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ABSTRACT 

Miller, Sister Margaret, Attitudes ot Mexican-American Males in Fort 
Worth, Texas Toward Machismo and the Church. Master of Arts 
(Institute of Contemporary Corrections), May, 1972, Sam Houston 
State University, Huntsville, Texas. 

Purpose 

The objectives of this study were to determine the understanding 

of the concept of machismo by Me::dcan-American males in Fort Worth, 

Texas, and to determine if the attitudes, toward machismo and the Church, 

of 69 selected males of low income are different trom the attitudes held 

by 46 selected males in non-poverty income groups. An attempt was made 

to sustain a statistical hypothesis showing that there exists significant 

differences between the attitudes of poverty level income and non-poverty 

level income Mexican-American males. 

Methods 

Sixteen questionnaire items delineating attitudes of machismo and 

attitudes toward the Church were tabulated to determine the extent to 

which these items sigD.ificantly differentiated Me::dcan-American males in 

Fort Worth, Texas. The study sample, one hundred fifteen men from three 

catholic parishes and two Community Action Agency centers, were dichoto

mized by poverty income and non-poverty income. The chi square test for 

significance of difference was used to analyze the data distributed by 

the dichotomized sample and cross-tabulated by the baseline character

istics. The chi square teat was used also to anal.yze the responses to 

eight statements each of which attempts to define machismo, and eight 

statements each of which expresses an attitude toward the Church. 



Differences between poverty level income and non-poverty level income 

were considered significant at the .05 level of significance. The 

Contingency Coefficient was computed for eight iteas each of whl.ch 

significantly differentiated the sixty-nine selected ■ales ot low income 

from the forty-six selected males of non-poverty income. 

Findings 

1. Some authors consider machismo a cultu.ral value. Cohen and 
Hodges conducted a survey of Blacks, Mexican-Americans, and 
Anglos and found no significant differences 1n the attitudes 
of those persona 1n the lower socio-econo■ic class. Jorge 
Lara-Braud• the director of the Hispanic American Institute. 
also stated that machi&110 is more a socio-economic than a 
cultural value. 

2. Two of the descriptive characteristics significantly differ
entiated the poverty level income males from the non-poverty 
level income males. There was a hl.gher proportion of poverty 
income males with less than high school education while more 
non-poverty level income males had a college degree. The 
majority of the non-poverty income group was engaged in semi
skilled or professional occupations while the majority of the 
poverty level group d1d unskilled or semi-skilled work. 

3. Eight of the sixteen items 1n the attitude categories signif• 
icantly differentiated the poverty level income males from 
the non-poverty level income males. The low income group 
believed that self-respect prevents Mexican-Americans• 
engaging in marches or protests which make them appear ridic
ulous in the public eye, but the majority of the higher level 
income group disagreed with this. The poverty level income 
group believed that need of money for the priest or a cele
bration prevents the reception ot the sacraments 1n the 
Church. The poor also believed that Sunday attendance at 
Mass is unnecessary. The majority ot both groups disagreed 
that women are the ones to attend church while both groups 
believed that the Church is more attentive to the upper and 
111.iddle classes than it is to the poor. Both groups also 
believed that the Church has taken the Mexican-American tor 
granted and that the Church should engage in more s~ial 
welfare activities. EYen though more than halt of both 
samples agreed on theee items. the number of non-poverty 
level income men who disagreed caused the significant 
differentiation. 



4. The statistical. hypothesis can be sustained with regard to 
the attitude toward the Church category. The other attitude 
category, that concerning aachismo, sustained the null 
bypothee1e ot no difference and rejected the statistical 
bypothea1e. 

Approved: 

Dorothy D. Rayes 
Supervising Professor 
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CRAPI'ER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Mexican-Allericana have not always been well sened by those who 

interpret them to the larger society. From the rtewpoint of class, cul

ture and race, Mexice-Americans are one ot the most heterogeneous 

groups in the United States. There is no consensus aaong Spanish

speald.ng people as to their aelt-illage, or even as to what they would 

like to be called. 1 

Salient problem.a of these people have bee.n obscured by a roman

t i ci zed picture of reality. Some cultural anthropologieta have trans

muted aspects of Men.can-American people into preauppoaed patterns of 

behartor representing permanent cultural essences. Thie clueitication 

ha.a been a grave d1eaerv1ce · to the Men.can-American people, to the gov

ernment, and to the C011Dlun.ity of scholars. "Thia ia not only dieingen-

uoue, it ia a cruel boa%. 2 
~ quest tor the quaint is not acience." 

Theoretical For111Ulation ot the Problem 

An area 1n which there are diverse written interpretations ia 1n 

the concept of machismo. Stevens states two ■ain original elements in 

raachiamo: 

First 1B the Hispanic sense of the 1.ndirtd\lal. ••• The honor or 

1 Julian Samora, Editor, La Raza: Forgotten Ameri cans (Notre 
Dallle: Uni versity of Notre Dame Prees, 1966), pp. 208-209. 

ZRalph Guzaan, "Ethics in Federally Subsidized Research-The Case 
ot the Mexican American," (testimony at the Cabinet Collllllittee Bearings 
of Maxi.can American Atturs, El Paso, Texaa, October, 1967.) 

1 
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public dignity of the Spaniard must be guarded, if necesaary, from 
the elighteet affront or even oral aeperaion by the risk, it necea
sary, of life itself •••• 

The second original element 1n mach1no 1• the Spaniah point of 
pride or vanity, the Don Juan complex by which individuala tried to 
convince themselves and others that they were irresistible conquer
ors of women. The pursuit and aaatory conquest of all available 
women constituted a priDcipal activity of the gentlemen of the tille, 
and their status depended greatly on public op1nion of their abi l
ity. At the same tiJDe the aggrieved brothers, fathers, or husbands 
of the conquered beauties had to recur to dueling or some tor- ot 
violent revenge to eave their public image of private honor. 

For aome, machismo 1a closely related to the structure ot the 

family--the male being the head of a closely knit uni t. Others, aa 

Mr. Joe Gonzales, the director of Block Partnership 1n Fort Worth, under

stand tbe concept as an intense regard for principles. Cohen and Hodges 

see machismo 

as opposite behavior to being intellectual or engaging 1n such ac
t i vities as the ballet. Males who demonstrate "Machismo" brag a 
great deal about their aale conquests, and refuse to engage in any 
behavior which is associated with femin1n1~, such as d1aper
chang1ng, d1shwash1ng, cooking, et cetera. 

Some authors contend that machismo 1a not primarily a trait of 

the Mexican-American culture. Dr. Jorge Lara-Braud, presently the 

Di_rector of the Hispanic American Institute, believes that machismo is 

really more a reflection of poverty than a reflection ot Mexican

Aaer1canhood. 3 Poverty, as a style of lite, tr&ABcenda national, re

gional and rural-urban boundaries and givea 1ta participants remarkable 

1 
ETelyn P. Stevens, "Mexican Machiaot Politic• and Value Orien-

tations," 1n Latin American Panarama, ed. by Paul Kraaer and R. E. McNicoll 
(New York: G. P. Putnam, 1968), P• 369. 

'Edward J. Cuavaates, "A New Look at the Attributes of the 
Mexican American," (monograph of Southwestern Cooperative Educational 
Laboratory, Inc., Albuquei-que, N. M., March, 1969), p. 2. 

3Letter, Jorge 1.ar ... Braud to Sister Margaret Miller, March 5, 
1971, Hispanic-American Inatitute, Austin, Tena. 
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a1.1111lar1ty in value system■• 

The role of women baa been a subordinate one in Spanish cultures, 

but it has been very 1.lllportant in the stability and integration of 
the group. A woman is expected to be faithful to the church even 
though her husband, like so many Azl8lo husband.a, 'Has hie religion 
in his wife'• name.' 1 

Statistics show that barely 10 to 15 per cent of Mexican

American men go to Mass, though many more eay th.at they are religious 

2 and Catholic. Madsen believes there is a relation between church at-

tendance and social mobility. He atatea that male attenclance at church 

seems to increase with vertical social mobility.3 

Purpose of the Study 

The purpose of this study was to detendne the underetand.ing of 

the concept of ■ach1Sllo by Mexican-Aaerican males in Fort Worth, Texas. 

Sixteen questionnaire itelllB delineating attitudes of ■achismo and toward 

the Church we.re tabulated to determine the extent to which these items 

significantly differentiated Meld.can-American, Catholic, married, males. 

The ■tudy sample, one hundred f i fteen men from representative pariah 

groups of All Sainte and Imaacul.ate Heart Catholic churches and tram two 

predominantly Mexican-American Co11J11unity Action Agency Centers of Fort 

Worth, was clichotomized by level ol income-poverty incoae and non

poverty income-u stated by the Office of Econoaic Opportun1t,- guide-

1 
John H. Burma, Spaniah-Speak:lng Group• 1n the United States, 

(Durham, N. C.t ~e UhiTeraity Preas, 1954), P• 8. 
2 

Stan Steiner, La Raza: The Mexican-Americana (New York: 
Harper and Row, 1970), p. 343. 

3w1U1a Madeen, Mezicu-.Aaericya of South Texaa (New York: 
Holt, 1964), P• 59. 
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lines. The dichotomized sample was cross tabulated by five baseline 

characteristics and by s1%teen attitude questionnaire items. The aim of 

this study was to achieve a clearer understanding of the attitudes held 

by Mertcan-American males in Fort Worth and to determine if the atti

tudes toward machismo and the Church of those in low income groups were 

different from the attitudes held by Fort Worth Mertcan-American males 

in non-poverty income groups. 

Basic Assumptions 

For the purposes of this study the following assumptions were 

made: (1) the culture of poverty is not just absence of something; but 

it provides human beings with a design tor living, with a ready-made set 

1 ot solutions for human problems; and (2) the "barrio" is an urban Til-

2 
lage with its own loyalties, churches, gangs, customs, and history . 

H.Ypothesis 

To further enhance the purpose of this study, the following 

hypothesis was formulated: 

Statistical h.Ypothesis.-The attitudes of Mertcan- American males 
in Fort Worth who are members of low-income families (obta.illed from 
an analysis of responses made to the "attitude-toward-machino-and
Church" inventory) will be significantly more in agreeme.nt with the 
attitude items on the questionnaire than will the attitudes of those 
on the non-poverty level. 

Null !gpothesis.-Reaponees to the attitude inTentory on attitudes 
toward machis:mo and the Church will not significantly differentiate 
the attitudes of the poTerty-income Hertcan-American males in Fort 
Worth and non-poverty income Mertcan-Aaerican males. Responses to 
the attitude questionnaire made by the two samples will be comparable 
and any difference will be due to chance alone. 

1 o. Lewis, "The Culture of Poverty," Scientific American, 
215:19-25, October, 1966, p. 20. 

2 
Steiner,~• ill•, p. 143. 
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I f the statistical bypothesia were sustained and the null hypoth

••ie were rejected, i t would appear that in al1 of the attitude areas 

measured, there existed significant differences between the attitudes of 

po•erty leYel income and non-po•erty level incOJlle Mexican-American males. 

This finding would indicate that the poverty level income males coapri aing 

the study sample were more in agreement with the concepts of mach1S?10. 

In the event that the null hypothesia could not be rejected this finding 

might indicate that the concept or machismo is really more a renecti on 

of Mexican-.Americ&n aulture rather than a renection of po•erty. It wa.a 

possi ble, alao, that the questi onnaire inatrument, itself, may not ba•e 

been suffici ently precise to test the hypothesis. 

Basic Questions 

The basi c questi ons answered by this reaearch were: 

l. Does the l i terature reveal any differences in the atti tudes 
of Mexican-American males toward 11achiBJDo and the Church? 

2. I a there any significant difference between the sixt7-nine 
poyerty level income Mexican-American malea and the forty-six 
non-povert y level income Mexican-American ■alee when cross
tabulated by t1•e baseline characteristics? 

3. To what extent do the reaponsee made b7 sixty-nine po•erty 
le•el income Mexican-American males to sixteen questionnaire 
i tems differentiate forty-aix non-poTert7 income Mex1can
American malee after these ha•e been grouped into two cate
gori es of atti tudes toward machiamo and the Church. 

4. I f there are categories that aigniticantly differentiate the 
two samples, to what extent will these 1telll.8 be uaociated 
with leYel ot incoae as shown by the Contingency Correlation 

c- J...!!.. - ,4..-,.• 
Need for Research 

IJ.terature on the subject of machismo indicated that a false 

stereotype of the Mexican-American is represented by the descri pti on of 

the MeXican-Aaeri can aa poaaeeaing ol11.y those attributes accurately 
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1 
associated with the lower-lower socio-economi c class. Writings also 

i ndicated that the Church has neglected the social welfare of its mem

bers and haa lacked understanding of the background of the Mexican

American. The findings were expected to distinguish between character

istics of the Mexican-American in areas of socio-economic levels and 

cultural values. These conclusions should be of interest to any persons 

interested in the Mexican-American, but particularly to the clergy of 

Fort Worth whose aim includes making the Church relevant to all of its 

members. 

Pertinent Previous Research 

Research related to the concept of machismo fell into two cate

gories. Lara-Braud and Casavantee saw it as a reflection of eocio-

2 economic statue; while Stevens and others viewed mach18111o as possessed 

by the 'hero type' described as "a real man, good drinker, lover, singer, 

fighter, brave •••• ,r3 Statistics showed that barely 10 to 15 per cent 

of Mexican-American men "go to Mase , though many more say that they are 

religious and Catholic . Why go to Church? God is in your deeds. He is 

not in the sermon of the priest . Let the women go and weep."4 Cesar 

Chavez spoke for a vast majority of Mexican-Americans when he stated 

what they want the Church to do. "We don't aak for more cathedrals. 

We don't aak for bigger churches or fine gifts. We aek tor its presence 

with us, beside us, as Christ among us. We ask the Church to sacrifice 

1 
Casavantee, .2R• cit., p. 6. 

2 
~•• P• 6. 

30rrin Klapp , "MeXican Social Types," American Journal of 
Sociology, 69:404-414, January, 1964. 

4 
Steiner, .211• ill•• P• 343. 
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with the people for social change, for ju■tice, and for love of brother. 

We don't ask tor water. We ask tor deed■• We don't aalt for paternaliBlll. 

1 We aalt for aenanthood." The findings of this study indicate the at-

titudes toward machismo and the Church of 115 Mexican-Aaerican males in 

Fort Worth. 

Methods ud Procedures 

Population and Criteria for Sample Selection 

The sample for this study was Mex:1.can-American male■ who partici

pated at COlllllun1ty Action Agency centers and at meetings of orgaaizationa 

in Catholic parishes. The nu.bar 115 was detenained b7 takillg the most 

completely filled out que■tionnaires. Rando• sampling fro■ a defined 

population is an ideal that seldom can be met in practice. 

Actually, it ia not an exaggeration to say that much, perhaps moat, 
research in the biological and social sciences ia based on groups 
that were not r.ndosly drawn fro■ a defined population. In order to 
get any research done at all, the investigator aay have to use what
••er subjects are available to hi.a. There are certain diaadvantafes 
to this procedure that do not occur when random soplea are used. 

Poverty and non-poverty income according to the Office of Eco

nomic Opportunity guideline• was used to dichotnize the sample. The 

poverty to non-poverty ratio in the 25,787 MeXican-American population 

of Fort Worth, Tena in Spring, 1971, wa■ 3:2. Thia ratio choice waa 

made on the basis of the ■tatement of Mr. Ron Burros of the Fort Worth 

Collllllunit:, Council that approXillately 60 per cent of the MeXican-Alller1can 

population of Tarrant Count:, was of po•erty level i.Jlcoae. 

1 
Jorge Lara-Braud, "Hispanic-Americans and the Cri■ia in the 

Nation" (paper prepared for the Taak Force on Hiapqic-Aaerican.s of the 
UPUSA Council on Church and Society, Austin, Texas), p. 9. 

2 
Benton J. URderwood, Carl P. Dwlcan, Janet A. Taylor, and John w. 

Cotton, Eltmantary Stati•tic■ (New York: Appleton-Centur7-Crotte, Inc., 
1954), PP• 1?1•1?2. 
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Coll•ction of Data 

In order to study the attitudes of the Mexican-American male, a 

research deaign tor the atudy of mach111110 and religious attitudes was 

formulated. Questionnaires were completed by men in three Fort Worth 

parishes: St. Patrick Cathedral, which waa ethnically aixed; and All 

Saints and Iaaaculate Heart, which were predominantly Mexican-American. 

Participants at predominantly Mexican-American Co1111Wlit1 Action Agency 

centers, that ot Rock Island and Southside, alao participated. The at

titude questionnaire contained sixteen questions and the attitudes in

cluded: {a} attitudes toward mach1ao; and {b} attitude& toward the 

Church. 

Unit ot Analysis 

In th1a study, the chi square teat for significance of difference 

was used to analyse data distributed bJ the dichotomized study aanple and 

cross-tabulated by the baseline characteriatica. The chi aquare teat was 

used to analyse the reaponaea to the apecif1c questiona within the 

machi811o and attitude toward the Church categories for the poTerty level 

and non-poTerty leYel income groups. Differences were considered aignif

icant when they reached the .05 leTel of aign1f1cance. 

D1atribution of De.ta 

Once the data were collected, theae were distributed in t1Te 

tables. Since the atudy eaaple wae d.1chotomised, the tables baye two 

columns: (1) Poverty Income and (2) Non-PoTerty Income. The number of 

rows in each table vary 1n the different categories of baseline charac

teri•tics, attitudes toward mach1aao and attitudes toward the Church. 

Additionally, the questionnaire ite■a we~e projected sc that the data 

lent themselTes to an attitude anal.7sie 8UJU!ar~. 
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Definition of Major Term• 

To facilitate and clarify this atudy, these epecific terms were 

defined: 

1. Barr1o.-Th1• term means "neighborhood," which is the 
Span1eh-epeak.1ng quarter of a U. s. city. 

2. Chicano.-This term is a new word for the Mexican-Americans 
who have inherited much from the culture ot Mexico and the 
United States. 

3. Church.-In this study, this term designates the Roaan 
Catholic Church. 

4. H1apan1c.-Thie term pertains to Spain and its language, 
people and culture. 

5. Mexican-.American.-Thia term denotes a person born in the 
United States, who is a descendant of persona from Mexico 
imd who ret&ina the culture of Mexico. 

6. Poverty Income.-Th1s ten denotes an annual income of S3,80o 
for a family of four, or an additicr,nal 1600 annually for 
each additional member of the faail.y. 

Secondary Sources 

The secondary sources for this thesis were approximately fifteen 

booka on the Mencan-American and six magazine articles. In addition, a 

large source of unpublished material was turniahed by the Hispanic

Ameri can Institute of Austin, TeDls. Included in this unpublished mate

rial were papers, addressee, testimonies, and committee reports. 

Priaary Source 

The priaary source was a letter from Dr. Jorge Lara-Braud, the 

Director of the Hispani c Aaerican Inetitute, in Auatin, TeJtaa. 

SW1J1ary of Chapter One 

This study was an att•pt to exam.ine the understanding of the 

concept of aach1811o by Mex1can-.Aaer1can males in Fort Worth, Texaa. The 

research haa tri ed to determine if attitudes toward aachiemo and the 
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Church among thoae in low income groups were different n-om the attitudes 

held by Mexican-Allerican ■alee 1n non-povert1 incoae groups. The atudy 

■ample of one hundred fitteen ■en from three parishes and two CollllrW1ity 

Action Agency centers were dichotoaized by poverty ineo■e and non-poverty 

incoae according to the Office of Econ01llic Opportunity guidelines. The 

data were anal7zed b1 the chi square test tor aigzuticance of difference. 

The content of Chapter Two reviews the literature on the concept 

of machine and on the attitudes of the Mexican-American males toward 

the Church. Five baaelille characteristics 1n the study sample are di• 

chotomized and are ehown 1n Table 2. Chapter Three containe th• analysis 

of the attitude questionnaire. The questions are grouped to show atti

tudes toward ■achiamo and attitudes toward the Church. The content of 

Chapter Four gives the findings of the atudy. 



CHAPTER II 

BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY 

In current and traditional literature on the Mex1caa-Aaer1can, 

two extremely important co-exiating aoc1o-cultural variables are preaenti 

the effect ot socio-economic class on Mexican-American behavior and the 

1 
effect of ethnicity on the behaT1or of the Merlcan-Allerican. Misch of 

the literature presents ,ac?u.&110 as a cultural Talue. CuaTantes pre-

aents a strong cue for the concept's being an attribute of the culture 

of poverty. 

Review of the Literature 

One of the more classic studies 1n the area of the description 

of characteristics ot individuals coming troa the lower socio-economic 

clue was done by Cohen and Hodges. They e%alllined and contrasted lower

lower class behavior pattern• with middle-claas patterna. The atudy was 

done 1n Central California and included Black■, Mertcan-Americana, and 

Anglos. An analysis of the data showed that there were no 81gn1f1cant 

differences in the Ta1ue ayatema found in the compariaon of the attitudes 

2 of persons of these three ethnic groups 1n the lower-lower claas. 

Some co-on values that Cohen and Hodges found representative of 

lower-lower class individual• are the followug: 

1 
Caaavutea, El?.! £!!•, p. 1. 

2 
~•• P• 3. 

11 
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l. Their life within the context of an extended family in.cor
porates a larger proportion of available time (than is true 
of middle and upper class indiTiduale) in interaction with 
relatives and rtth other people living nearby. 

2. They are non-joiner• of voluntary associations, including 
fraternal, church-related, and political associations. 

3. They have a preference for the old and the familiar, demon
strated by a reluctance to engage in new aituations, or to 
form new social relationahips, eapecially to initiate inter
actions with strangers. 

4. They demonatrate a marked anti-intellectualism, which ex
presses itself in little adairation for intellectuals, pro
feasore, writers, artiats, the ballet, ayaphoniee, etc., as 
well as lack of support for schools or for the school activ
ities of their children. 

5. Males demonstrate "Machismo." Thia is seen as opposite be
havior to being intellectual or engaging in such activiti es 
a& the ballet. Males who demonstrate "Machiao" brag a 
great deal about their male conquests, ••• 

6. They appear unable to postpone gratification. The tendency 
to live on a day-to-day basis loom.a extreaely preTalent, and 
few provisi ons are made for long-range activities. 

?. There is a great deal of use of phyaical force, fGr example, 
to settle arguments, or in the use of physical puniahaent 
rtth disobedient children. 

8. They are extremely fatalistic 1n their view of the world, 
feeling that they have very little control oTer nature, over 
institutions, or over events. 1 

The siailarity between these characterietice and those uwally 

attributed to the Mexican-Allerican is striking. Aa Mexican-American 

characteristics, the authors consider them to be cultural values. 

The Latin male rep.resents his taai.ly and he muet do ao at all 

tilles with honor and devotion. He tolerates no overt offenae to his 

family trom the outside world. He seek.a to maintai.n the public illlage 

ot hie fully by becoming indebted to no one, acknowleci«ing no 

t 
Caaavantes, ~ ill•, P• 2. 
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1 
obligations that ■igbt conflict with Ms familial role. This sense or 

honor is reflected in the group of faailies Within every barrio. 

Rudolfo "Corky" Gonzales stated that the Mexican-American culture is 

such that 

•• • we don't like to march, to protest. We don't like to be con
spicuous. We don't like to seem ridiculous 1n the public eye. That 
is machisao. That is man's aenee of self-reepect. We are not non
violent. But in the barrio self-determination means that every man, 
every people, every barrio baa to be able to take care of themselves, 
with dignity. 2 

He added that MeXican-Allericana have been withdrawn, have withdran from 

society to protect their culture, the values they have.3 

The distinguialung characteristic of machine, according to 

Stevena, is not violence but intransigence. Aa in other spheres of 

action, role expectations in politics require that a man get hie own w93. 

To brook opposition or share his power with another would be to show 

traits of feainin i ty, of subllissiveneae and of paasivity.4 

The concept of honor requires that Latin male• avoid being proven 

wrong. To take a stand on an issue and then retreat is regarded aa de

grading. I t is better to avoid CO!llllitment on any issue than to risk 

being proven wrong. Involvement in controversial issues is considered to 

be foolhardy. The obligations and loyalties involved in affi liation with 

formal organizations a.re regarded as threats to the self-reliance of the 

individual and the self-sufficiency of the faai~. Thia poaition of the 

1 
Madsen,~- ill·, P• 18. 

2 
Steiner, .2:2• ill•• P• 391. 

3~ •• p. 386. 

4 Stevena• .21?• ill•, p. 392. 
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Latin ma.le is the reason, no doubt, that unions, cine organization.a, 

and mutual aid eocieties consistently meet with failures in atte■pting to 

1 
recruit and hold ■emberehip from the Mexican-American ■ale population. 

Cohen and Hodges• third attribute of moat people living in the 

culture ot poverty is found in Lara-Braud•• article on the nation's sec

ond largest m:inority. "A true Hispanic-American knows no racial preju

dice, holds sacred huaan life over 'human• causes, puts honor before 

2 
gain, defers to the wisdom ot the old over the fads of the young." 

Men in the culture of poverty are said to brag a great deal about 

their male conquests. Rubel states that it 1• 1n the very nature of the 

Mexican-American male to transgress the marital bond.3 Madsen contend.a 

that ma.le virility is proven better by direct action than by triumJhs in 

verbal dueling. The La.tin male takes hie sex lite seriouely. He con

siders the female sex as a desirable quantity that ensta to be conquered, 

and he is the conqueror. He takes pride in the seductiona he cha.llts up 

and does not hesitate to point the■ out to his coapaniona. "Seduction is 

the best proof of manliness •••• The true man auat demonstrate not only 

his ph,ysical prowess but also hie power to lure women into sexual adven

tures."~ 

In su■aary, it can be said that many of the characteristics 

ueually used to describe the Mex1can-Amer1can are baaically descriptions 

t 
Madsen, -2.2• ~•• p. 19. 

2 
Jorge Lara-Braud, MThe Second Largest Etlmic Minority in the 

U.S.A.," Migration Toda.y, Spring, 1969. 

3Arthur J. Rubel, Across the Tracka1 Mencan-Aaerican8 1n a Texas 
City (Austin: Uruversity of Texas Preas, 1966), P• uo. 

4Mauen, il• ill•, p. 26. 



15 

or 1ndirtdua1a trom the lower-lower socio-economic class. There is a 

second group of attributes that do apply to the majority of Mencan-

Americans. 

2. 

Caaavantes ca1ls these 11Structural-De11ographic. 11 

The majority have come, or have had parents or grudparents 
who have come, trom Mexico. 

They speak the Spanish language, and, as a consequence, many 
have an accent which is a d1■tillguish1ng feature. 

They belong to the Roman Catholic Church, and conaequently 
much behavior is aligned with the practice of Catholicism. 

Many have darker ak.1.n coloration., dark hair, and brown eyes, 
thus creating high viaibility. 1 

The first two item• above account tor most or the characteristics 

usually aaaociated with the Chicano and from which Chicano customs come. 

Mariachi bands, Mexican music, piiiatas, and Mertcan food are derived trom 

the aiaple tact that parents or grandparents learned the■ in Mexico and 

brought them to the United States. The speaking of Spaniah and English 

which gives the Mexican-American two modea ot verbal expresaion and two 

2 cognitive modes can be of ilulense value. 

It is a well-known fact that religious ethos has a great influence 

on the cultural life of any people. Steiner states that statiatics show 

that barely 10 to 15 per cent of the men go to Maas, evea though many 

■ore e~ they are Catholic.3 Hueldon allows the Catholic Church 15 per 

cent of the Spaniah-speak.ing population and the Protestant Churches 5 per 

cent as active church member■• He claims that 80 per cent have no active 

1 
Cuavantea, .21?• ill•• p. 5. 

2 ll!!!·, p. 4. 
3
steiner, £.I?• ill•, P• 343. 
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1 church affiliation. Another author holds that Latin women have a better 

record for attendance. "Male attendance at church seems to increase with 

2 
vertical social mobility." 

Reverend Wagner believes that there is something very basic 

lacking in the American Catholic Church • 

• Perhaps the American Catholic Church has become so solidified 
that it will accept membership only on its own basis and only as long 
as the individual conforms to its proper development. Basically , 
this would mean that to be regarded as a good Catholic in the American 
Church one would have to be in the middle income economically, to be 
able to send his children to the Catholic school, to be able to support 
the structure which is called the parish. Since the Spanish-speaking 
are not in this position, they have one of two choices: either to 
forsake all of their background and become as legalistic

3
as the 

Catholic Anglo, or find their expression somewhere else. 

Even though the majority of MeXican-Americans profess affiliation 

with the Catholic Church, this population baa been taken tor granted by 

most parishes in which they have lived in the Southwest. Protestant denom

inations have recognized the plight of this people and have min~stered to 

them through a variety of welfare programs. Funduental needs of the 

Mexican-American poor are met first: a better roof over one's head, food 

in one's stomach, health to one's children. The influence of these pro

grams has resulted in a substantial number of conversions to the Protestant 

churcbes. 4 Cesar Chavez, who is a devout Catholic , eays, "The Church has 

to minister to both sides. We realize that. We do not criticize the 

Church for minietering to the upper class, to the power structure. But we 

1 
Kyle Haseldon , Death of a Kyth (New York: Friendship Press, 

1964), p. 103. 

2 
Madsen, ~- ill·, P• 59. 

3saaora, ~- ill•• P• 35. 

4 
ill.!!·' p. xv. 



want the Church to minister to us ae well--to the poor." 

17 
1 

Status also has implications 1n the marriage fora. The tor■alit:, 

1n the legal and ritual terms of the marriage and the degree of masculine 

dominance vary 1n the d.1fferent economic classes. Church ■arriage is of 

higher social prestige than legal ■arriage or co■mon-ln residence. Some 

persons choose legal marriage because Church marriage• are expensive. By 

this they ■ean not ■o much the ceremony as the outlay in dress and the 

festivities which the status 1Jlpltcat1ona of a church wedding bring. 

Church ■arriage also per■its no divorce so it is considered a contract 

with no escape clause in a eociety where separation often seeae appro-

2 priate. Another reason contributing to elopement is the frequent diaap. 

proval of the match by the parents ot the girl. The parents may even be 

secretly pleased by the elopement because they are thus spared the expense 

or a wedding ceremony and celebration. 

The lavishness of the celebration varies according to class. 

Lower-class marriage• are customarily celebrated by an outdoor barbecue 

and beer party. Wedding celebrations among the elite sometimes till ball• 

roome of large hotels• and champagne and 1Jlported delicacies are served in 

addition to an elaborate wedding cake. There are differences, but the 

aymbolin is the same. 3 

Description of the Study Saaple 

Due to the fact that the concept of machisao is u■ed by some 

1 
Steiner, !:?R• cit., P• 349. 

2 
Lisa R. Peattie, The View tro■ the Ba[rio (Ann Arbor: University 

of Mich1can Presa, 1968), p. 45. 

3
111adsen, E.R• ill•, P• 45° 
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authors to describe a cultural trait of Mexican-American males, mal.es 

were used exclusively in thie stuey. A sample of poverty income Mexican

American males and of non-poverty income Mexican-American mal.e• waa 

utilized. Approximately 60 per cent of the 25,787 Mexican-Aaericans in 

Fort Worth, Texas are of poverty level income. The first group of the 

aaaple consisted ot 69 men which was three-fifths ot the moat completely 

tilled questionnaires. The data indicated that of the total number (115) 

of respondents, 11.6 per cent of the poverty income group had families ot 

one or two children while 37.6 per cent had five or more children. In 

the non-poverty income group, 52.2 per cent were from families with one 

or two children while only 6~5 per cent were in families ot five or more. 

Table 1 also revealed that 79.7 per cent of the poverty level income men 

had incomes of less than S4,400 while 34.8 per cent of the non-poverty 

level group had incomes of more than 16,800. The differences in propor

tione tor these two descriptive characteristics accounted for significant 

differentiation. 

Each aample of Mexican-American ■al.es was cross-tabulated by five 

baseline characteristic■: (1) age, (2) education, (3) occupation, 

(4) marital status, and (5) generations of the fllllil.y born in the United 

States. The reaults of this cross-tabulation are shown in Table 2. The 

data show that education and occupation differentiate the poverty level 

income group from the non-poverty level income group. Over half (.507) 

of the poverty group had only grade school education coapared to the 

37.8 per cent of the non-poverty sample. The pNportions rtth high school 

education were similar in the two saaplee. However, only 2.9 per cent of 

the poverty level group had a college education while l?.8 per cent of 

those in the non-poverty group had a coll•~ education. S1ailarl~, 



Number 
ill 

Family 

1-4 

' 
6 

7 

8 

9 or 
more 

Total 

Annual 
Family 
Income 

Below 13800 

3800 to 4400 

4400 to 5000 

5000 to 5600 

5600 to 6200 

6200 to 6800 

6800 or more 

Total 

TABLE l 

115 MEXICAN-AMERICAN PIALF.S BY FAMILY SIZE 
AND BY ANNUAL FAMILY I NCOME 

Poverty Non-poverty 
Num• Pro- Nwa- Pro-
ber portion ber portion 

8 .116 24 .522 

16 .232 10 .217 

19 .275 9 .196 

lJ 
.159 

[:I" 
.043 

.029 .022 

.188 .ooo 

69 .999 46 1.000 
x 2 for 3df .01) P>.001 

Ponrty Non-poverty 
Num- Pro- Num- Pro-
ber portion ber portion 

26 .377 0 .ooo 

29 .420 10 .217 

5 .072 8 .174 

ff 
.072 

[J 
.196 

.000 .065 

.014 .000 

3 .043 16 .348 

69 9.982 46 1.000 
X. for 4df .02>P>.05 

Total 
Nwa- Per-
ber cent 

32 27.8 

26 22.6 

28 24.4 

13 11.3 

3 2.6 

13 11.3 

115 1.00 

Total 
Nwn- Per-
ber cent 

26 22.6 

39 33.9 

13 11.3 

14 12.2 

3 2.6 

1 .9 

19 16.5 

115 1.000 

a Adjacent categories combined in computin& Chi Square-as 

19 

expected frequencies were less than 10 in each of the bracketed cells. 
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62.3 per cent of those in poverty income were employed in semi-skilled 

and unskilled occupations, while ?l.? per cent of the non-poYerty income 

group were engaged in professions and skilled oecupatione. 

An analyaia and interpretation of the remai.ning three descriptive 

items reveal that the two aamplea were aiailar in the distributions by 

each of these characteristics. In age, over eighty-five per cent were 

under forty. Slightly more poverty level income ■en (.134) thu non

poverty level (.130) were forty or over. 

In marital status, the two samples were siailar. Comparison of 

generations of the family born in the United States shows that a greater 

proportion of the non-poverty group (.611) are first or third generation. 

Only half ( .,500 ) of the ponrty le.el group are in these categories. 

In SUJllllary, the analyzed data presented in Table 2 showed two 

variables which differentiated the poverty level income group fr01I the 

non-poverty level ineOJlle groupt (1) There was a higher proportion of 

poverty income males with less than high school education. (2) Propor

tionatel,y ■ore non-po•erty inCOJle ■ales had a college education. 

(3) 0.er half of the non-poverty income group was engaged in skilled or 

professional occupations. (4) Three times as ■any po-Yerty level 11en as 

non-po-Yerty level males were employed in unskilled and a .. 1-akilled labor. 

An examinati on of the attitudes toward machiao and the Church, 

as obtained by a schedule, is made 1n Chapter III. Add1tionall,y, the 

responses of the poTery leTel and non-po-Yerty level income mal.es to the 

s i xteen questionnaire items atte11pt to teat the hypot.heaia. 
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CHAPI'ER I II 

ANALYSIS OF THE RESPONSF.S TO THE ATTITUDE INVENTORY 

In an effort to investigate and compare the attitude• of poverty 

level income and non-poverty level income Mexican-Aaerican males in Fort 

Worth, Texas, th• attitude-toward-machiamo-and-the-Church questionnaire 

waa adllliniatered to 69 poverty-level income and 46 non-poverty level in

come men. The reaponsea were cross-tabulated by poverty level income 

and non-poverty level income and by the categories of answers tor each 

question. The chi square test tor significance ot the difference was 

computed for the distribution on each question and the probability value 

was obtained for each chi square. 

Attitudes Toward Macb18lDo 

The data in Table 3 show the two aaaples croaa-tabulated by the 

eight questionnaire items recarding attitude• toward machismo. Only one 

of the items in this table had a probability va1ue of less than .05. 

Seventy-tour per cent of the low incoae group believed that self-respect 

1.Jlplied by machiao prevents Mexican-Americana tr011 engaging in marches 

or protests which would make them appear ridiculous in the public eye. 

The majority (.556) of the higher level inco•e group disagreed with this 

item. Thus, the null hypothesis is rejected and the statistical hy])oth

eaia is sustained on this item. 

All of the other items in Table 3 had a probability value of aore 

than .05. From an inspection of the data, it••~ diacloaed that the aa.

jority of both the low 1.ncoae and the higher income groups disagreed that 

23 



TA
BL

E 
3 

11
5 

M
EX

IC
A

N
-A

M
ER

IC
A

N
 M

AL
F.S

 
BY

 
LE

V
EL

 O
F 

IN
CO

M
E 

AN
D 

BY
 

RE
SP

O
N

SE
S 

TO
 

EI
G

H
T 

O
PI

N
IO

N
A

IR
E 

IT
EM

S:
 

O
p:

1l
1.

1o
na

1.
re

 
It

em
a 

K
a
.c

h
i•

o
 
1

• 
m

or
e 

a 
re

fi
e
c
ti

o
n

 o
f 

p
o

T
er

ty
 

th
an

 o
f 

M
ex

1
e~

A
m

er
1

-
ca

nh
oo

d.
,!

/ 

S
tr

o
n

«
ly

 A
gr

ee
 

A
gr

ee
 

SO
m

ew
ha

t 
D

ia
ag

re
e 

T
he

 
h

o
n

o
r 

o
t 

• 
M

ex
ic

an
-

A
ll

er
1c

an
 m

ua
t 

b
e 

gu
ar

d
ed

 
fr

om
 

th
e 

a
l1

g
h

te
a
t 

a
t-

tr
o

n
t-

e
T

e
n

 b
y 

th
e 

ri
sk

 
o

t 
li

te
, 

if
 n

ec
ea

sa
ry

. 
T

h
ia

 d
o

e•
 n

o
t 

in
cl

u
d

e 
1D

su
.l

ta
, 

il
l 

tu
n

, 
by

 
fr

ie
n

d
••

!/
 

.S
tr

on
gl

y 
A

gr
ee

 
A

gr
ee

 S
om

ew
ha

t 
M

aa
g

re
e 

CH
I 

SQ
UA

RE
 A

ND
 P

R
O

B
A

B
IL

IT
Y

 

P
o

v
er

ty
 

N
o

n
-p

o
v

er
ty

 
N

u
a

-
P

ro
-

N
U

ID
-

P
ro

-
b

er
 

p
o

rt
io

n
 

b
er

 
p

o
rt

io
n

 

1
1

 
.1

67
 

6 
.1

40
 

18
 

.2
.7

3 
8 

.1
86

 
37

 
.5

61
 

29
 

.6
74

 

13
 

.1
94

 
5 

.1
2

2
 

27
 

.4
03

 
12

 
.2

93
 

27
 

.4
03

 
24

 
.5

85
 

T
o

ta
l 

N
um

-
P

e
r-

C
h

i 
b

er
 

ce
n

t 
S

q
u

ar
e 

17
 

1
5

.6
 

26
 

23
.9

 
1

.5
5

 
66

 
60

.6
 

18
 

1
6

.?
 

39
 

36
.1

 
3

.3
8 

51
 

47
.2

 

d
.t

. 
P

ro
b

a
b

il
it

y
 

2 
• .

50
>P

>.
3

0
 

2 
.2

0>
P>

.1
0 



M
ez

:1
.c

an
-A

ae
r1

ca
n 

m
a.

le
a 

p
ri

d
e 

th
n

e
e
lv

e
e
 t

h
a

t 
th

ey
 a

re
 1

rr
ea

1
at

1
b

le
 

co
n

q
u

er
o

rs
 o

t 
w

om
en

.£
/ 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 A
gr

ee
 

12
 

.1
74

 
3 

A
gr

ee
 

So
ll

ew
ha

t 
30

 
.4

35
 

14
 

D
is

a
g

re
e 

2?
 

.3
91

 
2?

 

A
 v

ee
y 

st
ro

n
g

 y
a

lu
e 

o
t 

th
e 

M
ez

:1
.c

an
,.A

m
er

ic
an

 
1

• 
th

a
t 

o
t 

h1
.e

 m
al

en
ee

a 
lr

h
ic

h
 m

ea
ne

 
e
x

c
e
ll

in
g

 
a

ll
 o

th
er

s 
1

A
 

co
u

ra
ge

 
an

d 
p

o
w

e
r
.y

 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 A
gr

ee
 

14
 

.2
06

 
8 

A
gr

ee
 S

01
1e

w
ha

t 
2

2
 

.3
24

 
15

 
D

is
a

g
re

e 
32

 
.4

71
 

21
 

E
a~

h 
M

ez
:1

.c
an

-A
ae

ri
ca

n 
■
a
n
 
is

 c
on

rt
n

ce
d

 t
h

a
t 

th
er

e 
is

 o
n

ly
 o

ne
 r

ig
h

t 
w

ay
 

o
f 

d
o

in
g

 t
h

in
g

s-
-

h1
.8

 
•
•
 ,.

. 
A

 r
ea

o
rt

 
to

 
rt

o
le

n
c
e
 m

ay
 

be
 n

ec
ea

-
e

a
ry

 
to

 i
m

p
oH

 t
h

1
.e

.!
f 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 A
gr

ee
 

1
1

 
.1

62
 

4 
A

gr
ee

 
So

m
ew

ha
t 

19
 

.2
79

 
8 

D
is

ag
re

e 
38

 
.5

59
 

32
 

.0
68

 
15

 
1

3
.3

 
.3

18
 

44
 

38
.9

 
.6

14
 

54
 

47
.8

 

.1
82

 
22

 
19

.6
 

.3
41

 
37

 
33

.0
 

.4
77

 
53

 
47

.3
 

.0
91

 
15

 
1

3
.4

 
.1

82
 

Z7
 

24
.1

 
.7

27
 

70
 

62
 • .

5 

5.
92

 
2 

.1
0 

2 

3
.2

8
 

2 

.l
O

>P
>.

05
 

P
•.

95
 

.2
0>

P>
.1

0 

"' \JI 



M
ac

hl
.a

o 
■
e
a
n
a
 
se

lf
-

re
sp

ec
t 

w
hi

ch
 p

re
v

en
ts

 
M

e:
d.

ca
n-

A
ll

er
1c

an
a•

 
m

ar
ch

.1
ng

, 
p

ro
te

st
in

g
, 

ap
p

ea
ri

n
.g

 r
ic

l1
cu

lo
u

s 
1n

 t
h

e 
p

u
b

li
c 

e
y

e
.!

f 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 A
o-

ee
 

16
 

.2
35

 
8 

.1
7

8
 

24
 

2
1

.2
 

A
gr

ee
 

SG
11

ew
ha

t 
34

 
• 5

00
 

12
 

.2
6

7
 

46
 

4
0

.7
 

1
0

.1
1

 
z 

.O
l>

P
>.

00
1 

D
is

ag
re

e 
18

 
.2

6
5

 
25

 
.5

56
 

43
 

3
8

.1
 

F
or

 a
 w

if
e 

o
f 

a 
M

ex
ic

an
~ 

A
ae

ri
ca

n 
to

 w
or

k,
 

w
ou

ld
 

o
ff

en
d

 h
i
■
 
a
tt

it
u

d
e
 o

f 
■
a
n
l
.
i
n
e
e
s
.
 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 A
gr

ee
 

17
 

.2
4

6
 

5 
.1

0
9

 
2

2
 

1
9

.1
 

A
gr

ee
 

So
m

ew
ha

t 
14

 
.2

03
 

12
 

.2
6

1
 

26
 

2
2

.6
 

3
.4

4
 

2 
.2

0
>P

>
.1

0
 

D
is

a
g

re
e 

38
 

.5
51

 
29

 
.6

3
0

 
67

 
5

8
.3

 

It
 

1
s 

b
e
tt

e
r 

to
 a

v
o

id
 

cO
lll

lll
itm

en
t 

on
 a

n 
ie

su
e 

th
an

 t
o

 r
1

ak
 b

e1
n&

 p
ro

ve
n 

'f
fo

n
g

.f
/ S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 A

gr
ee

 
1

2
 

.1
76

 
6 

.1
4

0
 

18
 

1
6

.2
 

A
gr

ee
 S

om
ew

ha
t 

24
 

.3
53

 
11

 
.2

5
6

 
35

 
3

1
.5

 
1

.9
4

 
2 

.5
0>

P
>.

3
0

 
D

is
a

g
re

e 
32

 
.4

7
1

 
26

 
.6

0
5

 
.58

 
5

2
.3

 

:W
o 

re
ep

on
ae

 
fr
o■
 6

 r
ee

pe
nd

en
t■

• 
No

 
re

ap
o

n
•e

 
fr

om
 

8 
r
e
■
p
o
n
d
e
n
t
e
.
 

C
 ~
o

 r
es

p
o

n
se

 
fr

om
 

2 
re

ep
o

n
d

en
ta

. 
o 

re
ap

on
ee

 
fr

om
 

3 
re

sp
o

n
d

en
ts

. 
e ?.

o
 r

es
p

o
n

se
 

fr
om

 
3 

r
e
■
p
o
n
d
e
n
t
a
.
 

"' 
No

 
re

sp
o

n
se

 
fr

om
 

2 
re

ep
o

n
d

en
ta

. 
(7

\ 

gN
o 

N
a

p
o

n
a

e 
fr
o■

 4
 r

es
p

o
n

d
en

ts
. 



2? 

machismo 1a more a refiect1on ot poverty than ot Me:rlcan-Aller1canhood. 

Since six other 1tema on thia table alao had high probability values, 

the responses to this item probably inctlcated that the re•pondents under

stood the language u■ed and had a ■trong feeling on the matter. 

Proportionately, the majority ot both income aamplee believed 

that the concept of manliness tor the Men.can-American means that he ex

cells all others in courage and power. But the majority ctl■agreed with 

two other i tems: (1) A resort to violence may be necessary to apoae the 

conviction that each Mexican-American has the only one right way ot doing 

things; and (2} For a Wife of a Men.can-Ameri can to work would offend 

hia attitude ot manliness. The tact that 44.9 per cent of the poverty 

level income group agreed nth thi• lut item probably acco\lnts tor the 

tact that their familie• are still in poverty. But the large number of 

children in these fam1l1ee increases the difficulty of the wife's being 

out of the home to work. 

Of the poverty level income group, the majority (.59?) agreed 

that even a risk of life might be neceeaary to guard a Mex:1.can-.Aaerican 

male's honor. Fitty-nine per cent of the non-poverty level income group 

ctlaagreed. Thi a item tended to support the etat1etical bypothee1e1 while 

the sixth 1tea concern1.ng risking life to defend one•a idea of the right 

way of doing things did not. The third attitude item also showed a ctlf

terence 1n the two groups. Si xty-one per cent of the low illcome sales 

believed that Mex:1.can-Alterican males pride th .. aelves that they are irre

si■tible conquerors of women; but 61.4 per cent of the higher inco■e 

male• diaageed with th1a attitude. 

The null hypotheeia ia auatained on seven of the eight ite■a on 

attitudes toward mach1B110. Thia tinding aee111• highly aportant. While 
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factore influencing these results are not known specirically, it is sug

gested that probabl7 there is a unity of feeling among both income 

groups concerning their ideas on manliness. The posa1b111ty that the 

wording of the items presented difficulty eeems to be insignificant be

cause of the general similarity of the responses. 

Attitudes Toward the Church 

The data in Table 4 ehow the two saaples cross-tabulated by eight 

questionnaire items regarding attitude toward the Church. Seven of the 

i tems differentiated ■1gniticantly the poverty level income Mexican

.Aaerican males from the non-poverty level income males. It is not sur

prising that the items concerning a need of money tor the priest or a 

celebration, as a condition tor receiving baptism and matrimony in the 

Church, found the poor in agreement and the non-poverty group 1n disa

greement. The agreement by the poverty group indicates two probabilities. 

There 1e a misunderstanding aaong the poor, since they feel obligated to 

make a donation to the priest. Some persona place a taaily celebration-

which 1a a laudable and a symbolic geature-above the illportance of re

ceiving the sacrament• of the Church. The d1aacrenent (.711 and .?50) 

by the non-poverty group does not give an indication as to whether or not 

they are better informed concerning their religion. 

The need of Sund~ attendance at Church met disagreement by 70.6 

per cent ot the poverty group and agreement by 63 per cent of the non

poverty level group. It is interesting to note, however, that the ■a

jor1ty ot both the poverty level income men (.609) and the non-poverty 

level income men (.795) disagreed With the 1te■ that women should be the 

ones to frequently go to church. Thia result tends to agree With the ma

jor! ty of reepon.ses Oll attitudes to•ard ■achi.111110 1 tema 1n austa.1.ning the 
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null hypothesis. 

The last three items on attitudes toward the Church dealt with 

social concerns. Ei ghty-eight per cent ot those in poverty and 54 per 

cent ot those not in poverty beli eve that the Church is more attentive 

to the middle and upper classes. More than 90 per cent of both groups 

believe that the Church bas taken the Mexican-American tor granted. 

Even though more than halt the sample agreed on these i teae, the per

centages ot the non-poverty group who disagreed caused all the items to 

differentiate signifi cantly. 

Only one ot the items on this table had a probability of ■ore 

than .05. Regardless of differences of opinion between the poverty level 

inco•e and non-poverty level income Mexican-American males concerning 

reception of the sacraments, church attendance, and the Church's involve

ment in soc i al welfare, both groups agreed that chi ldren should be baP

tized as infanta. This i tem sustains the hypothesis of no difference in 

attitudes among poverty level income and non-poverty level income 

Mexican-American males. 

A contingency coefficient was obtained for each of the ei ght 

questionnaire ite■s that differentiated significantly. The results are 

exhibited in Table 5. From the data, it 1e observed that the ite■e con

cerning need of money for the priest or for fuil.y celebrations and at

tendance at chvch by women show a negligible degree of association. The 

data on machismo•• mean.i.Dg self-respect, on weekly church attendance• and 

on the need of the Chllrch to engage in more social welfare acti vities 

revealed a moderate degree of assoc i ation. The strongest degree• of as

sociation were shown on the i teu stating that the Church 1• ■ore atten

tive to the middle and upper clauee while it has taken t he MeX:ican-
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American for granted. 

The attitudes of poverty level income and non- poverty level in

come MeJd.can-Allerican males were preaented and interpreted in Chapter III. 

Seven ot the eight queationnaire items regarding attitudes toward machiao 

had probability value• of more than .05. Seven of the eight questionnaire 

items regarding attitudes toward the Church had probability values of leas 

than .05. In Chapter IV, the sustaining of the hypothesis of no differ

ence regarding attitudes toward ■achiao will show that poverty level in

come Mexican-American ■alee and non-poverty level inco■e MeJd.can-American 

■alee hold einilar Tiewe with respect to manliness . 



CRAPI'ER IV 

FINDINGS AND INTERPRETATIONS 

Thi s study was an exami nation of the attitudes of Mexican-Ameri

can males in Fort Worth, Texas. The purpose of the study waa to deter

mine it there was any significant difference 1n the attitudes toward 

machismo and the Church ot those 1n low income groups and those 1n non

poverty income groups. These attitudes were measured by an attitude

toward-machi ao-and-the-Church-inTentory. Thi s questionnaire consists 

of sixteen items organized in the two categories. 

The study sample of 115 poverty leTel income and non-poTerty 

leTel income Mexican-American men were selected from three Catholic par

ishes and two Co1111unity Action Agency centers. Each subject completed a 

aaaple schedule indicating: (1 ) age; (2) education completed; (3) oc

cupation; (4) marital status; (5) generations of the faaily born in 

the United States. 

Four ba.eic question• were uked concerning this study. The 

first question was: 

Does the l i terature reveal any differences in the attitudes ot 
Mexican-American males tOYard 11achiamo and the Church? 

The reTiew of the l i terature, presented in Chapter I I, reveal• 

that many author• on the subject of machismo consider it a cultural value. 

In a study conducted by Cohen and Hodgea, hOYever, it was found that there 

were no significant differences in the attitudes of lower socio-economi c 

class Blacks, Mexican-Aaericana, and Anglos. Couon values were found by 

Cohen and Hodges to be repreaentatiTe of lower-lower class individuals. 

35 
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The second basic question was: 

Is there any significant difference between the aixty-nine poTerty 
level income Mexican- American males and the forty-aix non-poverty 
leTel income Mexican-American males when croas- tabulated by fiTe 
baseline characteristics? 

Thia information was obtained from the indiTiduala in the two 

samples and then the data were subjected to the chi aquare test to de

termine whether any or the descriptive characteristics aignificantly 

differentiated the poverty level income males froa the non-poverty leTel 

income males. The data indicate that education and occupation differen

tiate the two sample groups . There was a higher proportion of poverty 

income males with less than hl.gh school education while more non- poverty 

level income males had a college degree . The majority or the non-poverty 

income group waa engaged in semi-skilled or professional occupations 

while the majority ot the poverty level group did unskilled or semi

skilled labor. 

The third basic question was: 

To what ext~nt do the responses made by sixty- nine poTerty level 
income Mexican- American males to sixteen questionnaire items differ
entiate forty-six non-poverty level income Mexican- American males 
after these have been grouped into two categories or attitudes to
ward machl.smo and the Church? 

After scoring the responses to the sixteen questionnaire items 

relating to attitudes, it was found that there were eight ite•s that dif

ferentiated the two samples at the .05 leTel or significance. The null 

hypothesis was rejected and the atatiatical bypotheaia was sustained on 

those eight items . On the other eight items , the attitude• held by both 

samples were a1.milar and the null hypothesis was sustained. 

Within the category of attitudes toward machismo, one item--Item 

6--ditferentiated the two samples. Seventy-four per cent of the low 

income group believed that self- respect implied by machl.smo prevents 

- - - --------------------
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Mencan-Americans trom engaging in marches or protests which would make 

the■ appear ridiculous in the public eye, but the majority of the higher 

le-Yel income group disagreed with this. Therefore, the null hypothesis 

is rejected on thi• item. 

Seven items in which the two samples were significantly ctlffer

entiated appear 1n attitudes toward the Church. The po-Yerty level income 

group felt that need of money tor the priest or a celebration prevents 

the reception of the sacraments in the church. The poor believed that 

Sunday attendance at Ma.es is unnecessary while the non-po-Yerty income 

group disagreed. Both groups ctlaagreed that the women are the ones to 

attend Church . Three items dealt with social concerns of the Church. 

The majority of both groups believed that the Church is more attentive to 

the upper and the middle classes than it ia to the poor. Both groups 

also tel t that the Church baa taken the Mexican-American tor granted and 

that the Church should engage in more social welfare actiTities. Even 

though more than one-half of both samples agreed on theae items, the 

nWDbers of non-poverty level income men who ctlsagreed caused the items to 

differentiate significantly. The statistical hypotheaia was su■tained 

with respect to these seven items , inctlcating that po-Yerty le'Yel income 

and non-poverty level income Mexican-American males disagree in their at

titudes toward the Church . 

The fourth basic question was: 

It there are categories that significantly differentiate the two 
samples, to what extent will these items be associated With level of 
income as shown by the Contingency Correlation C: J g~ L 

M ♦ '>'-
It was found after tabulating the two categories ot attitudes 

tor the two sample group• that o~ one attitude category, the attitude 

toward the Church, significantly differentiated the po-Yerty lenl uco■e 
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males from the non-poverty level income males. Thia finding indicates 

that the statistical hypothesis can be sustained with regard to this 

attitude category and the null hypotheais rejected. The other attitude 

category showed no significant difference between the response• of the 

two samples. Therefore. the null hypothesis of no difference is sus

tained regarding attitudes toward machismo. 

The findings of this study seem to indicate that difference in 

attitudes toward machismo between poverty level income Mexican-American 

males and non-poverty level income Mexican-American males were generally 

too emall to reject the null hyJ)othesis. This finding could be due to 

several reasons. First, machine is perhapa a cultural value of the 

Mexican-American male regardless of hie income level. Second, some of 

the questions on the attitude inventory could carry a vague meaning for 

some individuals; and therefore, this would have an influence on their 

answers. Third, these responses indicate that Mexican-American men have 

a more negative than positive attitude toward machiemo as it was stated 

in this inventory and that they tend to react in a positive manner toward 

others. 

The results of the present study appear to support the following 

conclusions: (1) Mexican-American poverty level income al.es and Mexican

Aaerican non-poverty level income males differed with respect to the at

titude category concerning the Church• with the non-poverty level group 

having lees concern that the Church should be more attentive to the 

Mexican-Aaerican and to the poor; (2) Mexican-American poTerty level 

income and non-poverty level income ■al.es were SU!llar in responses with 

respect to the attitude toward machiamo category; and (3) no significant 

differences existed between poverty level income and non-poverty level 
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income Mexican-American males on the attitude-toward-machino-and-the 

Church inventory with the exception of eight questionnaire items . Item 

6 indicated that more poverty level income men than non-poverty level 

income men felt that machismo means self-respect which prevents Mexican

Americans I marching, protesting, appearing rid.iculoua in the public eye . 

Items 10 and 11 indicated that one-half of the poor believed that lack 

of money keeps Mexican-Americans t'rom receiving the sacraaents in the 

church. Item 12 showed that fewer poverty level income than non-poverty 

level income men believed that church should be attended every Sunday . 

Item 13 showed the majority of both samples disagreeing that frequently 

going to church is for the women. Item 14 indicated that a greater 

proportion of poverty level income men felt that the Church 1a more at

tentive to the middle and upper classes than to the lower class. Ite■ 

15 found the majority ot both groups believing that the Church should 

engage in more activities tor the social welfare of its members. Item 

16 showed that a greater percentage of the poverty level income sample 

than the non-poverty level income sample believed that the Church haa 

had too .little concern tor the Mexican- American . 

In the light of the results of the preaent study and the lack of 

studies concerning differences in attitudes of poverty level income and 

non-poverty level income Mexican-American males, the following recoU1en

dations are presented: 

1. There 1e a need tor turther studies utilizing Mex:1can- Aaer1can 

males. 

2 . There 1a a need tor more studies utilizing Anglo, Black, and 

Mexican-American subjects. 

3. Further studies are needed in the area of attitudes toward 



machismo and the Church utilizing methods of measurement 

other than the atti tudes-t01rard-machiemo-and-the-Church 

i nventory. 
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APPENDIX J. 

DF..SCRIP!'IVE DATA FOR STUDY SAMPLE 



Baseline Characteristic■ 

Pleaee check one itea in each category. 

1. Age 
a. 18-29 
b. 30-39 
c. 40 and over 

2. Education 

•• 1-8 gradee 
b. 9-12 
c. College 

3. 0CCUJ!!t10D 

•• Professional 
b. Skilled 
c. Seai-akilled 
d. Unskilled 

4. Marital Status 
a. Single 
b. Married 
c. D1-Yorced 
d. Separated 

5. M8Jlbere of Faaiy Born in the 
United Statea 
a. Self 
b. Father 
c. Grandfather 

6. N!!ber of Member• 1n the Fu1y 
(Parent• and Dependents) 
a. 1-4 
b. 5 
c. 6 
d. 7 
•• 8 
t. 9 or more 

?. Annual Faa1lz Incoae 
a. Below 13,800 
b. 13,800 to 14,400 
c. S4,400 to 15,000 
d. 15,000 to 15,600 
e. 15,600 to 16,200 
r. 16,200 to 16,800 
g. 16~800 or Abo-Ye 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 

( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
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APPENDIX B 

SAMPLE QUESTIONNAIRE 



Delineating Attitude Que•tionnaire 

Answer each of the following: 

1. Machiaao is ■ore a renection 
of poverty than of Mexican
Americanhood. 

2. The honor ot a Mexican-American 
11uet be guarded fro■ the 
slightest affront-even in 
epeech--by the risk of l i te. it 
necessary. Thie does not in
clude 1neults. in tun, by 
fr i ends. 

3. Mencan-American males pride 
themselves that they are 
irresistible conquerors ot 
women. 

4. A very strong value or the 
Mencan-American is that of hie 
maleness which means excelling 
all others 1n courage and power. 

5. Each Mexican-American man 1• 
convinced that there 111 only one 
right way of doing things, his 
way. A resort to violence ma:, 
be necessary to 1Jlpoee this. 

6. Machiao means self-respect 
whi ch prevents Mencan-Aaeri cane 
trom marching, protesting, 
appearing ridiculous 1n the 
public eye. 

?. For a wife of a Mexican-American 
to work, would offend lus 
attitude or manlinea•. 

8. I t i s better to avoid cO!lll.i.tment 
on an issue than to risk being 
proven wrong. 

9. Children should be baptized aa 
infants. 

Strongly 
Agree 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

Agree 
S011ewhat 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
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Disagree 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 



10. Feeling obligated to giYe a 
donation (which he cannot afford) 
to the prieet keeps Mexican
Americana from being married in 
the Church. 

11. Feeling obligated to make a 
faa.11.y celebration and not being 
able to~ for it• prevents 
many fl'om receiYing the eacra
■ente of baptin and marriage in 
the Church. 

12. Church does not need to be 
attended each Sunday. 

13. Frequently going to Church is 
for the women. 

14. The Catholic Church is ■ore 
attentive to the middle and 
upper claeaes than to the lower 
claas. 

15. The Church should engage in ■ore 
act1Yities for the social welfare 
of its members. 

16. The Catholic Church has shown 
little concern for the Mexican
American. It has taken hill for 
granted. 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

51 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 

( ) ( ) 
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