


PAGE 6

We will look at five groupings within each ancestry. Ancestry
is a person's self-identified origin descent, lineage,
nationality group or country in which the person or the person's
parents or ancestors were born before their arrival in the United
States. The question was ask2d of persons regardless of how many
generations their ancestors had been in this country. Persons
were asked to write-in the name of the group with which they most
clearly identify. Those who thought of themselves as having more
than one origin were asked to write in their multiple ancestries.
The open—-ended vwrite-in item on ancestry was caded in census
processing offices into a numeric representation usina a code
list of over 400 categories. If a response was in terms of dual
ancestry two codes were assiqgned, The detailed ancestry data is
found only in the census basic records and in the public-use
micro-data files used in this report. First, there are those
persons who when asked "What is your ancestry" ansvered first or
only "French or Freanch-Canadian or Quehecois or Acadian.” These
I term the "“primary French Ancestry Group." The people who
ansvered French, French-Canadian, OQuebecois or Acadian in second
place, T call "Secondary French Group." Then there are the
persons who said they spoke French at home, these T have
categorized as "French-speaking."” "Persons vwho speak a language
other than English at home were asked to report the language
spoken. The write-in entries of the lanquage spoken were coded
in census processing into 387 categories which are recorded in
the basic records and in the punblic nse microdata files"” used to

prepare this paper. These language data should not be
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interpreted as the number of people who are able to speak
specific languages.) U.S. PRureau of the Census, Census of

Population and Housing: 1980, Technical Documentation,

Washington, D. C., 1983, pp. K-26.) Note that the French speakers
are part of the primary and secondary French groupings.
Therefore I formed two more categories, primary French minus
French speakers and secondary French less French speakers. These
groups I have termed "orimary French-Fnglish speaking" and

"secondary French-Enalish speaking.,"

I approached the gquestion "Does ethnicity make a difference?”
by comparing the five groupings of French with the core group of
primary English, the criterion group. The other two ethnic
groups in Maine with substantial numbers of non-English speakers
are the German and Italian grounpings. Some comparisons to them
are included in this report. The Hispanic group which also has a
number of non-Englisbh speakers was excluded because of the
overall number of Hispanic was too low for many of the cross-

tabulations.

One of the many factors which c¢ould blar our findings is aqge.
Older persons might be expected +to be less assimilated than
younger persons, to use a non-English language more, have more
children and less education. In order to minimize the effect of
age, only persons age 25 to 44 in 1980 are included 1in our
sample. These persons are old enough to have completed their
education but young enough to have an important impact on their

ethnic group for the remainder of this century. They were born
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between 1936 and 1955,

AREA

The geographic area under consideration is the State of Maine
in 1980. The state is bounded on two of its four sides by
Canada. Much of this Canadian area in OQuebec and Madavaska
County in V¥New Brunswick is PFrench speaking and inhabited by
persons of French ancestry. This in a sense stacks the cards for
continued cultural differences of the Maine French from the core
group of English ancestry persons. However to the extent that we
find little or no difference between the French and the English
we have very decisive data with regard to the assimilation of the
French. Probably no other state is as exposed to external French

influences as is Maine.

MEASURES

I used six characteristics +o measure assimilation, percent
college graduates, percent with household incomes of $15,000 or
more, percent of households which were non-family households,
percent married more than once, and percent with no or only one
child. All of the measures were devised so that non-assimilation
percentages would be below those of the primary English, the core
group. The expectation was that the percentages of the ethnic
groups would be below that of the English group on all measures,
that is they would not exhibit characteristics identical or

similar to the English, i.e. characteristics of assimilation.
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FINDINGS

A1l French groups were in fact below the English in all of the
measures except for personal income for the ancestry groups and
fertility for the secondary French categories. Thus out of
thirty possible comparisons, the French groups were in the less
than assimilated dAirection except in six instances. The higher
personal income of all the French groupings except the French
speakers account for <four of the six instances of assimilated
values. The other two assimilated values are the fertility of
the secondary French groups. In educational level, occupation,
non-family households and marriage more than once all five of the
French groups had wvalues in the direction of non-assimilation.
In eighty percent of the calculated measures, the French in Maine
age 25-44 in 1980 did not show full cultural assimilation with

the core English group.

When we look at the Germans and the Italians, the assimilation
picture is very different. Por the Germans, of the 25
measurements available 22 or 85 percent are in the direction of
assimilation, e.g. All German groups have a higher percentage of
college graduates in white collar occupations and higher personal
income and lower fertility than do the primary English. In
percent married wmore than once and in household income of
secondary German groups the German groupings were less
assimilated as compared to the ®nglish. Much the same pattern is

seen among the Ttalians. Twenty-one of the 26 measurements or 81
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percent are in the direction of assimilation.

Thus, we have a first answer to our guestion "Does ethnicity
make a difference.," Yes it does make a difference but the
direction varies by ethnic group. The French ancestry groups are
less assimilated compared to the primary English group and the
German and Ttalian groups. These two are largely assimilated.
Ethnicity does seem to make a difference even if the direction

from the criterion varies by ethnic group.

What is the extent of the difference between the French groups
and the core agaroup. T7f we £ix more than 10 percent of the
criterion measure as a substantial difference, we find that over
half of the comparisons yield substantial differences between the
French and the English. The percentage of each French grouping
who are college graduates and the percentage of households in
each grouping which are non-family are substantially different
from the English. Using the cutting point of one third larger
percentage differences between the French and the English the
only areat differences found are in percent college gradunates for
the primary ancestry groups and the French-speaking group. Does
ethnicity make a difference? For Franco-Americans age 2S-44 in
Maine in 1980, ethnicity did make a substantial difference hut
not a great difference. Since the Germans and the Italians
differed from the English in the direction postulated as
assimilationist for the most part it is difficult to say that

ethnicity in itself makes a difference. Rather it is the
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specific ancestry or ethnicity which makes the difference.

Blue Collar

One of the gquestions Greeley asks is "Are sonre ethnics more
'blue collar' than others?" For Maine in 1980, the answer is
yes. The French groups are all substantially above the English
core group in percent in secondary industries {manufacturing,
etc.) and the German groups are subhstantially below the English
core group. The Italian primary ancestry groups are more
industrial than the English and the secondary Ttalian ancestry
groups are less so. With regard to onccupation, 51.3% of the
English group is blne collar and all of the French groupings are
higher than that, peaking with the French speakers at nearly
sixty percent. On the other hand, both the German and Ttalian
groupings are substantially below the English measure of blue
collar work down to around forty percent for the secondary German
and Italian English speakers. Thus in Maine in 1980 one ethnic
group, the French, was more blue collar than the core group and
more blue collar than either the TItalian or the German ancestry

groups. Ancestry does make a difference.

Language

Does language make a difference? A recent issue of Time
suggests that language use is key factor in the assinilation of
immigrants. (July 8, 1985) Religious leaders of Franco-Americans
for three generations specified an analogous factor wvhen they

said "Qui perd sa langue perd sa foi." (He who loses his
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langquadqe, loses his faith.) Henry Grunwald, Timpe editor-in-
chief wrote, "For many immigrants, the true act of naturalization
occurs when they start having dreams in English.” We can't
measure religion nor dreams but we do know the reported home
language.! The French speakers are substantially different fronm
the English on percent <college garaduates, white collar
occupation, more than one marriage, non-family households, and
fertility. TLookinag at our six characteristics, the French
speaking show the greater divergence  from the core group as
compared to the Fnglish speaking French ancestry groups on all
the measures. The conclusion is that the French language
speakers are the least assimilated of the French qroups. The
French indicators support Henry 6Grunwald's contention that
langnage use makes a snbstantial difference. There are not
enough German and Italian 1language speakers to compute the

measures of assimilation,

Marital Assimilation

Thirty-six percent of the primary French spoke French at home,

only five percent of the secondary French, Roughly five percent
of the primary Germans spoke the ancestral language at home and
four percent of the primary Ttalians spoke Ttalian. Negligible

numbers of secondary German and Italian spoke the traditional
tonque at home. Nine percent of the sample speak French at home,
three-tenths of one percent speak German and two-tenths of one
percent speak Italian. Twenty-one percent ({with missing data) to
31 percent (withont missing data) were primary French, four to
five percent primary German, two to three percent primary
Italian. Four to 20 percent of sample were secondary ¥rench, two

to eleven percent were seconday German and one +to four percent
were secondary Ttalian.
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Prior to runming ¢the data, T made the prediction based on
assimilation theory as well as common sense that the secondary
French would exhibit greater traits of assimilatinn than the
primary Prench and that the secondary French-English speakers
would be the most assimilated followed by the ©primary French
English speakers. The French speakers would be least
assimilated. 0Nverall, the secondary French are very probably the
product of what Gordon has termed the "parital assimilation stage
of assimilation® or "amalgamation®" ({Gordon, 1964, p. 71). Thay
have reported French ancestry in second place after some other
ancestry. Similarly the secondary German or Ytalian are products
of marital assimilation, For the French in fact, the secondary
French exhibited greater assimilation traits than do the primary
French and the secondary French-Fnglish speakers exhibited
greater assimilation than the primary French-English speakers on
the six indicators: education, occupation, income, non-family

honseholds, times married and fertility.

The same pattern of higher assimilated values among the
secondary Germans +than among the ©primary are found among the
Germans in terms of education, occuption, industry, non-family
households, and fertility. The measures related to marriage are
in the direction of non-assimilation and household income is
inverted with the primary Germans having higher income than
secondary Germans., For the Italians we have the anomalous
findings that the secondary Italian are more assimilated than the
primary in only two of the eight indictors, occupation and

fertility. The evidence is very clear. Ethnicity does nmake a
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difference even in the face of intermarriage. However,
intermarriage tends to compress the differences in cultural

traits between the ethnic group and the core group.

Social Class

The last gquestion to address is whether ethnicity is merely
another way of looking at social class. Does social class affect
the social characteristics or behavior of the ancestry qroups?
Following Greeley, the indicator that T used for social class is
education, specifically T looked at high school graduates and
college graduates, Controlling eAdAucation we still find the
majority of French group earning more than the core group of
English. The secondary Freach high school graduates are
exceptions. All French groups for both levels of education marry
more than once less often than the core group. The impact of
education on fertility of the French is split. For the high
school graduation only groups of French, the percent having no or
only one <child is lower than the Fnglish, that is in the
direction of non-assimilation; but for college graduates, the
percent is higher than that of the English core group in the
direction of assimilation. The French remain non-assimilated

regarding proportion of non-family households except for college

graduates of primary French ancestry.

An unexpected finding 4is that when education 1is taken into
consideration, wmore French high school graduates are in white
collar occupations than Enqlish high school graduates. The

primary French college graduates are also assimilated with regard
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to white collar occupations. These French college gradnates are
more assimilated than one would expect from ancestry alone. Thus
we must come to the conclusion that social class as measured by
educational level does effect bhut does not eliminate the impact
of ancestry on the selected variables. Salience of ancestry for
the French remains even after educational level 1is takenm into

consideration.
SUNNARY AND INTERPRETATIONS

The public use micro-data sample for Maine of French and
French-Canadian persons age 25-44 in 1980 vyielded cross-
tabulations of five groupings of the French by six social and
cultural traits. Persons who styled themselves first or only of
French ancestry were distinguished from those who gave French
ancestry a second place. These in turn were distinguished fron
those who said they spoke French at honme. The French speakers
were then subtracted from the primary and secondary ancestry
groups to yield another two categories of French. The measures
of assimilation wused were economic (percent in white collar
occupations and percent with personal incomes of more than
$15,000 a year), educational (percent college graduates) and
family related variables (percent nmarried more than once, percent
of women with no or only one child and percent in non-family

households).

The pervasive influence of French culture is seen in the non-
assimilated values on all the measures except personal income for

the French ancestry aroups and for fertility among the secondary
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French. On all other indicators the French were lower than the
English and thus judged less assimilated. The higher personal
income of the French compared to the English may he surprising to
some. Urban residence and work in higher wage industries such as
the paper industry may be partial explanations. These are
hypotheses to explore. Certainly one of the factors which
attracted the French to Maine from Canada were higher wages. The
fact that the German and Ttalian aroups are much more assimilated
than the French 1lead to the conclusion that not only is ethnic
origin important but experience upon arrival and 1later in this
country affect assimilation. In our data, TFrench ancestry or
ethnic origin does make a difference. The impact of French
ancestry in the direction of non-assimilation is substantial in
half of our measures and great in the case of one, percent with a
college education. No doubt, the traditional disvaluwation of
education among the rural PFrench population of Canada has heen
reinforced by the limited job opportunities 1ir Franco-American
communities. Furthermore, one has to remember that the Franco-
American population of Maine is a residual population after

extensive migration to Connecticut and elsewhere.

Clearly the Maine French are more blue collar than the core
group and also more blue collar than the German and the TItalian.
Historically, many French began as semi-skilled factory workers
and many of their descendants have remained there to this day.
Whereas the Italians began, in this country, as unskilled workers
and may have had greater incentive to move out of the blue collar

category than the French. The Germans on the other hand, some of
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them German Jews, may well have bequn in this country as white

collar workers.

Does French ethnicity still make a difference in Maine in
19807 The answver is "Yes, it does." 7Tt makes a difference in
proportion with a c¢ollege education especially, but alsp in
proportion white <collat, incidence of low fertility, being
married more than once and proportions in non-family households.
The French had lower values on all of these indicators than the
core primary English group. The differences are attenuated when
educational level is controlled, but the majority of the less
than assimilated values remain. French ethnicity cannot be
egquated with a social class. The French are the blue collar
specialists in Maine as compared to the English, the German and
the Italiam groups. If education or social class does not
eliminate the differences with the core group neither does
intermarriage. Only in the case of fertility do the secondary

Prench take on the behavioral patterns of the English core.

Does French language use make a difference in behavior traits?
Yes, it does, the Prench speaking are the least assimilated of
all the French gronps on all of the indicators (exception--
primary ancestry education). There is a clear influence of

French language use on behavior in Maine in 1980.

The areat exception to the impact of French ethricity on
behavorial patterns is found in personal income. All the French
groups but the French speakers even more than the core group.

Three explanations for this were suggested for further
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exploration. But with this exception, French ethnicity continues
to make a difference in Maine in 1989, The French are not

completely assimilated.

Because Maine is a border state %o Canada and because the
French in Maine have the highest percentage of Prench speakers
and the.lowest percentage of mixed French ancestry persons, we
cannot extrapolate the findings for Maine to the rest of New
England. ©PFach state will have to be studied by itself. Perhaps
individual counties or metropolitan areas should be examined
separately. For all of these areas, my expectation would be that
the French outside of Maine would be more completely assimilated

than the Prench in Maine.




Selected Characteristics of Maine French Groups

and the EBnglish Core Group: Maine, 1980
{Percentages)
Measure Primary Secondary French Primary
Prench French Speaking French
Fnglish
Speaking

EDUCATION

Percent

College

Graduation 12.4-- 17.5- 12. 6~ 12.8--
ECONOMIC

Percent

White Collar 42.5- 47,2 40.7- 4.0

Percent

Personal

Incone

$15,000

OT more 23.5+ 25. 4+ 22.8 23.4+
FAMILY

Percent no

or one child 30.0- 36.5+ 28.0- 32.0

Percent married

more than once 13.7- 17.1 11.0- 15.6~-

Percent in

non-family

- substantially below core group/non-assimilated values

—- greatly below core group/non-assimilated values
+ above core group/assimilated values
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Secondary
French
English
Speaking

17- 9"

47.0

26.34

7. 6_
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Primary
English
Core

21.7

8.7

35.5

17.7




