hypothesis 1: The study expected to find a statistical

difference 'between generation and language. Our

assumption 'was that Hispanics living in the U.S. for

| .29



m?re than one generation reflected less lingui§tic

Il,
J"{

proficﬁency in Spanish.
P A 1

.H?pothesis,Z: The study expected to find a statistiéél
|
difference between level of acculturation and
laﬁguage.‘Our assumption was thatAthe more Spanish
{
quke# by an individual presumed he or she was less
acculturated.
Hypothesis 3: The study expected té find a statistical
difference between generations and level of
acculturation. Our assumptidn.was that first

generation Hispanics would be less acculturated than

|
third generation Hispanics.

Hypothesis 4: The study expected to find a statistical

difference between economic status and generation. It

was our assumption that the longer an individual has
lived in the United States the greater their income
would be.

Hypothesis 5: The study expected to find a statistical

|

’ difference between language and the amount of years

residing'in the United States. It was our assumptioh

that the longer an individual resided in the U.S. the
more English was to be spoken by them.

Hypothesis 6: The study expected to find a statistical

difference between the level of education and
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Sampling
At a practical level, a major concern in selecting a
" problem to study was the availability of data or a sample
gufficient in quality and quantity to fulfill the
. requirements of the proposed study. We determined that
access could be gained through the church administrator,
which allowed us to draw our data from the current church
attendees. The best data source we considered was the
Hispanic pobulation among parishioners from a Catholic
church in the county of San Bernardino. We contacted the
church administrator of Our Lady of Mount Carmel Catholic
Church located in the City of Rancho Cucamonga in the
County of San Bernardino. It was a small multicultural
parish of mostly Hispanic, Filipino, and Chicano
population;'there were a few numbers of African American
and Caucasian people. The parish had, 6 an overall
participation of about 1,300 Hiépanic parishioners, which
attended one of the three weekly Spaﬁish masses.

We had access to a large Hispanic population in the
local Church. Therefore, we did not encounter any problems
with feasibility during the project. We looked at
additional options and Our Lady of Mount Carmel Catholic
Church was found to be the most feasible population for

our study. We had access to the entire Hispanic
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population, which was over 1,300 people (Hispanics), which
provided a wide sufficignt sample size.

An important quéstion that helped us refine our plans
was to identify the sample size needed. There was a large
turn out of respondents: who were willing to fill out the
questionnaires. Our desired goal of completed surveys was
at least 40-50. We solicited our respondents to be adults

over the age of 18 years old.

Data Collection and Instruments

The researchers did a quantitat;ve analysis of the
data collected from the participants. The dependent
variable in the research study was acculturation. The
independent variables included ethnic identity, language
usage, economic status, educational attainment,
generational status, and years of residency in the U.S. We
investigated the correlations among the variables by using
T-test, correlation analysis, and cross-tabs.

After researching the different standardized
instruments to measure acculturation, we decided to use
the Bidimensional Acculturation Scale for Hispanics (BAS)
by Marin and Gamba (1996) . Correlating them with research
variables conducted by previous researchers, the

instrument was found to have a very good concurrent
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validity, which was validated by the overall scores. The
alpha range for the combined scores on all subscales was
found to be .81 to .97. This wverified that the
standardized measurement also had a good to excellent
internal consistency. The researchers enriched the
instrument by incorporating the use of specific questions
and demographics related to the topic of acculturation
that was derived from two other reliable instruments.

We provided the respondents with identical
standardized questionnaire in both English and Spanish
versions in order to collect our data as accurately as
possible. Surveys were collected froﬁ the church on the
same day they were administered. To ensure anonymity among
participants, they were asked to place their completed
survey in a closed box as they went out. The two
researchers controlled the data from that point on by
taking the raw data to an enclosed area, coded each éurvey
with a number, and refer to them as a case number.
Subsequently, they entered the data into the SPSS program
and the raw data was secured in a safe place. After the
raw data was inputted into SPSS, it was properly destroyed

in a shredder.
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Procedures

The parish secretary was contacted and a meeting was
arranged with the church administrator. We asked for the
consent to allow us to carry out the study among their
parishioners. We were positive that they were interested
in the study and its outcomes. We planned to present the
results to them once the study was completed. We arranged
a visit to the community (Parish) a week before the data
was gathered and made an announcement in the weekly
Hispanic masses as well as inserted a flyer into the
weekly church bulletin the week priqr. A flyer was
inserted into the bulletin on the day of the data
collection as an immediate reminder for the participants.

In view of the fact that it was a small church
building where we carried out our study, there was some
concern for limited seating available for our respondents
to complete the surveys. We were not forced to'divide the
respondents into groups and did not need clipboards for
people to fill out the surveys. We looked into the
possibility of having some tables and chairs outside in
case the issue arouse. In order to avoid any of the issues
we kept in mind these questions and addressed them in our
méeting with the church administrator. We asked to have

more than one room available or tables and chairs outside
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the church to prevent any disruptions of our plans or
weather permitting we could arrange outside seating.

On the day of the data collection, we asked the
parishioners that were interested in the study to meet in
the specified area previously assigned to us by church
administrator. We facilitated a comfortable environment
for the respondents. Once in the assigned area, the
respondents were greeted with all the materials necessary
to complete the survey. We gave a brief explanation of
what they were asked to do and clarified any questions
they had throughout the day. Most importantly, we informed
the participants that their participation was completely
voluntary and-if at any point chose not to complete the
study that was their personal right. We explained'the
informed consent form and assured anonymity to each
participant. Thereafter/ we distributed the surveys to
each participént.

In order to motivate our reépondents to come and fill
out our surveys, we provided numerical tickets and
conducted several.raffles at each mass among the
respondents..Our plan was to give away free baskets full
of enjoyable products for twelve respondents who were
picked at random by other parishi§ners. In an effort to

keep confidentiality among respondents, we stated that the
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recipient Qf the gift basket must be present to win. Of
course, some concerns regarding this matter were that we
needed to find out among our family and friends if anyone
was willing to donate anything for the raffle. We had to
consider what products and how many were sufficient then
in the worst case scenario where we would get the money
for the basket if no one donated anything. Fortunately, we
did have one contact in the family who is a sales director
and has her own business. We have knowledge of her
donating products to others when there is a good cause. We

\
also planned to purchase items that were desirable by the

male participants. '

Subsequeﬁtly, respondents were treated to various
refreshments in appreciation for their time and concern in
this matter. These refreshments included juices, ﬁilk,
coffee, water, Mexican bread, cookieé, donuts, and fresh

fruit. During the refreshments, we then proceeded with the

raffle.

Protection of Human Subjects
All participants were informed that their involvement
in the research study was completely volﬁntary and that
each person could withdraw from carrying out the survey at

any given moment. The researchers informed the



participants that all the information that they provided
in the research study was strictly confidential. This was
enforced by the explanation of the process of the data
collection; from inputting of the information collected to
the destruction of the completed surveys. Each copy of our
survey distributed to our participants included an
informed consént and debriefing statement forms. The
researcher guaranteed the anonymity of each participant by
asking that each participant to not provide their name on
the completed survey, but rather instructed the
participants to place an “X” and date the survey if they

willingly agree to take part in this study.

Data Analysis

We uséd the quantitative analysis and followed its
procedure, which was utilized to test the hypotheses
presented. We examined the relationship among variables
through correlation association as well as conducting
cross—tabsvand T-tests. Our intended variables included
the followihg{ levels of acculturation, ethnic identity,
language, eﬁonomic status, educational attainment,

generational status and years of residency in the U.S.
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Summary

In Chapter Three the materials covered were an
overview of our study design and the purpose of our sfudy;
The section described the research methods that we used
and clarified the rational for choosing it. We also
provided infofmation about our data collection and
instrumenté that were used as well as identified our
dependent and independent wvariables. Consequently, we
followed by déscribing the appropriate procedures that
were used in érder to collect our data. Next, we provided
our human subjects information about confidentiality and
anonymity. Finally, we identified the wvariables that were

examined in our quantitative analysis.
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‘CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS

Introduction

Included in Chapter Four was a presentation of the
results. In ordef to summarize the characteristics of the
sample, frequencies ahd descriptive.statistics were run
for all demoéraphié variables. Correlation analyses were
run for specific variable and significance levels were
reported. Subsequently, cross-tabulation tables were run
to validate our hypothesis. &—tests were also run for two
specific groups to analyze and compare means. Last, the

Chapter concludes with a summary of the results.

Presentation of the Findings

Table 1. Demographics

Sbcial Characteristic Number Percentage
Number in Sample _ ' 61 100.0
Language

Survey answered in Spanish 46 ;- 75.4

Survey answered in English 15 24.6
Gender

Male ‘ 25 41.0
Female ' 36 59.0
Age

18-30 years old 16 27.1

31-43 years old 23 39.0

44-56 years old ' 15 25.4

57-70 years old 5 8.5

40



Social Characteristic Number Percentage

Marital Status

Single 17 27.9
Divorced 2 3.3
Married 36 59.0
Widowed 3 4.9
Separated 1 1.6
Co-Habitating 2 3.3
Respondents with children
Yes 40 ) 65.6
No 21 34.4
Ethnic Identity
Caucasian 1 1.6
Hispanic 59 96.7
Other 1 1.6
Education
Less than 3rd grade 2 3.3
Elementary 4th-6th 13 21.3
Some High School 11 18.0
High School Graduate 12 19.7
Some College 10 16.4
College Graduate 10 16.4
Post Graduate . 3 4.9
Employed
Yes _ 36 59.0
No 25 41.0
Adults Employed in Home '
None . 7 11.5
1-2 36 59.0
3 or More ' 18 29.5
Annual Household Income
Under $9,999 12 19.7
$10,000-%14,999 7 11.5
$15,000-%19, 999 3 4.9
$20,000-$29,999 8 13.1
$30,000-$39,999 ] 14.8
$40,000-%49,999 8 13.1
$50,000-$59,999 2 3.3
Over $60,000 9 14.8
Rent or Own Home
Rent 23 37.7
Own 32 52.5
Other 6 9.8
Residency in U.S.
Less than 3 Months 1 1.6
4 to 7 Months 1 1.6
8 to 11 Months 3 4.9
12 Months to 3 Years 2 3.3
8 to 11 Years 2 3.3
12 to 15 Years 7 11.5
16 to 19 Years 7 11.5
More than 20 Years 38 3

62.
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Social Characteristic Number Percentage

Generations
First Generation 41 67.2
Second Generation . 16 26.2
Third Generation 3 4.9

The mean,age of the entire sample of sixty-one adults
was 38.6 yearé of age. The ages of the entire sample range
from eighteen to seventy years old. More than half of the
Hispanic réspéndents were‘born outside of the United
States. Results showed that 24.6 percent of our

respondents only had some elementary education or less

than 3™ grade education.
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Table 2. Correlation Matrix of Variables Affecting

Acculturation among Hispanics
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1 How often do you Pearson - .551*
think English? Correlation| °
, Sig.
(2-tailed) 000
N 57
2 How often do Pearson
you speak Correlation - ao0™
English with ’
friends?
Ssig.
(2-tailed) -001
N 60
3 How well do you Pearson - .543"
speak English? '~ Correlation .
Sig.
(2-tailed) -000
N 59
4 How well do you Pearson
write in Correlation -.273"
English?
Sig.
(2-tailed) -037
., N . 59
5 How well do you ‘Pearson: 899™
read in English? Correlation )
Sig.
(2-tailed) -000
N . 60
6 How well do you Pearson
understand radio Correlation o68™
programs in . :
English?
Sig.
(2-tailed) -000
N 57

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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A Pearson correlation was used to specify the
direction and the magnitude of the association between two
interval Variébles. Results indicated a negative
correlation, at significance .000 level between how often
do you speak Spanish and how often do you think in
English. A negative correlation existed at a significant
level of .001 between how well you understand television
programs in Spanish and how often’ you speak English with
friends. The interval variables how often do you think
Spanish and héw well do you speak English were negatively
correlated at the highly signifieance level of .000.
Results showed a negative correlation at the .037
significant level between how well do you write in Spanish
and how well do you write in English.

Results indicated a positive correlation, at
significance .000 level between howlwell do you write in
English and hgw well do you read in English. Furthermore,
how well do you understand television programs in English
were also highly correlated at a significant level of .000

with how well do you understand radio programs in English.
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Table 3.

Cross-tabulation of Generation and Income

What is your annual income? Total
= (o)} (o) (o)) (o2} ()}
— — AN o < 9]
ur Ur ur Ur ¥ or
e
- lugle 81818, 18.18.1.58
0 O ) ) e -« O ) < O\ (VI
You were born outside a8 222X I831S2 (35188
the United States DU jur ~ | w9 s sy s ) O
1st % within You were ]
born ocutside 'the 18.4% | 10.5% | 5.3% | 13.2% | 13.2% | 15.8% | 5.3% | 18.4% | 100.0%
United States
% within What is
your annual 63.6% | 57.1% | 66.7% | 62.5% | 55.6% | 75.0% | 100.0%| 77.8% | 66.7%
income?
% of Total 12.3% | 7.0% 3.5% 8.8% 8.8% | 10.5% | 3.5% | 12.3% | 66.7%
2nd % within You were
born outside the 18.8% | 18.8% | 6.3% | 18.8% | 12.5% | 12.5% 12.5% | 100.0%
United States
% within What is
your annual 27.3% | 42.9% | 33.3% | 37.5% | 22.2% | 25.0% 22.2% | 28.1%
income? ’
% of Total 5.3% 5.3% 1.8% 5.3% 3.5% 3.5% 3.5% | 28.1%
3rd % within You were :
born outside the 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
United States
% within What is
your anmual 9.1% L 22.2% 5.3%
income? '
% of Total 1.8% | 3.5% 5.3%
Total % within You were
born outside the 19.3% | 12.3% | 5.3% | 14.0% | 15.8% | 14.0% | 3.5% | 15.8% | 100.0%
United States '
% within What is
your annual 100.0%| 100.0%{ 100.0%| 100.0%}100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%
income? .
% of Total 19.3% | 12.3% | 5.3% | 14.0% | 15.8% | 14.0% | 3.5% | 15.8% | 100.0%
Cross-tabulations were performed between the
variables of generation and income. Results indicated that

66.7 percent of third generation respondent’s annual

income was between $30,000 to $39,999 whereas, 13

.2

percent of first generation regpondent’s annual income was

reported to be at the same level.

45



Table 4. Cross-tabulation of Generation and Education

Highest level of education completed? Total
4 3
59 i & 2o 3 e8] 32
2515|9928 S |BE) 5

Youwere bornoutside the | 83 | 80 | 88 | B3| & |28 | 8%
United States — M B~ n 0 :E!(D 9] 8(3 SN}
1st % within You were

born cutside the 4.9% | 24.4% | 19.5% | 17.1% | 14.6% | 17.1% 2.4% (100.0%

United States

% within Highest

level of education 100.0%| 83.3% | 72.7% | 58.3% | 60.0% | 70.0% | 33.3% | 68.3%

completed?

% of Total 3.3% | 16.7% | 13.3% | 11.7% | 10.0% | 11.7% | 1.7% | 68.3%
2nd % within You were

born ocutside the 6.3% | 12.5% | 31.3% | 25.0% | 18.8% | 6.3% |100.0%

United States

% within Highest

level of education 8.3% | 18.2% | 41.7% | 40.0% | 30.0% | 33.3% | 26.7%

campleted?

% of Total 1.7% 3.3% 8.3% 6.7% 5.0% 1.7% | 26.7%
3rd % within You were

born outside the 33.3% | 33.3% 33.3% | 100.0%

United States '

% within Highest

level of education 8.3% 9.1% 33.3% | 5.0%

completed?

% of Total 1.7% 1.7% 1.7% 5.0%
Total % within You were

born ocutside the 3.3% | 20.0% | 18.3% | 20.0% | 16.7% | 16.7% | 5.0% |[100.0%

United States

% within Highest

level of education 100.0%| 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%| 100.0%

completed? '

% of Total 3.3% | 20.0% | 18.3% | 20.0% | 16.7% | 16.7% | 5.0% |100.0%

The results were compared between the variables of

generation and education through a cross-tabulation.

Results specified that only 2.4 percent of first

generation Hispanic respondents completed a postgraduate

degree. on the other hand, 33.3 percent of third

generation Hispanic respondents completed a postgraduate

degree.
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Table 5. T%test with Residency and Language

Group Statistics

+ JHow long have you lived

Std. Error|

std.
. © ¢« |in the United States ‘N Mean | Deviation | Mean
How often do you | 12 months to 3 years 2 | 4.00 .000 _ .000
Jspeak Spanish? . More than 20 years 37,1 3.24 .796 .131
Independent Samples Test
! Levene’s Test )
i | for Equality : : : . _
' of Variances t-test for Equality of Means
' ’ ) 95% Gonfidence
i . Std. | Interval of the
; ’ Sig. Mean | Error Difference
F Sig. t df |@+tailed) Diff | Diff | Lower | Upper
o Equal ' e . '
o variang:es . 2.976 .093 1.328 37 .192 .76 570 -.398 | 1.912
,§ é o asmmed
F e | ) . -
| §4 zzilances . 5.783°| 36.000| .000 | .76 | .131 | .491 { 1.022
S 2 Q . )
T2 assumed

'

1
|

¥

The ihdependent'tgtest sample Between how often do
1 K

you speak Spahish and how long you ﬂave'lived in the

S

United States, indicated a statistically significant

b

i

b

difference:in the mean scores for the two groups.
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‘Table 6. T-test with Generation and Language

-|Group Statistics - ]
S : " |You were born ocutside | ; Std. 1 Std. Error |
' |the United States - . N Mean | Deviation Mean
How well do- youl speak First Generation 40| 3.88 .404 .064
Spanish? ¢+ " ., ‘Third Generation . 3 2.33 1.528 .882
Independent Samples Test ) ' : '
' o ' Levene!s Test

) for Equallty i ‘ g

. | of Variances | t-test for Equality of Means

D _ . ' 95% Confidence

ok Std. Interval of the

S ' ' Sig. | Mean | Error Difference

.} F Sig. - t df |@tailedy DIiff | DIff | Lower | Upper
Q variances | 16.910| .000 | 4.963 41 .000 1.54 L2311 914 | 2.169
3 %c o assumed | ' ‘:
85 = e 1
s i éi iiines 1.744 | 2.021 | .222 | 1.54 | .see |-2)225| 5.308
8 D : _ | .
s assumed }

|
|

>| ' X
The independent t-test sample between how well do you
. L . ' - . . | .
speak Spanish and first and third generation Hispanics
S \ Spad
indicated a statistically significant difference in the

mean scores for the two groups.

Measurement of‘Acculturation

‘The scale had three 1anguage related factors Kthe
"1 . e l
1anguage use subscale (1tems 16- 21), the llngulstl¢

“prof1c1encY subscale (1tems 22¥3§Y, and the electrénic
R ! ! . ' . o . .
media sub'écale.(items 34-39) . There were twelve‘items for
each cultuﬁaltdomain,1(Hié§aﬁielahd NohaHrepanic),‘with |
respéﬁee'Séales:va£§iﬁ§ta;reee itemsriThefanswers_to the
twelve iteﬁs measured each cultural.domain‘averageq across

: i S . |
[ v . © [N “a ! ) ,'- ) ' J
each item. The iscores for each item are on a Likert-type
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for each cultural domain. When a

scale ranging from 1-4,

mean score of 2.5 or higher was indicated among both

Hispanic and non-Hispanic domains a high level of

acculturation was noted.

Table 7.

dstuedg ur ot |, 98
01 USISTT NK cp usqgo Moy |2 e
¢UsTURds Ut supxboxd OToeI lomm14
071 WISTT Nk cp tengo Mo € o o
SUsTURdS Ut suexboad 01ﬂ%14
AL torem nok op wego mog | T @ o
JUSTURDG UT OTstut | B 8
o Br¥w
PURISTS 10K P TTeM MOY o
eusTueds aa I8
ur o9t Ik o T mog | o &
SUsTUeds Ut suexbord oTeeT |, N8
ok AR B
pUEIsTeRIn TOK Cp TTaM Mg o
cUsTueds ut swexbord 01%w14
AL paeasTeoun tok o T mog |[© 7 o <
STHESS 1oy 88
urpeext ek oo T Moy | o
dusTEds |, 8 8
seeds nok op TTam MOoY 6134“14
sEnek o X8
sump 1ok op uengo Mo | o
o mmusTeds [ 88
seeds nok p wego Mo |© T e
SUSTEEDS |, 28 |
steads nok cp o mog | e

Hispanic Domain
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Table 8. Non-Hispanic Domains

- o] 8] 4 g e
AEREAR RN L 2 1|2
o I o} %L H g jor} Q Q
8E |8 R 2 RER | 28 |8
LAERE AR AR R LR MEELLELE
; é 48 EIPE
= = =3 = =
2B |88 g g88E|8 |8 |2 2F%
ggég 8|8 |8¢[88|8 8%3.5.2.52%
568 8|77 @aagagagﬁgagag
§ 185 8 |8 )8 |BW[BL|B8|85)8080 85
N Valid 61 | 61 | 58 | 60 | 60 | 58 | 59 (60 | 60 | 61 | 61 | 61
Missing 0 0 3 1 1 3 2 1 1 0 0 0
Mean 2.70 [ 2.59 | 2.78 | 2.78 | 2.88 | 2.98 | 2.95 [ 2.70 | 2.70 | 2.70 | 2.59 | 2.59
Med 3.00| 2.00 | 3.00 | 3.00|3.00 | 3.00|3.00|3.00]3.00 | 3.00|3.00 | 3.00
Min 1 1 1 1 1| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Max 4 | 4| 4| 4| 4| a]| a| a]| a]| 4] a] s
Summary

This study used a quantitative .approach to analyze

the data. The acculturation questionnaire collected

information about the language most frequently used by

participants (English and/or Spanish). An evaluation of

the responses was conducted noting the areas where

participants used their primary language in different

13

settings such as reading, writing, thinking, with friends,

media, etc. Chapter Four reviewed the results of tﬁe

project using several types of data analysis.
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CHAPTER FIVE

DISCUSSION

Introduction

Included in Chapter Five is a presentation ofgthe
conclusions gleaned as a result of completing the project.
Furthermoré, limitations encountered by the researchers
are discus§ed. Recommendations for the field of social
work are eﬁtracted from the project and presented. Last,
the Chapter concludes with a summary of the projects

findings.

! Discussion

The purpose of the study was to explore acculturation
| :
among a Hiépanic population in San Bernardino County.

Specificaliy, the study examined six hypotheses; which
offered poéulation views of Hispanics and why it was
|
important %o social work. The conclusions of the project
follow. !
For the first hypothesis, the study expected to find
a statistical diffeience between genefation and language.

Our assumption was that Hispanics living in the U.S. for

more than one generation reflected less linguistic

proficiency in Spanish. Results in Table six indicated a

statistically significant difference confirming our

51
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assumption! Researchers found that third generation lacks

a linguist%c proficiency in Spanish.

For t%e second hypothesis, the study expected to find
a statistical difference between level of acculturation
and language. Our assumption was that the more Spanish

spoken by an individual presumed he or she was less

acculturatgd. Results in Table seven indicated a

|
statistically significant difference disproving our

assumption! Researchers found that the overall mean score

for the refpondents proved that they were well
acculturat%d even when Spanish was their primary language.

For t%e third hypothesis, this'study expected to find
a statisti%al difference between generations and level of
acculturat%on. Our aséumption was that first generation
Hispanics *ould be less acculturated than third generation
Hispanics. |Results in Table six indicated a statistically
significant difference disproving our assumption.
Researcheré found that later generations of Hispanics were
equally acculturated, as were earlier generations.

For the fourth hypothesis, the study expectedéto find
a statistical difference between economic status ahd
generation.! It was our assumption that the longer an

individual (has lived in the United States the greater

their income would be. Results in Table three indicated a
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|
i
1
i
|

b

statisticaily significant difference confirming our

assumptionl Researchers found a high indication that
]
|

higher inc?me existed among respondents from third

|
generationithan first or second generation.

i

|
For the fifth hypothesis, the study expected to find
|

a statistical difference between language and the amount

of years résiding in the United States. It was our
I

assumption!that the longer an individual resided in the

U.S. the mére English was to be spoken by them. Results in
|

table five showed that there was no significant level

1

between th? two variables. Researchers found that because

an individual has lived in the United States for many

years does;not mean they will speak more English.
|
For the sixth hypothesis, the study expected to find
i
a statistical difference between the level of education

and generation. Our assumption was that individuals with

higher levels of education would be more acculturated.

Results in Table four indicated a statistically

significanﬁ difference disproving our assumption.

|
Researchers found overall the mean score for the

l

respondenté proved that they were well acculturated
i H
regardless !0of their level of education.

1

Previdus researchers have conducted many studies on

acculturatﬁon. With regards to acculturation, the
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|
researchers assumed that generational status would be one

of the primary wvariables for measuring acculturation.
Other rese;rchers have also considered this same variable
as well as}other functioning domains such as language
used, income level, residency, education, age, employment,
and socialization practices as common areas investigated
by researchers of acculturation (Zane & Mak, 2002;
Phinney, 2?02; Marin & Gamba, 1996; Negy & Woods, 1992;
Valentine,i2001).

As reported by Julie and David Smart (1995) the
Higpanic pgpulation had a great love for their Spanish
language. &any of the respondents remain loyal to the
fluid usag% of their Spanish language while they still
spoke Englgsh in their daily lives. The researcher found
that more Fhan half of the respondents favored to answer

the survey'by using the Spanish version. Chapa and

|
Valencia (ﬁ993), described the distribution of the

Hispanic origin subgroups in specific regions of the
i
United States. Researchers found that Mexican origin

Hispanics were the predominant Hispanic group found in our

sample population.
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‘ Limitations
[

Because of the limitations in researching
|

acculturation many researchers have often used different

I 0
approaches, and a combination of measuring tools are used

in an effort to gain an objective assessment of

| |
acculturation in relation to their target population.

Socio-demographics can be used at a greater capacity as
I‘

correlatioh criteria when conducting research on
|

acculturatﬁon (Zane & Mak, 2002; Marin & Gamba, 1996).
|

To address the issue of a consistent measuring tool
the researther included questions from the acculturation
rating scale for Mexican Maricans-II (ARSMA-II) to better

assess for, socialization among Hispanics. To the

researcherg surprise, these four questions (40-43) fail to

provide statistically measurable data. Consequently, many
| ,
of the respondents chose not to answer the questions and

in fact théy offended some because of their bias dimension
(Cuellar, et al 1995).

!

|

Recommendations for Social Work
Practice, Policy and Research j

|
It is recommended that this study be expanded to
include sapple populations from various social constructs.

Recommendations for further research on acculturation

among Hispénics should include various sample groups of

|
{
P
'
I
'
'
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E
different ﬁispanic populations. This may provide a wide
variety inicultural backgrounds thereby contribute

|
different #esults. It is further suggested that a sample

of this type should to include more second generation
|

|
adults as Well as adolescents who may fall into the fourth

or fifth generation Hispanics.
This #esearch study has relevanht implication for
social work practice because it gives a much better

understanding of acculturation. The findings from this

1

|
research have created an awareness of the different levels

of accultu:ation that exist among various generations of
Hispanics i

bur sémple size was gathered from a predominant
Hispanic C%tholic Church. Therefore, the results cannot be
generalizeg to all Hispanics that may or may not bé
religiousl? involved in a church. Researcher must be
careful wh%n assuming religious affiliation and level of
acculturation among any Hispanic population.

The f%ndings could contribute to the development of a
relevant k%owledge base on the level of acculturation
among Hispgnics and produce effective planning,
utilizatiop and delivery of sociél services to Hispanics.

A clinical social worker might be more effective if he is
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she was aware of a Hispanic’s individual current level of

acculturat;on.
|
|

In an effort to increase the knowledge that

| 1} .
acculturation is a serious social phenomenon, we needed to

increase awareness of the social impact that acculturation
i
[ , . .

has on families and especially on our nation’s children

(Grieco, 2003). The need exist in the field of social work

for State and federal policy changes which greatly affect
|

the Hispan#c population. Implementation of policy changes
at the macro level should take place considering that

|
Hispanic populations are affected by policy changes and

budget cut? which greatly impacts society overall.

i Conclusions
The conclusions extracted from the project follows.
We had an bverwhelming well-acculturated sample size

across the;different generations. After interpreting the

data, we believe the high level of acculturation among our

respondent? was due to their length of residency in the

United Sta£es. A sizeable majority of the respondants has

resided in!the United States for more than twentyﬂyears.
One o% our primary conjectures for the research

project was that acculturation was dependent upon the

[
amount of English spoken by the Hispanic population.
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|
i
!
!
However, through the course of this investigation we were

content to:find that it really does not matter how much of

|
the dominanmt language you speak to determine your level of

|
acculturation.

|
|

!
|
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APPENDIX A

QUESTIONNAIRE
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1.
2.

How many children do you

( B

(

)ﬁone
)1-2
)3-4
)5-6

)
)
)
)
)
)

o# ha
)
|
| )

Questionnaire

ig your age?

Single
Divorced
Married
Widowed
Separated

' Co-Habitating

ve childreﬁ?

Yes

No

)ﬁore than 7

|

is your ethnic identity?

i
|
|
|
|
!
|
|

)
)
)
)
)

African American
Caucasian
Hispanic

Asian

Other:

60

have?

is your marital status? (Check one)

(Check one)



What is the highest level of education you have
completed? (Check one) '

( ) Less than 3% grade

( ) Elementary (4-6%%) |
( ) Some High School

( )  High School Graduate
( ) Some College

( ) College Graduate

( )

<N o0 Uk W N

Post Graduate

Are you employed?
1. ) Yes-
2. ( ) No

How many employed adults live in your home?
1. ( ) None
2. (1) 1-2
»
|

3 or more

What %as the source of your household income?
(Check all that apply)

( ) Employment |

)Public Assistance Programs

)%ANF

) Social Security

) Unemployment Insurance

|
) Food Stamps

(
(
(
( )%orker's Compensation
(
(
( ) Other:
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|
|
i
I
I
|

\
What is your annual household income? (Check one)

Under $9,999 \
$10,000-14,999 |
|
$15,000-19,999 |
|
|
|

)

)

)

) $20,000-29,999
)  $30,000-39,999
)  $40,000-49,999
) $50,000-59,999
)  Over $60,000

1. ) Rent

2. { )  Own

3. ) Other:

How lqng have you lived in thelUnited States? (Check
one)
less than 3 months

4 to 7 months

8 to 11 months !

12 months to 3 years .

8 to 11 years
12 to 15 years
16 to 19 years

O O 1 & Ul b W NN

)
)
)
)
) 4 to 7 years
)
)
)
)

More than 20 years |
What is your country of origin? o
|

What is your family’s country of origin?
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15. What gENERATION best applies to you? Check only one.

1. ( l ) 1% Generation = You were born outside the
United States. '

grandparents were all born in the
U.S.A.

2. ( | ) 2" Generation = You were born in the U.S.A
! and either was parent born in another
I country. ,

3. ( i ) 3" Generation = You were born in the
1 U.S.A, both parents were born in the
i U.S.A., and all your grandparents were
! born in another country.
|

4. ( : ) 4™ Generation = You and your parents were
; born in the U.S.A. and at least one
i grandparent was born in another
i country.

5. ( i ) 5™ Generation = You, your parents and
|
|

Circle a nuéber between 4 and 1 that best applies for each item.
!

!
| n
! > “
| o O
i =z >
P o | 2
| i) -5
| 0 ¢ | D h
; 0 0] w 0
, £ + £ £
| — i o —
16. How ofﬁen do you speak English? 4 3 2 1
17. How often do you speak in English
. ! o 4 3 2 1
with your friends?
18. How of#en do you think in English? 4 3 2 1
19. How of%en do you speak Spanish? 4 3 2 1
20. How often do you speak in Spanish
. l . 4 3 2 1
with Y?ur friends?
21. How often do YOU think in Spanish? 4 3] 2 1
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Circle a nurn

nber between 4 and 1 that best applies for each item.

>
'_|
— Y
~ o)
0} 0
= > al}
—
e Y >
g — o) g
0} 0} o 9]
e = a¥ -
22. How welll do you speak'English? 4 3 2 1
23, How well do you read in English? 4 3 2 1
24. How well do you understand television
. S 4 3 2 1
programs in English?
25. How well do you understand radio
. . 4 3 2 1
programs in English?
| .
26. How well do you write in English? 4 3 2 1
27. How well do you understand music in
‘ . 4 3 2 1
Engllsp?
28. How weFl do you speak Spanish? 4 3 2 1
29. How we?l do you read in Spanish? 4 3 2 1
i !
30. How well do you understand television
I . . 4 3 2 1
programs in Spanish?
| 1
31. How well do you understand radio
. . 4 3 2 1
programs in Spanish? '
32. How weil do you write in Spanish? 4 3 2 1
33. How well do you understand music in
. 4 3 2 1
Spanish?
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!
Circle a nuber between 4 and 1 that best applies for each item.

Almost Always
Sometimes
Almost Never

Often

34. How often do you watch television
programs in English?
|

N
w
N
o

35. How often do you listen to radio
progr?ms in English?

36. How o#ten do you listen to music in
Engli§h?

37. How often do you watch television
programs in Spanish?
!

38. How often do you listen to radio
progr?ms in Spanish?

39. How o#ten do you listen to music in
Spanigh?
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Circle a number between 1 and 5 that best applies for each item.

n n|JT n un
n |0 ala 2 O wn
O |-4 ©|© © -l g
-—H | O O gl ®©
o | @ -~ ®©| O
T | QY Mo A
o |n 0|® O 0| M
®n [H gl|la g - 0}
| & | B
o P =¥

O a8 H|IO o
— |4 ©|o 4|4 © —~
— |0 g|Q @©o|l0 o] —
K |2 PG o= P
40. Your close friends are: 1. 2 3 4 5

41. You p¥efer going to social
gathe¥ings/ parties at which the | 1 2 3 4 5
peopl? are:

42. The pérsons you visit or who
vigit|you are:

43, If you could choose your
children’s friends, you would . 1 2 3 4 5

want them to be: ,
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Cuestionario

es su edad?

¢Cuil: es su estado civil? (Solamente escoja una)
( i‘) Soltero (a) ’

") Divorciado (a)
) Casado (a)

) Viudo (a)

) Separado (a)

)

Co-Habitando con su pareja

¢Tiene hijos (as)?
1. (1) si
2. () No

gCuan?os hijos (as) tiene?

( )Ninguno (a) -
( )iz ' i
( )3-4
()56
(

)Fas de 7

¢Cudl' es su identidad Etnica? (Solamente escoja una)
1. | ) Afro-Americano (a)

2. ) Anglosaidén (a)

3. ( ) Hispano (a)

4. ( i ) Asiatico (a)

5. ( ) Otra:
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¢Cuél|es el grado de educacidén mas alto que ha
completado? (Solamente escoja una)

1.0

| Menos del 3er grado

Primaria (4-6th)

Secundaria

Algo de Universidad

Graduado de Universidad

)
)
)
) Graduado (a) de Preparatoria
)
D)
)

N o Ul WwN

(
(
(
(
(
(

| Post Graduado

i
¢Estal usted empleado?
1. ( ) 8i

2. ( i ) No

¢Cuantos adultos empleados viven en su casa®?

1. (i ) Ninguno (a)
2. () 1-2
3. ! ) 3 o Mas

gCuélies su fuente de ingreso?
(Maque todos los que le apliquen)

(- )Trabajo

)?rogramas de Asistencia
Asistencia del Gobierno
Seguro Social

éompensacién al Trabajador
?esempleo

Es;ampillas de comida

)
)
)
)
)
)Otro:
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

¢Cudlies su ingreso anual? (Solamente escoja una)
1. ( : ) Menos de $9,999

2. (] ) $10,000-14,999

3. ! ) $15,000-19,999

4. (') $20,000-29,999

5. (| ) $30,000-39,999

6. ( f ) $40,000-49,999

7. ( % )  $50,000-59,999

8. ( ) Mas de $60,000
¢Vive' en casa propia o renta?
1. (| ) Renta ‘

2. ( ) Dueflo (a)

‘
|

3. (') otro:

cPor %uanto tiempo ha vivido en los Estados Unidos?
(Solamente escoja una) |
1. (| ) Menos de 3 meses

| De 4 a 7 meses

De 8 a 11 meses

De 12 meses a 3 afios,

De 8 a 11 afios
De 12 a 15 afios

De 16 a 19 afios

W O 3 0 U b W N

)
)
)
) De 4 a 7 afios
)
)
)
) Mas de 20 afios

¢Cudl' es su pais de origen?

es el pais de origen de su familia?
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15.

v
I

| ~
Cual GENERACION se aplica mejor a su persona.

Solamente escoja una.

1. (| ) Primera Generacidn = Usted nacid en otro
pais (no en los estados Unidos.)

2. ( )  Segunda Generacién = Usted nacid en los

otro pais.

3. ( ) Tercera Generacidn = Usted nacid en los
Estados Unidos y sus padres también, pero
sus abuelos nacieron en otro pais.

4. ( i ) - Cuarta Generacidén = Usted sus padres y uno

. de sus abuelos nacieron en Estados Unidos.
| , .
5. (1 ) Quinta Generacidn = Usted, sus padres y

i todos sus abuelos nacieron en Estados

Unidos.
|

Estados Unidos y uno de sus padres nacid en

Marque con un circulo él numero entre 1 y 4 a la respuesta
que sea mas adecuada para usted.

|
|
' i
t

espafiol?
|

0]
) n
0] o Q
| -
! =] [0} - 0
| 0} s o
. -~ o 0 3
| alels|=
| A | D | 8] -
l ] G ~ G
! @) F [SH @
16. ¢Con dué frecuencia habla usted
X - 4 3 2 1
inglés?
17. ¢Con qué frecuencia habla usted en 4 3 5 |1
ingles con sus amigos?
|
18. ¢Con qué frecuencia piensa usted en
. ; 4 3 2 1
ingles?
19. ¢Con &ué frecuencia habla usted en 4 3 5 1
espaﬁ?l?
20. ¢Con gqué frecuencia habla usted en 4 3 5 1
espaﬁ?l con sus amigos?
21. ¢Con qué frecuencia piensa usted en 4 3 9 1

|
|
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Marque con, un circulo €l numero entre 1 y 4 a la respuesta
que sea mas adecuada para usted.

22. ¢Qué tan bien habla usted ingles?

w | Bien
v | No Muy Bien
= | Muy Mal

w | | Muy Bien

w
\e}
=

23. ¢;Qué #an bien lee usted en ingles?

24. (Qué tan bien entiende usted los
programas de ustedlsidén en ingles?

25. ¢Qué fan bien entiende usted los
programas de radio en ingles?

26. ¢Qué tan bien escribe usted en
ingles? |

27. ¢Qué #an bien entiende usted misica
en ingles?

28. ¢Qué tan bien habla usted espaﬁol? 4 3 2 1

29. ¢Qué tan bien lee usted espafiol? 4 3 2 1
1 1

30. ¢Qué tan bien entiende usted 1os
programas de ustedlsidén en espafiol?

31. ¢Qué tan bien entiende usted los
programas de radio en espafiol?

32. ¢Qué tan bien escribe usted en:
espafiol?
|

33. ¢Qué tan bien entiende usted misica
en espafiol? -

|
|
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|
Marque con‘un circulo &l numero entre 1 y 4 a la respuesta
que sea mas adecuada para usted.

|
|
|
|

Casi Siempre
Frecuentemente
Algunas Veces
Casi Nunca

|
34. ¢Con qué frecuencia ve usted
programas de televisidén en ingles?

S
w
N
=

35. ¢Con qué frecuencia escucha usted
programas de radio en ingles?

36. ¢Con qué frecuencia escucha usted
misica en ingles?

37. ¢Con qué frecuencia ve usted
programas de televisidén en espafiol?

T :
38. ¢Con qué frecuencia escucha usted
programas de radio en espafiol?

| - '
39. ¢Con qué frecuencia escucha usted
misica en espafiol?
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Marque con|un circulo &l numero entre 1 y 5 a la respuesta
gque sea mas adecuada para usted.

l —_ —_ ®
[ n|l ° |n ©
—~ |~ @ o] M —~! ~
n N~ p [([—wn
© © - © n
— |~ 0 E n — O
0 0 O o
O n o >~ o wm L]
o O © @ O O
© o O| © U ol A
O, | @ A © [+ @ “
n [OTRRS] i} O )
-~ n ol -H O ©n s
T |-+ g = g | <«
T (S o
e} - o}
— n 0| ®n n Ol ~
o (v 3| ® |w©8 I O
0w (= o U |= o wn

40. Sus amigos y amigas mas cercanos

=
N
w
.Y
(2]

son:
41. Ustediprefiere ir a reuniones
sociales/fiestas en las cuales 1 2 3 4 5-

las personas son:

42. Las personas que usted visita o
gue 1% visitan son:

43. Si usﬁed pudiera escoger los
amigos (as) de sus hijos (as), 1 2 3 4 5
quisi?ra que ellos(as) fueran:
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INFORMED CONSENT
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INFORMED CONSENT

The study in which you are being asked to participate
in is desiéned to investigate acculturation processes
among Hispanics in San Bernardino. This study is being
conducted by Jennifer Marie Costa and Maria Lorena Ochoa
under the supervision of Dr./Professor Tom Davis,
PROFESSOR OF Social Work department. The purpose of this
study is to explore acculturation among a Hispanic
Population!in San Bernardino County. This study has been
approved by the Department of Social Work Subcommittee of
Institutional Review Board, California State University,
San Bernardino.

|

In this study, you will be asked to respond to
questions about acculturation. The Acculturation Survey
should take about 20 to 30 minutes to complete. All of
your response will be held in the strictest of confidence
by the researchers. Your name will not be reported with
your responses. All data will be reported in group form
only. You may receive the group results of this study upon
completion'in the Spring Quarter of 2004 at the following
location John M. Pfau Library at California State
Unlver81tylof San Bernardino.

Your part101patlon in this study is totally
voluntary.' You are free not to answer any questions and
withdraw at any time during this study without penalty.
When you have completed the Acculturation Survey, you will
receive a debriefing statement describing the study in
more detail. In order to ensure the validity of the study,
we ask that you not discuss this study with other
participanps.

If yoh have any questions or concerns about this
study, please feel free to contact Dr. Tom Davis at (909)
880-3085.

|
By plecing a check mark in the box below, I
acknowledge that I have been informed of, and that I
understand, the nature and purpose of this study, and I
freely consent to participate. I also acknowledge that I
am at least 18 yvears of age.

|
Place a check mark here [] Today’s Date:

|
I

|
!
i
{
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INFORMA@ION DE CONSENTIMIENTO PARA LOS PARTICIPANTES

En 1a'siguiente investigacidn le estamos pidiendo su
partlclpac1on con el objetivo de explorar la relacidn entre
la adqulslc1on del lenguaje Ingles y la aculturacién en una
drea del Condado de San Bernardino. Esta investigacidn es
conducida por las dos estudiantes Jennifer Marie Costa y
Maria Lorena Ochoa, las dos estudiantes del programa de la
Maestria en Trabajo Social en la Universidad Estatal de
Callfornlaien San Bernardino. Esta investigacidn esta bajo la
superv181on del Profesor Tom Davis, PROFESOR del Departamento
de Trabajo Social. E1 propdsito de esta investigacidn es para
explorar el tema de aculturacidn entre los Hispanos en una
poblacidn de San Bernardino. La investigacidn ha sido
aprobada y 'respaldada por el subcomité Institucional de
Revigidn de la Universidad Estatal de California, San
Bernardino .CSUSB.

En la'presente investigacidn, le pedimos que complete
el cuestionario en Espafiol sobre lenguaje y aculturacidn.
Este cuestionario sobre aculturacidén le tomara
aproximadamente 20 o 30 minutos para completarlo. Todas sus
respuestas 'seran estrictamente confidenciales y solo sera
discutida entre losg investigadoras. En ningin momento su
nombre ser% reportado ni aparecera con sus respuestas. Toda
la informacidén recolectada serd representada en grupo
solamente. Usted podrad recibir los resultados de grupo sobre
esta investigacidn al finalizar la investigacidén a finales
del mes de Diciembre 2004. La informacidén estaréd disponible
en la Liberaria de la Universidad a partir de Diciembre 2004.

Le reiteramos que su participacidn en esta
investigacﬁén es totalmente voluntaria. También, siéntase en
plena libertad de retirarse de esta investigacidn si no se
siente conforme y no serd penalizado por ello. Toda la
informacidén recolectada serd analizada con el Gnico propdsito
de aumentar el conocimiento sobre cuestiones de aculturacién.
Cuando haya completado el cuestionario sobre aculturacidn,
recibird una hoja con la aclaracidén para los participantes
donde se lé informara mas sobre la investigacién. Le pedimos
que para mantener la validez de esta investigacién no comente
sus respuestas con ningdn otro participante.

Si tlene cualquier pregunta o preocupacidn sobre esta
1nvestlgac1on, siéntase con la confianza de contactar al Dr.
Tom Davis al numero (909) 880-3085.

Marcando una X en la caja siguiente, YO estoy
reconociendo que fui informado de, y entiendo la naturaleza y
propdsito de esta investigacidn, dando mi consentimiento
libremente.| También, atestiguo que por lo menos tengo 18 afios
de edad.

Ponga una X aqui [] La Fecha de Hoy:
, .
i
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DEBRIEFING STATEMENT



DEBRIEFING STATEMENT

Thank |you for your participation in this study.
Jennifer Marie Costa and Maria Lorena Ochoa, both Social
Work Students at California State University, San
Bernardino, conducted this research study. The primary
goal of this study is to test the correlation between the
use of the [English language and the acculturation process
to host culture among Hispanics. The purpose is to find
out the levels of acculturation among Hispanics. We will
be measuriﬁg our hypotheses by using an acculturation
scale and Qemographics.

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding
the study,|please feel free to contact Professor Tom Davis
at his offilce SB 411 or by telephone (909) 880-3839 at the
end of Sprﬂng Quarter of 2004. In the event that you feel
any distress by filling out this survey, ‘please feel free
to contact |Bilingual Family Counseling Serxvices (909)
986-7111. Lf you would like to obtain a copy of the group
results of this study, please vigit our campus library in
December 2004.
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ACLARACION PARA LOS PARTICIPANTES

Muchas gracias por su part1c1pa01on en esta
investlgaC}on Jennifer Marie Costa y Maria Lorena Ochoa,
las dos estudiantes del programa de la Maestria en Trabajo
Social en }a Universidad Estatal del estado de California
en San Bermnardino, condujeron esta 1nvestlgac1on La meta
principal de esta investigacidn serd de probar la relacidn
entre el uso del lenguaje Ingles y el proceso de
acculturac1on entre los Hispanos en una area del Condado
de San Bermardino. La intencidén es probar la hipotesis que
el uso delllenguaje Ingles no constituye necesariamente la
aculturacién en la cultura Hispana.

Ssi aléuna pregunta o preocupacidén surge con relacidn
a los resultados de esta investigacién, por favor sientase
con la libertad de contactar al Profesor Tom Davis en su
oficina SB|411 o via telefonica al (909) 880-3839 a
finales de% mes de Diciembre del 2004. Si por algun motivo
al llenar este cuestionario le ha traido problemas
emocionale% por fabor sientase con la libertad de
conseguir ayuda en la agencia de consejeria billingue para
familias “Bllllngual Family Counseling Services”
comunlcandose al numero (909) 986-7111. Si le gustaria
obtener una copia de los resultados de esta investigacion,
podra obteﬁerlos visitando nuestra libreria en la
‘Universidad o en la oficina parroquial a finales de este
afio.
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LETTER OF APPROVAL OUR LADY

OF MOUNT CARMEL CHURCH
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! . Mission Statement )
“We, a community qf fm’tfz l?f our Lady of Mount Carmel, are committed to be a l’z’w’ng sign
o Gl through aur diciploship and service using our talenss to fulfil¢h
: of God’s love through our 15?1 eship and service, using our talents to ﬁtgi the
spiritual needs of our families and parish community for the glory of God”

January 29 2004

!

! .
California State University of San Bernardino (CSUSB)
Social Woérk Department
Institutional Review Board (Subcommittee)

5500 University Parkway
San Bernardino CA 92407

To whom' it may concern:

RE: Chur;ch approval to conduct MSW Research Project
i

1, Joseﬁm'; Herrera, the Pastoral Administrator of Our Lady of Mt Carmel, Ranche
.Cucameonga, California, hereby give Maria Lorena Ochoa and Jennifer Marie Costa
permission to conduct their Master of Social Work Research Project at Our Lady of
Mount Carmel Church. :

i
These two MSW Students frora CSUSB may solicit church members participation in
completing their survey’s by respecting the confidentiality and their privacy. Our Lady of
Mount Carmel Church will provide a room or facility on church grounds where the MSW
Students x:'nay have church members complete their surveys.

|
Sincerely!

Jogétina Flerrera
Pastoral édministrator

l
|
|
! :

10079, 8th Street Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 + Tel: (909) 987-2717 + Fax: (909) 987-3818
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ASSIGNED RESPONSIBILITIES PAGE
This was a two-person project where authors
collaboratéd throughout. However, for each phase of the
project, cértain authors took primary respongibility.

These resp%nsibilities were assigned in the manner listed
\

below. !

1. ?ata Collection:
Assigned Leader: Maria Lorena Ochoa
éssisted By: Jennifer Marie Costa

2. gata Entry and Analysis:
feam Effort: Jénnifer and Maria

3. Writing Report and Presentation of Findings:
g. “Introduction and Literature
E Team Effort: Jennifer and Maria
L. Methods
? Team Effort: Jennifer and Maria

> %. Results

i Team Effort: Jennifer and Maria
%. Discussion
{ Team Effort: Jennifer and Maria
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