NEWCOmep
elands Who,
,aqd ethnj,
Or Just sycp
concerneg
) s€é€med to
iinherend
ese fears of
thers, whe
Americyy,

(aggerated,

pessimisp,
n inspired
s, tOO, the
rated. Just
project a
American
yessimism
bsorptive
ven itself
he immi-
parties to
»ook will
migrants
grants of
) the one

Inited States
University

Haven and

le (Boston:

d edition)-

CoMPARING CONTEMPORARY AND NEW IMMIGRATION 15

Pyong Gap Min, “A Comparison of Post—1965
and Turn-of-the-Century Immigrants in
Intergenerational Mobility and
Cultural Transmission”

BETWEEN 1880 AND 1930, approximately 28 million people immigrated
to the United States. About half of the immigrants during this mass migration
period originated from southern and eastern European countries. While the
vast majority of the earlier northwestern European immigrant groups were
Protestant, these later immigrants were mostly Catholic or Jewish. Initially, \
these non-Protestant,“new immigrant” groups were considered different races Roce. .
and encountered prejudice, discrimination, and racial violence by native-born
Americans of northwestern ancestry. However, as classical assimilation theory
predicted, these non-Protestant, white ethnic groups quickly acculturated to
the American mainstream and achieved gradual social assimilation and
socioeconomic mobility over generations. Although their ancestors were \—p ¢ o €
labelled as “inassimilable races,” they have been incorporated into the white \:J\!;\\f-
American mainstream culturally and structurally.

National origin discriminatory immigration laws in the early 1920s, the
Great Depression, and World War II caused the immigration flow to drop to
its nadir in the next four decades beginning in 1930.Yet, the liberalization
of immigration laws, the United States government’s political and military
involvement in many Third World countries, and other factors have accel-
erated the flow of immigration since 1965, ushering in the second mass
migration_period in American history. While the majority of Tmmigrants
during the first mass migration period were whites who originated in
European countries, the vast majority of post—1965 immigrants were drawn
from non-European, I hird World countries.
" An important 1ssue regarding the adaptation of the descendants of these
new immigrant groups is whether they will follow the descendants of the
earlier white immigrant groups at the turn of the twentieth century.To put
the question differently, what will the major difterences be between the
descendants of earlier white ethnic groups and those of contemporary
immigrant groups in patterns of adaptation?

This article intends to compare the descendants of contemporary, Third
World immigrants and those of the turn-of-the-century white immigrants
in their adaptation patterns. To compare the adaptation patterns systemati-
cally, we need to examine the differences in (1) patterns of ethnicity and
acculturation and (2) patterns of social mobility separately. —

—_— o ———

“Inassimilable Races’’ Have Become White Americans

Table 1.1 provides an overview of historical trends between 1841 and 1996
in immigration size and regions of immigrants’ origin, with a focus on the
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two mass migration periods.The period of 1881-1930, the first mass migration
period, differs from the previous migration period both in the size of annual
immigration and in the region of origin of immigrants. While an over-

g —————
whelming majority of immigrants admitted before 1881 were drawn from

northwestern European, Protestant countries—the United Kingdom,
Germany, and Ireland in particular—the proportion of southeastern, non-
Protestant immigrants began to increase in the 1880s, reaching the majority
of immigrants in the next three decades. The phenomenal increase in the
number of immigrants from these less-developed European countries con-
tributed to the sharp rise in the overall immigration scale during the period.
and Poland were

In the peak decade of the 1900s, Italy, Russia, Hun
among the top source countries of immigrants, with the first two replacing

the United Kingdom and Germany as the top two source countries.
The immigrants from these economically less-developed European
countries were mostly Catholic, Jewish, or Eastern Qrthodox Christian. Their
language, religious, “raCial,” and other differences, along with nativism, led
native-born Protestants to consider their mass migration as a threat to the
Yery foundation of American cultural and political systems. The negative atti-
tudes toward Italians resulted in racial violence against and killings of Italian
immigrants in the early twentieti century. Jews, who left Russia and other
Eastern European countries to escape pogroms, encountered new forms of
anti-Semitic prejudice and discrimination. The nativist reactions to the “new
immigrants” developed into scientific racism in the 1910s,according to which  {

b

Immi ass backgr
their and their children’s socioeconomic adjustments. A large proportion of
n_immigrants of the first mass migration

the southern an tern

periéd were farmers and unskilled workers who were illiterate, although there
. - . e - . B —— ey

were significant national origin differences in the immuigrants’ class back-

ground. Among the European immigrants of 1889-1910 who reported their
occupations, 94 percent of Rumanians, 83 percent of Russians, 78 percent of
southern Italians, and 76 percent of Poles were unskilled workers or farmers,
compared to only 12 percent of Scotch and 14 percent of Jews and English.
The illiteracy rates of major southern and eastern European immigrant
groups admitted in 1920 were 60 percent for the Portuguese, 47 percent for
Italians, 32 percent for Poles, and 23 percent for Jews. As a result, most of the

Southern and Eastern European immigrants, with the exception of Jews who
had largely urban and higher educational backgrounds, occupied the bottom

of the occupational hierarchy in American society. In 1910, only 6 percent of
foreign-born white workers engaged in professional and other white-collar
occupations (public service and clerical) in comparison to 17 percent of native
white workers with native parentage, while they were overrepresented in
manufacturing with the ratio of 43 percent to 26 percent. Partly because of
their class disadvantages and partly because of the industrial structure of the time,
even many of their second-generation descendants remained in blue-collar

occupations.
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“scientific evidence” Was alléged to support the biological superiority of the
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Contemporary Immigrants’ Contribution to
Racial and Ethnic Diversity and Disadvantages
for Intergenerational Mobility

The contemporary migration period is similar to the f
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period in that an exceptionally large number of in
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In 1997, the non-Hispanic white population dropped to 72 percent, while
the Latino and Asian/Pacific Islander populations rose to 11 and 4 percent,
respectively. In the population estimate made in March 1997, there was no
saatistically significant differential between non-Hispanic black (12.6 percent)
and Latino (11.1 percent) populations. Considering that the majority of the
approximately four million illegals are Latinos, Latinos may have already
outnumbered non-Hispanic blacks in 1997.
The liberalization of immigration law in 1965 is partly responsible for
the mass migration of immigrants from Third World countries in the
post—1965 era. But the United States government’s military and political
linkages with many Latin American, Asian, and Caribbean countries, along
with other structural factors, are mainly responsible for the current flow of
migration. There is little chance that the immigration laws will be drastically
revised in the foreseeable future to substantially reduce the current level of
immigration. Further, many researchers have warned that the government
cannot stem the tide of the current immigration flow through its policies.

If that is the case, Latino and Asian populations will continue to in ,
te population.

with a concomitant decline in the proportion of the"whi
According to population projections, the non-Hispanic Wi-r‘ife_ﬁo/pﬁm

will be reduced to 53 percent in 2050 while the Latino, black, and Asian
American populations will grow to 25 percent, 14 perwnt,

respectively.
A5 will be shown in the next section, the contemporary Third World

immigrants are concentrated in several states and metropolitan areas, an

much more highly concentrated Wﬁﬁ—

grants. As a result, non-Hispanfc-wiiites have already become a numerical
ral metropolitan cities, including New York, Los Angeles,

minority in seve
San Francisco, and Miami. American cities have grown far more multiracial

and multiethnic than they were thirty years ago; they will grow racially and
ethnically more diverse in the future. Thus the influx of immigrants in the
post—1965 era has made American racial and ethnic relations far more
complex than before. Many scholars have pointed out that racial and ethnic
theories based on the black-white dichotomy cannot explain complex

racial and ethnic relations in contemporary America.

Disadvantages for Intergenerational Mobility

Although the contemporary mass migration of Third World people has
made American society far more diverse than before, it has not changed the
racial stratification system in which white Americans dominate other racial
fnoritics While descendants of the earlier European immigrants have

melted into white society structurally as well as culturally, African
Ricans and Mexicans) have

Americans and some Latino groups (like Puerto

not been incorporated into American society structurally. Civil rights laws
enacted in the 1960s have eliminate rets encountered by minor-
ity groups; affirmative action programs have given minority members and

women some advantages for finding jobs and gaining admission to colleges




20 Min

nd universities. However, blacks and other racial minorj
a .

. . tieS are sti
judi f discrimination. A
to prejudice and subtle forms o

| e gradugy) 1:&5‘: hj@ct
minority populations and a concomlta.nt dccl.me. m the Wl}ite Popul c‘?SQ in
the future may further moderate racxal‘pre_]udlc? and dlsc"ilhin-\t~ ton j,
white racism and racial inequality are unlikely to disappear in the f(;rmn' Yo
future. . . . esee'&ble
Thus, the descendants of post=1965 immigrants, with th
descendants of Wit

s, Will encounter barrj
and structural assimilatiﬂ} that the descendants o turn—of- hei]?gbﬂity
White immigrants did not experichce, The children way
from e Caribbeam Basim, and those of lower-class black immj grant Mg rang
ticular, are more likely to assimilate to black Americang than t:)m Par.
Americans, although, as will be discussed below, the socia] clasg variabl“’hite
have effects on the children’s socioeconomic adjustments in intere vil
with race. Overall, the descendants of conte N0 imym: N ACtigy,
be_better accepté

p an_those of black immigrants.
darker-skinned Lating immigrants,l' 1nj
more social barriers than light-

990 census shows that United
higher poverty rate than their f

S, are
skinned Latinos and Asian
States

= O
S enC()unter

Americ.
.and cang,
-born Dominican h The

: Ouseholds ave
oreign-born counterparts, 3
As far as socioeconomic adjustments are concerned, Asiap Amer;
seem to census reveals that for a)] s
the exception of Filipi ] i

bot

' matter of a personal chojce
psychologlcal need ¢
owever, even later- i

ethnic identity becay

COMPAR!NG Commomv AND NEW [mpm

having professional and
the exception of Tndochy
land China, were

oo hinese imy
Chi cdominantly from, metropolitan ¢y
heavily from rofessional and my, e-clasg segments of
1990 census s Ows that 1 Percen -

middle-clagg backgroun - Asia

least four years of col\ege.compared to onl
lation. Latino and Caribb oy

. €an immigranes
premigrant class background

t of Asian Immigray

22 percer

N On avera
than both Asian i
Americans. In the 199( census

immigrants reporte

»only 9 percent of
dthat they Completed 1 Tour=:
and Caribbean migrants 15 the y

¢ > ] nited States, evep
prior to migration and they r

: . SPresent a higher clas
general populations in their homz

countries,
Se ente

Ien’s acculturation patterns,
and

timers wi T
rant enclaves, while professional and middle-class

y live in white

middle-class neighborho

ods ¢
set!

<nclaves-Asian American and other children who
can maintaim
may not be fuent in Engih Thete st
$OC10€conomic mobility in an ethnic commun
up in white middle-class neighbsthoods are
white middle class. ol segmented
acculturation to the white middle class has )
school performance. THus the children of A
tled in white Tddle-class neighborhoods hav
eddcation. This mode of adaptation ¢ at requ
ﬁmequisites for social mobility is a rey
classical assimilationist theorists.

Lower-class immigrants in general and
immigrants in particular often settle in L%
neighborhoods. [Sociologist RIejaTdro]
that their settlement in low-income, r}r\\m(
lead their children to have c‘gﬁgg_w_;t;{%\‘%
thereby to assimilate to the adversar: kT

ized native youth” The 1dea ‘t,hat nat -

Own subculture“adversarial”_to i\?_%

developed in the late 1980s to e>§) au:) N

blacks. Drawing from these ant ro:)h“

mented assimilation thepry propose !

immigrants to the minority y(:: s

achievements and th.e_\;e‘\jlj_tﬂ‘-ﬁ__?

in low-income, minory




al minoritieg are gy

on. A grady,] ; Subjq

: . Incy, Ct

in the whijte opy ei.ise

ce and discrimjnatf’tlon
1

disappear in ¢he fOres(;n' Yer
eabl

with - .
AITIErS to social g _the
5 0 1ob;]y
ren of black; >
. ) oL
bIac_k lmmlgrants ir? dngg
mericans than Par.

social clasg variabk\:’ I~
ustments in jpge

P . Cractjg
1t3m Aigran wilxll
5. But the chj] ren of
O

1 A51an Axn ter

. Cricans, T
ican househo]g; av, he
Jarts. €a

ned, Asian Americ,
‘aﬂm‘wh es,wifs
tions fare better than
socioeconomlm{
Wever, even se nd-
)ecogomic Status, are
mf
nd-generation Asian
N native-borp Asian
1t by white children
tion descendants of
1e-hundred—percent
fa personal choice
to a community.
ot but accept their
nericans.”
ace, 1s an important
¢conomic adjust-
8-term effects on
t also later gener-
rticularly on their
1884—1930 white
I'and lower class
ted States, which
and their slower
f contemporary
—JI][ pr()})OTUiO?

COMPARING CONTEMPORARY AND NEW IMMIGRATION

having professional and middle-class backgrou
tﬁe_émme‘(’Ed

land China, were predominantly from metropolitan cities and were drawn

heavily from professional and middle-class segments of the populations. The
1990 census shows that 3?&rcent?AsianﬁnMed at

least four years of college, compared to only 22 percent of the white popu-

lation. Latino and Caribbean immigrants on average represent a lower
premigrant class background than both Asian immigrants and white
Americans. In the 1990 census, only 9 percent of Latino and Caribbean

immigrants reported that TO

and Caribbean migrants in the
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classical assimilationist theorists.

Lower-class immigrants in general and poor Latino and Caribbean

immigrants in particular often settle in” inner-city, low-income minority

neighborhoods. [Sociologist Atefanidro] Portes and his associates argue
that their settlement in low-income, minority neighborhoods is likely to
lead their children to have contact with native-born minority children and
thereby to assimilate to the “adversarial subculture developed by marginal-

ized native youth.” The 1dea that native-born minority youth create their
own subcutture—adversarial”_to academic performance was originally

developed in the late 1980s to explain the poor academic performance of

blacks. Drawing from these anthropological studies, proponents of seg-
mented assimilation theory propose that the acculturation of the children of
immigrants to the minority youth culture will_block their academic

achievements and thereby their social mobility. However, not all immugrant

groups—settted in low-income, minority neighborhoods are vulnerable to
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ber of high-paying high-tech and professional occupatlonsil qreqzer, the
earnings gap between the high earners a.nd the low earners has signi 1cantly.
increased recently. This means that the highly edu.cated chlldr.en of contem-
porary immigrants can achieve a high level-of mterg’eneratlonal. mobility
within one generation—probably from their parents small b}lsxness to a
computer programmer or a medical doctor—while thpse with no high
school degree do not have an opportunity to find stable jobs. . B

Social scientists consider a combination of the residents’ low education
and the disappearance and exodus of low-level blue-collar jobs as major
factors for an exceptionally high unemployment rate and poverty in inner-
city, low-income black neighborhoods. As noted above, as a restutrof their
m“ation to a local youth culture, the children of Caribbean and Latino
immigrants who live in inner-city, minority neighborhoods may not have
the motivation to excel in school. These children, like the children of
native-born minority members, are likely to be trapped in permanent
poverty. Many of their immigrant parents can escape from poverty because
they are ready to undertake low-level blue-collar and service-related jobs
and work long hours. The second-generation children who do not hold
their imn}igr‘ant parents’ valties of work and mobility will not accept these
unattractive jobs that demand long hours of work. This 15 why some sociol-

ogists predict that a Targe segment of the new second generation will
experience downward mobility, *— .

—

The New Second Generation’s Advantages for

Retaining their Ethnic Culture and Remaining Bicultural
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Table 1.2 Major foreign-born states anc

Number
Year Major States (in 1,000s)
1910 New York 2,748
Pennsylvania 1,442
Illinois 1,205
Massachusetts 1,059
Ohio 598
Michigan 597
Total 7,649
U.S. Total 13,516
1990  California 6,459
New York 2,852
Florida 1,663
Texas 1,523
New Jersey 967
Illinois 952
Total 14,416
U.S. Total 19,767

Sources: U.S. Burcau of the Census, Thirteend
Tables 14 and 210 (Washington, D.C., 19
EconomicCharacteristics, United States, Table 32
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structure. While the new second generation have disadv. for thei
~ocial assimilation and social mobility, they have advantages for retaining

their ethnic language and-cuttare. This does not mean that the fiescendants
5f contemporary imniigrants will be slower in adopting American culture
than those of turn-of-the-century white immigrants. There are also strong
forces that push the children of contemporary immigrants toward accultur-
ation. As a result of their retention of ethnic culture and a high level. of
scculturation, a large proportion of the second- and even third-generation

descendants of post—1 965 immigrants are likely to remain bicultural.

Contemporary Immigrants’ Higher Level of Concentration

There are four major reasons that contemporary immigrants have advantages
for transmitting their cultural traditions to their descendants over the
18801930 waves of immigrants. First, contemporary 1mmigrants have a
highert level of population concentration. Table 1.2 shows the differences in
setdlement patterns between the earlier and contemporary immigrants
based on 1910 and 1990 census reports. While New York State and the
New York metropolitan area were the premier immigrant state and city in
the 18801930 era, California and Los Angeles have replaced New York as_
the major immigrant state and city in the post—1965 era. T'his 1s not surpris-
ing, considering the fact that Los Angetesand other California cities are
major destinations of many Latino and Asian immigrants. In 1990, 34 percent
of Latinos were concentrated in California and 21 percent in the Los Angeles

Table 1.2 Major foreign-born states and metropolitan cities in 1910 and 1990

% of Total % of Total
Number Foreign Number Foreign
Year Major States (in 1,000s) Born Major Cities (in 1,000s) Born
1910 New York 2,748 20.3 New York 1,944 14.4
Pennsylvania 1,442 10.7 Chicago 783 5.8
Illinois 1,205 8.9 Philadelphia 385 2.8
Massachusetts 1,059 7.8 Boston 243 1.8
Ohio 598 4.4 Cleveland 196 1.5
Michigan 597 4.4 San Francisco 142 11
Total 7,649 56.6 Total 3,693 27.4
U.S. Total 13,516 100.0 U.S. Total 13,516 100.0
1990  California 6,459 32.7 Los Angeles 3,945 19.9
New York 2,852 14.4 New York 3,554 18.0
Florida 1,663 8.4 San Francisco 1,251 6.3
Texas 1,523 7.7 Miami 1,073 5.4
New Jersey 967 4.9 Chicago 910 4.6
Ilinois 952 4.8 Washington 484 2.4
Total 14,416 72.9 Total 11,217 56.7
U.S. Total 19,767 100.0 U.S. Total 19,767 100.0

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States Taken in the Year 1910, Abstracts of the Census,
Tables 14 and 210 (Washington, D.C., 1913); USS. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population, Social and
EconomicCharacteristics, United States, Table 32 & Metropalitan Areas, Table 32 (Washington, D.C., 1993).
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1990, Latinos comprised 24 percent of the population in New York City
and 40 percent of the population in Los Angeles, the two largest cities in the
United States, while they composed the majority of the population in three
other cities, E1 Paso (69 percent), Miami (63 percent), and San Antonio
(56 percent). They comprise a significant proportion of the population in
many other major cities, including Houston, Dallas, San Diego, and
Chicago. Latinos in these cities have access to several Spanish-language TV
and radio channels. In these and other smaller cities with a large Latino
population, Spanish is often used as a language for business transactions. By
virtue of a large Latino population, Spanish has been adopted as the most
important foreign language in American public schools for several decades.
Thus, descendants of Latino immigrants can learn the Spanish language

more easily than other immigrant groups.

Contemporary Immigrants’ Greater Proximity to Their Home Countries

Latino and Caribbean immigrant groups have an additional advantage over
the earlier white immigrant groups in transmitting their language and cul-
ture to their children partly because of their settlement in _the cities much
closer to_their home countries. The earlier European immigrants usually
chose New York and other East Coast cities—the gateways from Europe to
the United States—as their destinations. Even these “Atlantic bridges” were
physically so far away from Europe that the immigrants had little immedi-
ate linkage to their home countries. By contrast, the post-1965 Latino and
Caribbean immigrants are generally settled in the destinations physically
close to their home countries. Mexican immigrants, who compose approx-
imately one-fourth of the total post—1965 immigrants, are heavily concen-
trated in the border states, such as California, Texas, and Arizona. The
Mexicans settled in the former Mexican territory can visit their home cities
within a matter of one or a few hours. Most Cuban immigrants settled in
Miami_which is only 90 miles from Havana. For political reasons, Cubans
in Miami currently maintain strong sociocultural ties with their
home country.Yet the situation will change drastically when United States-
Cuban political relations improve in the future. Other Latino and
Caribbean immigrants maintain stronger ties with their home countries
than both the earlier white immigrant groups and even contemporary Asian
immigrant groups because of the geographical closeness between Latin
America and the Caribbean Islands and such American cities as New York,

Miami, and Los Angeles.

Contemporary Immigrants’ Stronger Transnational Ties

As noted above, contemporary Latino and Caribbean immigrants maintain

stronger sociocultural ties with their home countries partly because of their
greater physical proximity. However, the major factor that contributes to
conte

migrants’ multiple linkages to their homelands is not
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tonal nes '“']“d in their homelands. Many immgrants at that time were
tives am-j e : who left their spouses and children at home. They sent
lzgﬁt;?::;r;e:heir family members regularly. Some of the immigrants even
r

visited their home countries to see their relatives and friends, buy land,
and/or bring back their spouses.

However, by virtue of advanced technologies, contemporary immlgral.ns
maintain high levels of transnational ties with their home countries
unimaginable to earlier immigrants. The only means of communication
between immigrants and their relatives in the home country in Europe at
the turn of the century was sending letters, which took several weeks for
deli\‘/ery. By contrast, Eontmgranm can communicate with
their relatives and friends in the home country almost every day, using long-
distance telephone calls, fax messages, and electronic mail. The affordability
of long-distance calls, in particular, has had revolutionary effects on con-
temporary immigrants’ communication patterns with their relatives left
behind in their homeland. A 1996 survey in New York revealed that about
one-third of Korean immigrants talked to their relatives in Korea at least
once a week while half communicated by phone once or twice a month.

The entry of steamships into the immigrant trade in the mid-nineteenth
century led to a drastic reduction in the length of passage from Europe to
America. Yet the trans-Atlantic voyage at the turn of the century still took
approximately two weeks. Because of great expense, time, and the threat of
accidents and epidemics involved in the voyage, only a relatively small minor-
ity of immigrants visited their home countries to take care of important mat-
ters. By contrast, the international air travel connecting  contemporary
immigrants’ American destinations to Their Fome cities in the Third World is
far less expensive, far more convenient

, and much faster than turn-of-the-
century trans-Atlantic voyages. Most Latino and Caribbean immigrants in

New York can fly to their home cities within four to six hours, while Asian
immigrants in Los Angeles need to spend only seven to nine hours to visit their
home cities in Asia. As a result, contemporary immigrants exchange visits with

their relatives and friends at home regularly—to celebrate a parent’s birthday,
participate in a brother’s wedding,

or enjoy a vacation. In fact, some immigrants
move back and forth between American destinations and Third World
cities while others maintain commuter marriages, with wives and children
remaining in American cities and husbands working in Third World cities.
Finally, great improvements in media technologies during the last two
decades have given contempommccss to_active ethnic
media—ethnic dailies and weeklies and ethnic radio and TV stations. The
earlier immigrants did establish a number of ethnic newspapers.Yet, as they
did not have communication channels with their home countries on a daily
basis, the ethnic media could not provide the earlier ’immigrants with
day-to-day news from their homelands. By contrast, the ethnic media today
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tie immigrants to their homelands by supplying them with daily news from
their homelands. Ethnic TV programs also offer contemporary immigrants
ethnic movies and TV programs on videotape. For example, the Korean
community in New York has four Korean-language dailies, all of which, as

branches of major dailies in Korea, republish articles published in their

headquarters in Seoul. There are also two Korean TV stations and two

Korean radio stations in the Korean community in New York, which air

Korean-language programs 24 hours a day. Korean immigrants in N ew York

as well as in other major Korean communities depend mainly on the

Korean-language ethnic media for news, information, and leisure activities.

Their heavy dependence on the ethnic media, in turn, has strengthened
their ties to the ethnic community and the home country. By virtue of con-
temporary technological advances, other immigrant groups have developed
similarly active ethnic media, which, in turn, tie immigrants to the homeland
and the origin community at multiple levels.

To sum up the preceding discussions, technological improvements in
international travel, telecommunications, and the media help contemporary
immigrants to maintain active and continuous contacts with the homeland
and community of origin, overcoming any barriers deriving from the phys-
ical boundary. Because of the active and sustained involvement of immi-
grants in the home country, several source countries of United States
immigrants have taken measures in recent years to strengthen their overseas
residents’ cultural, social, and political ties to the home country. Recently,
several major source countries, including Mexico, the Dominican
Republic, and Columbia, have passed laws that recognize their American

residents_dual citizenshjp.
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expressed in the Americanization movement that mec.l to force lmmn'g?ms
and their children to get rid of their cultural tra.dltl(.)ns.and to accept
American culture as soon as possible. The Americanization .mov.ement
reached its peak during World Wiar I after a la.rge number‘ of immigrants
from Eastern and Southern European countries had arrived. Squads of
women were sent out “on home visits to immigrants, telling them to create
2 more ‘American’ household by preparing ‘non-ethnic’ foods, modifying
their grooming and personal hygiene habits, and advocgting the use. of
English in the home.” The En lish lancuage was associated with 'bemg
“American” and “patriotic,” and bilingualism_was interpreted as a sign gf
@istoyatty to the United States. In this context, one major function of public
55T was to Americanize immigrant children and children of immigrants
by teaching them English and inculcating American values.
However, since the early 1970s all levels of government—the federal
government in particular—and local school districts have changed their
olicies toward minority members and immigrants from “Anglo conform-
%mﬁm&icy'changes were partly 1n response to
“~various minority movements—the civil rights movement, the black cultural
nationalist movement, the Chicano movement, and the Third World stu-
dents’ movement—and the women’s movement, and partly in response to
the influx of new immigrants from Third World countries. Probably the
most noteworthy event in the United States government’s multicultural
policy in the early 1970s was thf_éﬂ;‘_";wjﬂwt decision. In
1974, the Supreme Court declared that students with limited E—rzg_fis-—}x_—pro—
ficiency were to be given special remedial aid to facilitate their learxﬁ_?g of
English. Armed with the Tandmark Supreme Court decision, the Office of
Eivif Kights of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare estab-
lished a series of guidelines to require all school districts to provide bilingual
W_ﬂk [anguage mmority children. In addition to bilin-
gual programs, public schools have changed their curriculum by including
more courseizlated to minority groups’ language, hi nd culture.
T"hey have also tried to promote cultural diversity throjé%—.extﬁ;m_
ricular activities as ethnic festivals and symposiums on minority groups to
foster ethnic pride.
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members, many colleges and universities have revised the white-male-oriented
curriculum by including contributions made by people of color and
in traditional liberal arts courses and adding numerous courses per-

women : > .
rining to the experiences of minority groups and women. Establishment of

Wms op_many campuses in particular has
resulted 1n a significant revision of the traditional curriculum.

There have been some conservative reactions to multiculturalism. In
e to the rapid increase in the non-English speaking immigrant pop-

more than a dozen states, including California and Florida, have

e English as the standard language. In 1998,
on. Conservative

respons

ulation,
assed laws that recogniz
California passed a referendum to abolish bilingual educati

intellectuals have attacked multicultural education in higher educational
institutions. Despite these reactionary movements and measures, both gov-
ernments and schools are curtently strongly committed to the multicultural
policy. For example, in New York City, local officials, social workers, and
reachers try actively to promote festivals and events to foster ethnic pride
and glorify the city’s multiethnic character. Both governments and schools
are likely to strengthen rather than moderate the multicultural policy in the

rly because of the continuous increase in the non-white

future, particula
have distinct advan-

population. The children of contemporary immigrants
tages for retaining their ethnic culture over those of the earlier immigrants
at the turn of the century because of the multicultural policy.

Bilingual and Bicultural Orientations

New immigrants replenish the ethnic community with the culture of the
homeland and thus the continuity of immigration is essential to maintain-
ing ethnic cultural traditions. One of the major reasons why turn-of-the-
century immigrant groups have almost completely lost their ethnic cultural
traditions is that their immigration almost came to an end around the early
1930s and did not revive for a long period of time. As previously noted, the
current immigration flow is not likely to come to an end or even decline
sharply in the foreseeable future.This is another reason why the descendants
of post—1965 immigrants will be more successful than those of the earlier
white immigrant groups in retaining their cultural traditions.

[ have thus far examined several factors that give the children of
contemporary immigrants advantages for preserving their cultural traditions
over those of the earlier immigrants. However, I do not intend to suggest
that the children of contemporary immigrants have disadvantages for accul-
turation. In fact, these children are under greater pressure to assimilate to
American culture than the children of turn-of-the-century immugrants, for

_twO major reasons. First, the media, American_peers, w—gf
Tave a stronger effect on the behavior and attitude of children than at the
_turn of the century, while immigrant parents have less control over theéir
children than before. Contemporary immigrant parents may be less ettective
in preventing their children from being culturally Americanized than the
immigrant parents one hundred years ago, particularly because, a much
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My argument that the childrgn pf cpntcmporary Tumg}'ﬂp < th:e
advantages over those of the earlier immigrants for both retammgl .fr
ethnic culture and acculturating to American society may soun.d contradlc.-
tory to many readers. But it is not contradictory because retention of etbnlc
culture and acculturation are not always mutually exclusive. Clgssncal assim-
Tlationists proposed a zero sum model of acculturation, according to Wth'h
immigrants’ acculturation involves a gradual replacement of their ethnic
culture with American culture. As indicated elsewhere, although the. zero
sum model may be useful as a description of the Anglo conformist pol.lcy or
ideology up to the 1960s, it is not helpful in understanding the experiences
of contemporary immigrants and their children. Contemporary immigrants
can achieve a high level of acculturation while maintaining their ethnic
culture almost perfectly, whereas their Americanized children can achieve a
high level of ethnic attachment. A large proportion of the descendants
Tof post—1965 immigrants—much larger than those of the turn-of-the
century-immigrants—are likely to remain_fluently bilingual and strongly
bicultural because of the factors described above: their high ethnic
Tethnic concentration in a particular city, their proximity to and
transnational ties to their parents’ home countries, and multicultural policy.
A more systematic survey study of ethnic attachment among the
descendants of post—1965 immigrants is needed to test the validity of the
above bilingual, bicultural hypothesis. However, both quantitative and qual-
itative data available at present seem to support the hypothesis. David Lopez
analyzed the Public Use Sample of the 1989 Current Population Survey to
examir}e intergenerational language maintenance and shift among Latino
and Asian populations in Los Angeles. According to his analysis, 53 percent
of second-generation Hispanics 25-44 years old spoke English ™very well”
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and later-generation Latino adults (natives of natives) and 11 percent of
their Asian American counterparts were fluent in English but used their
ethnic language at home.
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2 few words and phrases is often lost.”” The earlier Japanese immigration
occurred between 1885 and 1924, roughly during the European mass
migration period. A major survey study of Japanese Americans conducted in
the early 1960s reveals that only 2 percent of the third-generation respon-
dents reported that they spoke Japanese fluently. The Latino and Asian
American respondents (25-44 years old) included in the 1989 Current
Population Survey were born and grew up before the mass influx of post-
1965 Latino and Asian immigrants. Thus, they did not benefit fully from the
structural factors facilitating the retention of their ethnic language discussed
in this article. Accordingly, the descendants of post-1965 Latino and Asian
immigrants are likely to retain their ethnic language more successfully than
the sample of the 1989 Current Population Survey, the descendants of the
pre-1965 Latino and Asian immigrant cohorts.
Research on the descendants of the earlier white immigrant groups and
a commonsense assumption support a view that bilingualism is associated
with lower-class family background and residence in an immigrant enclave.
However, recent studies of the children of post—-1965 immigrants suggest
that fluent bilingualism is highly correlated with a professional family back-
round. The children who have grown up in an immigrant enclave may be
fluent in their ethnic language but may not be fluent in English. Yet profes-
sional families in a suburban white middle-class neighborhoo e
resources to make their children fituen niguals. Wany Korean professional
and high-income business families in a white, middle-class neighborhood in
New York enroll their children in Saturday ethnic language schools and
send them to Korea for a Koreaim cultural program regul;%?_aﬁ'rng the
summer vacation. Some of them send their college-graduated children to
college in Korea for a long-term ethnic education. Personal narratives by
1.5- and second-generation young Asian American professionals reveal that
many, including those married to white partners, have strong bicultural and
binational orientations, although all grew up in predominantly white, middle-
and upper-middle-class neighborhoods and graduated from prestigious

universities.

Notes

1. Born outside the United States and immigrated as children.
2. People of many different national origins who share a common trait—in this example, the Spanish

language—that serves potentially to unite them;a group composed of many different ethnic groups.



