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Over the years considerable attention has been given

to the differential educational and occupational achieve~

-ments of ethnic and racial minorities in the United States.

(cf, Handlin, 1954; Gordoﬁ, 1964; Nam, 1959; Lieberson,‘
1963; Taeuber and Taeuber, 1968; Duncan and Duncan, 1968;

Thernstrom, 1969). Some groups, such as the Eastern

.European Jews, have been noted for their exceptionally

rapid movement up the socioeconomic status ladder while
other groups, such as the Italians and Negroes, have been

notably less 'successful.

Three broad varieties of explanations or theories for

the differential success of minority groups have beén formu~

lated. First, there are explanations that focus on a nation~ '

ality group's competitive advantages or disadvantages deriving

from certain feathres of its culture. For example, it has

often beeh suggested that the Jews' high evaluation of educa-

‘tion has greatly facilitated their meeting a critical prere-

quisite for access to high status occupations (cf. Slater,

1969, for a critical examination of this view). Weber (1930)‘
Lens Ko 196c,
and others (McLelland et al., 1958;ARosen, 1959) have sug-

. gested that certain Protestant groups are especially likely

to inculcate a this-worldly asceticism and need for achieve~-

"ment in their communicants that is highly likely, however

unintgntionally, to lead to worldly success. And finally,

it has been argued that the traditionalistic peasant orienta-
tions of southern Italian and Polish immigrants made them

especially ill fitted to their new urban environment,

A
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The second type of explanation stresses the differing
times of arrival of varidus_groups such that northwest
European groups were especially favored over southern
and eastern European groups simply because they have had -

‘a longer time to assimilate to American conditions énd
possessed certain cultural features, such as Protestant
‘religious preferences, that were more acceptable to the
native "majority" American of Britisﬁ Protestant ancestry
which provided the bulk of the settlers in the first 200
years of.the nation's existence. The third type of explana-
tion notes that discriminatory practices against specific
minority groups, especially with regard to access to higher
level educational and occupational positions, were practiced
by "majority" Americans. Nearly every immigrant group has
been subjected to such practices with greater or lesser
intensity (cf. Higham, 1955) and with corresponding conse~
»quences for their socioeconomic success.

| While no doubt each of these explanations has some merit
and are, for that matter, not mutually exclusive; they all
wouidlseeh to have one important implication which will be
of special concern in this paper--namely, as minority groups ,
become more fully assimilated to the host society and culture
with each succeeding generation, differences in group educa~-
tional and occupational achievements will inevitably disappear
as whatever aistinctive features of the groups for facilitating

or hindering educational and occupational achievement moderate
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and disappear over time. This is especially'like;y'given_

. that the period of mass immigration, whereby group identities
could be sustained and revitalized by fresh recruits from
the 014 Country, is essentially over.

Recently Duncan and Duncan (1968) have presentéd uh~
usually richldata,-based on an enormous national sample,
that document once again the presence of nationality'group
differences in educational and occupational achievements.
One must concede that, with their introduction of certain
controls, tﬁe differences appear to be rather modest in
size (Duncan and Duncan, 1968: 360). There is, however,
the distinct possibility that these differences might be
underestimated because of the rather heterpgeneous categories
they were forced to employ. For they were constrained by
their data (collected by the U.S..Bureéu of the Census) to
consider only differences in national origin for first
(immigrant) and second .generation (sons of foreign stock)
Américans. Since they didknot have information on apecifiol
religious preferences, they -could only infer (admittedly
with considerable plausibility, cf. Beshers et al., 1964)
that the favored position of Russian Americans, for example,
could be attributed to their predominantly Jewish reiigious
preference. They also report the rather anomalous finding
that German Americans are under-achievers. One might
‘suspect that an inability to differentiate among Protestant

and Catholics within the German group might mask important
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relaﬁionships; Several recent studies (cf. éockel} 1969;
Goldsmith, 1969; Laumann, 1969; Warren, 1970) have noted,
moreover,ﬂthat the tripartite division of religious prefer-'
ence into Erotestant, Catholic and Jew may cover up more

" than it reveals, especially for the highly differentiated
Protestant denominations. Thus, there is good reason to

suspect that the identifications of meaningful ethnoreligious -

~groups would be of considerable assistance in developing an
explanation of group differences in worldly success, especially
if one wants to assess the relative meritd of the notion of
cultural pluralism as opposed to the theory of the melting
pot (cf. Gordon, 1964). Finally, any theory that wishés to
stress subcultural differences would have to demonstrate
the successful transmission of these differences into the
third generation (native sons of native parentage of foreign
grandparent (s)).

This paper has two principle objectives: First, if
wa can identify a set of ascriptive membership groups,
specified simultaneously in terms of the principal country
of origin of one's ancestors and one's detailed religious
prefereﬁce, for the native white population, can we demonstrate
differences among the groups in the degree to which educational
achievement and occupational prestige are transmitted from
fathers to sons? BSecond, can these dirferences be shown to

persist for third and later genoration members of these groups?
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Source of the Déta

The data were collected during the spring and summer of
1966 in the.greater ﬁetropolitan area of betroit by the
Detroit Area Study, University of Michigan. The sample
| consisted of 1,013 native~born white males between the
ages of 21 and 64, representing 80 per cent of the eligible
households sampled. Fourteen-per cent of theé households
originally sampled refused interviews, and an additional
6 per cent was lost because no one was found at home after
repeatea callbacks or for other reasons. .Since-this sample
is exclusively native born, 1t assures us that the discovery
of ethnoreligious differences is attributable to persisting
subcultural differences and not to differences between immi~-

~grants and native-born Americans.

Some Preliminary Considerations

Since the entire study was originally conceivad to be
an exploration of ethnoreligious differencaes in values,
attitudes and behavior in an urban population, considerable
pains were taken to measure the key variable of ethnoreliglous
group memebership. In addition te asking the respondents te ’

indieate their subjective identifieation with a eceuntry ef

origin-«to which they were petmitted to respend with multiple
coﬁﬁtriés,%/ we al8o asked them to indicate the ceuntry of

birth of their parents, gfandparénts} and great grandparents
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(this last question was asked only if the first two sets

of ancestors were all born in the United States or Canada),
While we do some violence to our data by ignoring for this
analysis the matter of multiple countries of origin for

the 39 per cent of the sample who reported them, we are.
assuming that the individual‘s first country mentioned is

his principal country of origin.

Well over sixty countries of origin were reported

by our respondents. Obviously, we had to group these
countries into a smaller set in order to oBtain sufficient
numbers to sustain any sort of statistical analysis. Tha_
ethnic groups fihally identified were the folibwing:
"Anglo-American" (England, Scotland, Wales, Northern Ireland,,
English-speaking Canada, Anglo-Saxon, thy Americanj, "German"
" fall German-speaking countries, Switzerland, Holland, and.
Belgium), "French" (including all French-speaking countries
and French Canadians), "Italian" (all from Italy plus five
persons of Spanish origin), "Polish" (only Poland),. Irish
(Irish Catholics only), "Slavic" (all Slavic speaking countries

other than Poland", "Jewish" (including all those expressing

a Jewish religious preference regardless of specific country
of origin). ,

‘The number of.generéfions in the United states is determined
by the response to the set of questions on the country 6f birth
of the respondent's ancestors. Respondents in the third and

latéer generation are at thé minimum those, both of whose parents
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were born here or in Canada.

Regarding religious préference, we have broken down
the Protestants into the following four groups: "Presby-
terians" (Presbyterians, Congregationalists, Episcopalians,
Quakers, and Unitarians), "Lutherans", "Methodists" (94%
of this group so identified plus Evangelical and Reformed,
Dutch or Christian Reformed, United Church of Christ), and
"Baptists" (97% of this group so identified as American and
Southern Baptist plus Jehovah's Witnesses, other fundamental~-

ist groups) (cf. Laumann, 1369, for detailed explanation).

The Analytic Model

Following the reasoning in Blau and Duncan (1967: 140~

147, 163-177), we propose to examine the intergenerational

transmission of the achleved charactcristics of educational
achievement and occupational status by tho application of
rogression analysis. The corralation coefficient is a summary
statistic by whioh wae can indicate the degree to which the
reaspondent's edusational and ooeupational statuses covary with
those of their fathers. For our purposes, we are espooially
concernsd with determining whether the regression slopes, Ek,
for our pet of ethnorelliglous groups appreciably vary around
the common slope for the total sample.. The analytic modol
omployed 18 operationalized in terms of the following oquation:

Mg = o P B Xy e
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where Yki is the number of school years completed ox the
occupaﬁional prestige score (Duncan, 1961) of respondent
i in group k, ay is the intercept of ethnoreligious group
k on the ordinate, bk is the regression slopc for ethno-
.religious group k, X,y is the number of school years com-
pleted or occupational prest;ge score of the respondent
i's father in group k, and eyj is the effor te;m.

Our statistical analysis has three objectives. First,
we want to evaluate the differences among the slopes of the
regression iines for the ethnoreligious groups by(calculatipg
the_ratio of variance between slopes to varignce within‘
groups as a meéns of detecting the preéence of interaction

effacts. Essentially this test (Hald, 1954: 58C) determines

whether the set of slopes of the ethnoreligious groups, bk'

varies appréciably_agpund the common siope, b. sgcond; we
want to determine whether the regreésibn lines are identi=-

cal (i.e., coincident) or different from one another (Hald,
19523 879~584). ‘'that is, the first test merely establishes
whaether the slopes, bk’ are equal. It could be that the |
within-greup relations of eduscation or ocecupatienal status

t0 the dependent variahlés for each of the groups were equiva-,
lent, but that the regression lines themselves were not identi=
eal but parallel to one another (i.e., signifieant differences
ameng the a=intercepts). Parallel lines would indicate the

presenca of group differences, net of the educational or

oooupational differences among the groups. Finally, the
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regression slope for each ethnoreligious group was compared

- to the weighted average for all groups, using a method
developed by Tukey (Acton, 1966: 184-187), to test for

the significant departure of any specific group slope from
'thg common slope. vSeveral.groups might deviate significéntly
from the common slope whilelall the others did not. Such

a situation, especially if the deviating groups were
numerically small, would not necessarily result in a
significant F ratio on the first.test, but would be identi—.

»

fied by the Tukey Test.

Findings

Table 1 represents selected socioeconomic and socio-

religious characteristics of the fifteen groups in the Detroit

Insert Table 1 about here.

metropolitan arga for which we have sufficient cases to pro~
ceed. One can readily see that there is considerabié varia-
tion among the groups on each of the indicators. While there
is considerable variation among the Protestant groups on
mean school years completed, mean occupational status, and
mean total family income, Catholic groups, with cne or two
nétéble éxceptions, appear to be much more tightly clustered

on thésé meadures. With regard to the summary indicators ef
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socioreligious characteristics, there is considgrable

variation within the Protestant and Catholiclgroups with

regard to church attendance and devotionalism. But all

the Protestant groups are predominantly composed of third

and later generation Americans while the Catholic groups

are split between those, including the Irish, Germans, French,

and Anglo~Americans, who are predomihantly third ahd later

generation Americans and those, including Slavs, Italians,

and Poles who are predominantly second generation Americane.l
The basic findings relevant to the dedree td which

the fifteeﬁ'groupsz/ vary among themselves in transmitting

education and occupational status from fathers to sons are

summarized in Table 2. The first column reports the

Insexrt Table 2 about‘here

total number of cases included in the regression analysise
for the total sample, second generation sub-sample, and
third and later generation sub-sample. The common .elopa
for each analysis appears in the second column. Column 3
reports a test which determines whether the slopes, bk’
are slgnificantly different from the common slepe, B, re-
portad in colﬁmn 2, for the men irrespective of asecriptive
‘group membership. In the case of the regression of sons'

sehool years cqmpléted on fathers' school years completed,



we note that'the slope, b significantly vary around the

K’
common slope for all three samples. This result would sup-
port the hypothesis that the ethnoreligicus groups do in
fact differ among themselves in the degree to which there
i; intergenerational transmission of educational achievement.
But there is no support for such an hypothesis with regard
to the intergenerational transmission of occupational status.
Column 4 reports the F tests to detefmine whethér the regres-
sion lines are coincident or parallel, given that the slopes
are equal., For the educatiohal regressiod analyses, we can |
reject the hypothesis that the lines are identical. In the
case of occupational stétus, however, only among third and
later generation Americans can we reject the null hypothesis
that the lines are identical.

Column 5 reports the results of comparing specific
group slopes with the common slope to detect significant
differences, utilizing Tukey's (Acton, 1966: 184-187)
technique for calculating confidence intervals for the
discrepancy between the group slope and the common slope.-
Column 3 reported the results of a test that determines
whether the set of slopes varies appreciably around the b
common slope. Iﬁ the latter case if there are a number
of groups who do not differ amotg themselves, thé test is
likely to fail to be very much affected by the presence of
severaf_groups who do in fact.  differ from the common slope

but are not sufficiently numerous to affect the overall pattern.



-12-

The Tukey technique was developed to permit the detection
of specific group departures from the common slope. To
facilitate discussion and interpretation, the groups in
Column 5 have been divided into those which are significantﬁ.
ly above the common slope and those which are significantly
below the common slopé.

The evidence appears fairly clear that certain groups,
most notably the GermanA"Presbyterians", Irish Catholics,
and Jews, are most successful in transmitting educational
achievements from father to son while other groups, éspecially
the German Lutherans, Anglo-American Baptists, Polish Catholics,
and Protestants, origin not ascertained, are decidedly less
likely to transmit edﬁcationai advantages (or disadvéntages)
across generations. (See Tables 3‘and 4 for detailed summaries
of the regressidn parameters for the third and later generation

subsample.) The three groups most successful in transmitting

Insert Tables 3 and 4 about here 9

educational advantage are precisely the three who rank as the
top three groups in worldly success (see the first three columns
of Table 1). Conversely, the:groups who were least SUCCessfuf
in transmitting educational advantages were typically ranked
near the bottom of tﬁe socioeconomic ladder.g/

" In an effort explicitly to explore the assumption that

the subgroups composing broad ethnic (e.g., German and Ariglo~
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American) and religious (e.g., Roman Catholic and Protestant)
categories are essentially similar to one another with regard
to the intergenerational transmission of educational and
occupational status, we calculated the relevant F tests for
common slopes and identity of lines separately for the fouf
German-American, five Anglo-American, seven Roman Catholic,

and seven Protestant groups for the total sample and third
generation and later sub-sample. Ih the casé of the educa-
tional regression analyses, all the F-tests were highly
significant while the tests for the occupdfiqnal regression
analyses were not significant except for the five Anglo—
American.groups. These results would seem clearly to‘imply that
assumptions about the internal homogeneity of such broad social
categories are incorrect and that thesé'group differences do
persist into the third and later generations.

The problem of interpretation is considerably complicated
by the fact that.while we consistently find group differences
in. educational transmission persisting into the third genera-
tion, we find less consistency with regard to group differences
in the transmission of occupational status. There is some
reason to believe, however, that the failure to find such dif=
ferences with regard to occupation may be due to our measure
of occupational status, the Duncan Index.of Socioeconomic
Status, which is a highly reliable indicator of prestige

differences among occupations but is relatively insensitive

to functional differences among occupations of approximately
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equal socioeconomic status. As Table 5 demonstratés,'ethno-
religious groups having essentially equal means on the Duncan
Index do in fact differ in their distributions across occupa-
tional categories. Table 6 attempts to summarize these dif-
ferences by presenting the indexes of dissimilarity between

the occupatioﬁal distributions within:groups having éssentially
identical means. For example, in the case of the highest &
status set of groups, 21.5 percent of the Jews would have to

be re-distributed among the occupational categories for them

to have an identical distribution to that of the Anglo-American
Presbyterians-;this is despite the fact that they only differ
4.2 points on the Duncan Index. A similar index of dissimiiar-'
ity is obtained for Anglo-American and German Presbyterians

- who differ by only 1.2 boints. Needless to say, sipce the

sizes of the subgroup samples are quite small, considerable

caution should be exercised in interpreting these results.

Discussion

Because of the excessively small number of cases in mény
of the groups, one should be very cautious in drawing con-
clusions aboﬁt specific groups from this sample. With this =
caveat in mind, however,'it does seem useful to speculate
about the meaning of the results especially in the light

of the results reported by Duncan and Duncan (1968) on a

~much larger national sample.
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The Duncans (1968: 357-358) report:

The survey results reveal fairly substantial differ-
ences among national-origin groups with respect to
both educational and occupational achievement. Espec-
ially distinguished by high achievement are the
Russian-Americans, who outrank not only the other
minorities, but also the native-of-native majority.
The lowest achievement is recorded on the part of
native Americans whose fathers were born in Latin
America, most often in Mexico. It is neither of

these groups which most closely resembles the o
third-generation in achieved status, however, but
rather the Irish, the Canadians, the Germans, and the
"other Europeans", such as Czechs. Moreover, were a
measure of vertical mobility to be constructed by
sutracting from the mean achievement score of res-
pondents the corresponding mean score for their family
heads, the group of "other European" origin would out-
rank Russian-Americans with respect to occupational
mobility; and German-Americans would appear to be low
achievers in the educational sphere.

They subsequently speculate that the unusual achlevementslof
the Russian-Americans may be attributed to the large propor—
tion of Jews in this group. Our results strongly support
their hypothesis in that the Jews (predominantly of Russian
extraction in our sample) are unusually high achievers. But
perhaps it is even more interesting to note that our third-
generation Slavic Catholic group (also principally of Russian
origin) also manifests unusually high upward mobility.

While they note that German Americans appear to be
undergchievers (once their starting points are taken into .
account) , we can suggest that this may be more specifically

due to the underachievement of German Catholics who comprise

42 per cent of our sample of third and later generation German



-16-

Aﬁericans.» Third generaﬁion German Lutherans, on the other
hand, have been unusually upwardly mobile, both educationally
and occupationally (see Tables 3 and 4). Anglo-American
groups manifest similar variebility in amounts of mobility
and intergeﬁerational transmissiocn cf educational and occupa-
tional status.

More generally we believe that these data are certainly
consistent with the notion that more or less ascriptive
membership groups in the native white population are continuing
to provide important subcultural variations in the behavior
and attitudes éf third.and later generation Americans (cf.
Laumann, 1969, for a description of the impact of ethno-
religious differences on friendship choices). Future research
must give considerably greater and more careful attention to
the identification of relevant subgroups. It seems abundantly
clear that overly simplistic categorizations of membership
groups that rely exclusively either on presumed ethnic origin’
or broad religious preference are more likely to mislead than

to enlighten us.
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FOOTNOTES

Specifically, respondents were asked: "What national
background do you think of yourself as having--that is,
besides being American (Canadian)?" Interviewers were
instructed to accept clear assertion of "only American
nationality" without probe and to record ‘the exaétAanswer

to the question.

-

While we used all fifteen groups for the total sample

regression.analysis, we were forced to use only seven

_groups in the regression analysis of second generation

members because of insufficient numbers in the other
eight groups. Only the Jewish group had to be dropped
from the set of 15 groups in the third and later genera-

tion subsample because of insufficient numbers.

In'a similér analysis, Blau and Duncan (1967) (cf. Duncan,
1968) have shown that the intergenerational transmission
of educational status is somewhat lower and occupational
status much lower for Negroes, a group ranked at the M

bottom of the socioceconomic ladder, than for whites.

>
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Table 1.

Summary of

Selected Socio-economic and Other Characteristics of the
- 15 Ethnoreligious Groups and Total Sample

fﬁhnoreligious Groups Total Mean Mean Mean = |Percent Percent Percent
. No. School Occup. Total Attend Church Highly Third
Years Status Family |Once a Week Devotional? Generation
Completed Income j[or More or More
All Protestants 499 12.0 -45.3 $10,117 27.5 32.7 82.4
Protestant Crouprs
Germaa.Rresbyterians . 25 13.8 58.0 14,5699 40.0 24.0 92.0
Anglo-American Pres. 72 13.7 59.2 12,639 22,2 33.3 84.7
German Methcdists 32 13.0 50.4 11,154 28.2 38.7 78.1
German Lutherans 57 12.2 49.9 11,635 38.6 47.4 71.9
Anglo-American Meth. 40 11.4 46 .5 10,357 22.5 30.0 77.5
Anglo-American Raptists 80 10.2 36.0 8,941 30.0 32.5 21.3
Protestants, Origin N.A. 39 9.5 32.0 8,286 16.7 30.0 76.7
All Reman Catholics 427 12.0 43.2 9,995 71.2 53.6 58.4
Zathclic Groups
~rish Catholics 65 12.7 51.1 12,054 80.0 53.1 83.1
Slavic Catholics 38 12.3 45.5 9,647 - 65.8 54.0 26.3
German Catholics 80 12.2 48.6 9,944 70.9 50.6 81.3
Italian Catholics 55 12.0 44.1 9,700 60.0 37.8 25.5
French Catholics 51 12.0 41.2 9,625 76.5 60.8 92.2
Anglo-American Caths. 33 11.2 43.3 12,167 60.7 56.2 72.7
Polish Catholics 111 11.0 39.6 9,9171 67.3 58.4 35.1
Jews 29 14.8 63.4 14,688 3.4 17.2 17.2

@ pevotionalism", following Lenski (1960:25-26, 57860), was measured by summing up

"When you have decisions to make in your every-
day life, do you ask yourself what God would want you to do--often, sometimes, or

the answers .to two questions:

never?"

(1)

(2) "Which of these describes most accurately how often vou yourself pray?

a) more than once a day, b) once a day, c) once or twice a week, d) rarely, e) never."
Respondents were considered highly devotional who said they prayed at least once or
twice a week and considered God's wishes often or that they considered His wishes

sometimes and prayed daily.




Table 2.

Summary of Tests for Common Slope,
Identitv of Regression Lines, and
Specific Group Departures from the
Common Slope, for the Total Sample,
Second Generation, and Later Generations.
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
Total Common Test for Test for Tukey Test
No. Slope Common Identity Above the Below the
' (b} Slopes of Lines Slope Slope
Total Sample
Education 798 .405 F=3.213, F=2.967, German Pres.,| German
pd 01 p<.01 Irish Caths.,| Lutherans,
“Jews Anglo Bap-
tists, Polish!
Caths., r
Prots., Ori- j
gin, N.A,
Occupation 801 .271 n.s. n.s.  =———— | ===--
Second Generation
Education 185 .417 F=3.445, n.s. German Cath.,| =---=
p&. 01 Jews
Occupation 223 .234 n.s. n.s.,  ===== Anglo-Caths.
Third and Later Generations
Education 530 .372 F=2.673, F=3.364, German Pres.,| Germ. Luth.,
pl.01 p<§01 Irish Cath., Polish Cath.,!
" French Cath. Slavic Cath.,
PrOt-S °
Origin, N.A,
Occupation 550 .256 n.s. F=2.300, Anglo Cath., Ital. Cath., -
p(<05 Slavic Cath. !




Table 3. Regression Parameters for Fathers' and Sons' Educational Attainment, for
Fourteen Ethnoreligious Groups Three or More Generations in the United States.

Ethnoreligious Total Mean School Mean School Gross Slope Correlation
Group No. Years Com- Years Com- Change (B) (r)
: pleted, pleted, Intergener-
Sons Fathers ationally

Protestant Groups
' German Presbyterians 23 13.9

9.2 4.7 .558 .393
Anglo-American Pres. 61 - 13.8 11.1 2.7 .259 .164
German Lutherans 41 13.3 8.1 5.2 .049 .030
German Methodists 25 13.2 8.6 4.6 .434 .275
Anglo-American Methodists 31 11.5 6.6 4.9 .439 -394
Anglo-American Baptists 73 10.2 6.3 3.9 .281 .246
Protestants, Origin N.A. 23 9.0 5.4 4.6 .168 .259
Catholic Groups v
Slavic Catholics - 10 14.1 9.0 5.1 .139 .118
Italian Catholics 14 13.9 10.2 3.7 .470 .166
Irish Catholics 54 - 12.7 9.3 3.4 .612 .419
German Catholics 65 12.2 9.2 3.0 .430 _ .291
French Catholics - 47 12.2 7.3 4.9 571 .421
Polish Catholics 39 11.6 7.8 3.8 - .000 -.000
Anglo-American Catholics 24 11.2 9.6 1.6 .482 .369

Common Slope, B, for All Groups = .372




Table 4.

Regression Paramesters for Fathers' and Sons' Occupational Prestige, for

Fourteen Ethnoreligious Groups Three or Morxe Generations in the United States. .

Ethnoreligious

Total Mean Sons' Mean Fathers' Gross Change Correlation
Group No. Occup. Occup. Status Intergenera- (xr)
- Status tionally
Protestant Groups '
German Presbyterians 23 60.6 53.5 7.1 .255
Anglo-American Pres. 61 "60.2 53.2 7.0 .265
German Lutherans 41 55.€ 33.8 21.8 .265
German Methodists 30 50.5 39.6 10.9 .239
Anglo-American Meth. 34 46 .3 28.0 18.3 .145
Anglo-American Baptists 79 36.3 23.8 12.5 .250
Protestants, Origin N.A. 24 25.2 22.7 2.5 .214
Catholic Groups
Slavic Catholics 10 48.8 28.9 19.9 .092
talian Catholics 14 44.8 23.5 21.3 .017
Irish Catholics 55 50.4 43.5 6.9 .306
German. Catholics 66 48.6 39.9 8.7 .221
French Catholics 48 40.7 - 35.2 5.5 .255
Polish Catholics 40 41.9 28.3 13.6 .149
Anglo-American Catholics 24 42.7 43.8 -1.1 .542

Common Slope, B, for All Groups




o

Table 5. GCceouwaticonal Percent Distributions of the Ethnoreligious Status

Groups, CGrouped by Approximately Equal Means on the Duncan Index
of Socioeconomic Status. '

Ethnoreligious Mean Prcf., Precf., Mgrs. & Self- Clerical Crafts- Operatives Total
Status Group Duncan Self- Selaried Offi- employed & Retail men & Laborers
' Index Emploved cials Cales Sales Foremen
" & Prop.

. Jews 63.4 17. 21.4 17.9 21.4

1 5 2 0.0 10.7 10.7  100.0
2. Anglo Pres. 59.2 .4 30.6 16.7 22.2 8.3 7.0 13.9 100.0
3. Germ. Pres. 58.0 8.0 28.0 8.0 12.0 16.3 8.0 20.0 100.0
(42.0 - 51.1) |
&, Trich Cath. 51.1 1.5 21.5  13.9  15.4 3.1 21.5 23.1 100.0
5. (orm. Heth. 50.4 6.3 28.1 6.3 9.4 6.3 18.7 . 25.0 100.0
6. Gezm. TLuth. 49.9 3.6 21.4 8.9 12.5 12.5 . 14.3 26.8 100.0
i, derm. Cath. 48.6 1.3 13.9 12.9 11.4 10.1 32.39 16.5 100.0
(i0.0 - 47.0)

8. Anglo. Meth.  46.5 0.0 20.0 12.5 7.5 17.5 - 12.5 30.0 ©100.0
9. Slavic Cath. - 45.5 0.0 18.4 13.2 2.6 5.3 34.2 . 26.3 100.0
10. Ttal. Cath. 43.1 3.6 10.9 9.1 12.7 7.3 34.6 21.8 100.0
1i. anglo. Cath. 43.3 12.1 9.1 9.1 6.1 3.0 24.2 36.4 100.0
12. French Cath. 41.2 2.0 9.8 7.8 13.7 2.0 29.4 35.3 . 100.0
(39 and below)

13. polish Cath. 39.6 0.9 10.9 8.2 8.2 4.6 35.5 31.8 100.0

14. Anglo. Bapt.  36.0 0.0 8.8 7.5 1.3 6.3 31.3 45.0 105.90

15. Prots., N.A.  32.0 0.0 6.3 3.1 0.0 9.4 34.4 46.9 105.0




"Table 6. Indexes of Dissimilarity of the Occupational
Distributions of Ethnoreligious Groups,
Grouped by Approximately Equal Means cn the
Duncan Index of Socioeconomic Status.*

(58.0 - 63.4) ' (42.0 - 51.1)
1 2 3 4 .5 6 7
1 ——= 21.5  31.9 4 - 16.5 '15.2 18.4
2 S 21.5 5 - 13.8 27.7
3 —— 6 ——— 23.6
7 ——
(40.0 - 47.0) , - (39 and below)
8 9 10 11 12 o 13 14 15
8 --- 22.4 30.9 30.2 30.4 13 -=~  14.9  19.9
9 o 16.1 25.7 22.1 14 —— 8.2
10 S 23.1  14.5 15 -
11 ——-  13.5 .
12 | -

*The numbers in the rows and columns refer to the ethncreligious
groups as listed in Table 5.




