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THE SOCIOECONOMIC ATTAINMENTS OF SINGLE-RACIAL AND MULTI-
RACIAL NATIVE AMERICANS

ABSTRACT

Using data from the 2000 U.S. Census, this study investigates the schooling and wages of single-
racial and multi-racial Native Americans. Our analysis distinguishes between single-race Native
Americans, biracial White Native Americans, biracial Hispanic-White Native Americans,
biracial Black Native Americans, and whites who report Native American ancestry. Our
findings show significant variation in socioeconomic attainments across these different Native
American groups. In general, however, most of these Native American groups have lower levels
of schooling and/or wages relative to non-Hispanic whites for both men and women.
Furthermore, most of these Native American groups have lower wages than comparable non-
Hispanic whites after taking into account schooling, age, place of residence, and other basic
demographic characteristics. Single-race Native Americans are the most disadvantaged, but
socioeconomic differentials across the other Native American groups are not clearly consistent
with traditional assimilation theory, and suggest the significance of the socioeconomic selectivity

of whites who choose to report Native American ancestry.



INTRODUCTION

The demography of Native Americans has not received much attention in recent years.
The last major monograph on this subject was by Snipp (1989) and was based on the 1980
Census. Due to the lack of current information on this demographic group, we analyze data on
Native Americans using the 2000 Census. In this paper, our focus is on the socioeconomic
attainments of Native Americans including their schooling and wages. As has been argued
elsewhere, demographic processes and outcomes are increasingly intertwined with social
stratification (Sakamoto and Powers 2006) and critical aspects of the latter include schooling and
wages.

As discussed by Snipp (1989), the demographic profile of Native Americans is
necessarily dependent upon who identifies as being a member of that racial group, but Native
American racial identity is complicated by many generations of intermarriage with other racial
groups. Intermarriage with whites and other racial groups obviously has a long history because
Native Americans are not immigrants and were already located in North America at the time of
the arrival of whites in 1492. Given that Native Americans had already become a tiny proportion
of the U.S. population by the end of the 19™ century (Snipp 1989; Thornton 1990), the chances
of intermarrying with whites and other racial groups were large simply due to differential
population sizes. Using the 1980 Census data, Sandefur and McKinnell (1986) found that Native
Americans have low levels of marital homogamy and have high levels of intermarriage with
whites.

The significance of racial identity in affecting the demographic profile of Native
Americans was also evident in Passel’s (1997) study of the trend in the population size of Native

Americans. He found that the growth of the Native American population during the 1960°s (and



to a lesser extent in the 1970’s and 1980°s as well) substantially exceeded growth based on
statistics indicating their natural increase. In other words, a substantial portion of the increase in
the Native American population since 1960 has been due to persons changing their racial
identification to Native American. This finding again demonstrates the significance of racial
identity in affecting the demographic profile of Native Americans.

Using the 1980 Census data, Sandefur and McKinnell (1986) found that family incomes
were lower when both spouses of a household identified as Native American. Indeed, these
families had incomes that were even lower than African Americans. Native Americans married
to other Native Americans also tended to have lower levels of schooling. By contrast, Native
Americans married to whites tended to have slightly higher levels of schooling and incomes.
These findings suggest that Native Americans who intermarry with whites will tend to have
children that will have higher socioeconomic origins which is well known to affect adult
socioeconomic attainments (Featherman and Hauser 1978). This process might lead to higher
socioeconomic attainments across generations of marital assimilation with whites as predicted by

classical assimilation theory (Gordon 1964).

METHODS

Given the significance of racial identity in being associated with the demographic
characteristics of Native Americans, the 2000 Census data are critically important because they
permit multi-racial identification. In contrast to previous Census data, the 2000 Census includes
information on whether persons identify as only Native American (i.e., single-race Native
American) or in terms of being Native American as well as some other racial identity (which we

refer to as multi-racial Native American). The 2000 Census data therefore permit a more



detailed description of the Native American population in terms of a more precise delineation of

Native American racial identity.

Data and Target Populations

We use data from the 5% Public Use Microdata Sample (PUMS) of the 2000 Census.
This data set is the most recently available that provides an adequate sample size for Native
Americans as well as reliable information on demographic and socioeconomic characteristics.
As noted above, the 2000 PUMS is also appropriate for our concerns because it includes
information on multi-racial identification. We extend previous research on the socioeconomic
attainments of Native Americans by investigating both men and women. Because our primary
theoretical concern is with racial/ethnic differentials, our statistical analyses are done separately
for each gender.

We define and investigate the following racial/ethnic groups: (1) single-race Native
Americans; (2) persons who identify as being both non-Hispanic white and Native American in
terms of race (“White Native Americans”); (3) persons who identify as being Hispanic white and
Native American in terms of race (“Hispanic-White Native Americans”); (4) persons who
identify as being both African American and Native American in terms of race (“Black Native
Americans”); (5) persons who identify only as being white in terms of race but who identify as
Native American in terms of ancestry (“Native American Whites”); and (6) non-Hispanic whites
without Native American ancestry serve as the reference category. Although other groups of
Native-American-origin persons do of course exist, their sample sizes were too low in these data

to permit them to be investigated using multivariate statistical analysis.



In order to ensure that our sample includes persons with some clear attachment to labor
force participation, we limit the analysis to persons who worked at least 1,040 hours in 1999.
This figure refers to employment that is at least part-time for the entire year or full-time for at
least half of the year. We further limit the sample to non-institutionalized individuals between
the ages of 25 and 64 as is commonly done in labor force studies.
Variables and Regression Models

The first dependent variable that we analyze is years of schooling completed. Using an
OLS regression model, the independent variables include years of age, the square of years of age,
a dichotomous variable to indicate disability status, and a dichotomous variable to indicate
whether has had any military experience. We also include a series of dummy variables to
indicate region of birth in terms of the official U.S. Census Bureau classification including
Middle Atlantic, East North Central, West North Central, South Atlantic, East South Central,
West South Central, Mountain, and Pacific. New England serves as the reference group for
region of birth.

The second socioeconomic outcome that we analyze is the hourly wage derived from
total labor force earnings and hours worked in 1999 (Petersen 1989). In order to adjust for the
highly positive skew in the distribution of this variable, the log transformation is applied so that
the actual dependent variable that is used in the OLS regression model is log-wage (Sakamoto
and Furuichi 1997). For this regression the independent variables include years of age, the
square of years of age, a dichotomous variable to indicate disability status, a dichotomous
variable to indicate whether has had any military experience, a dichotomous variable to indicate
metropolitan residence, five dichotomous variables to indicate the highest level of education

completed (high school, some college, associate degree, college degree, or a graduate degree



versus less than high school as the reference category), and dummy variables to region of birth as
well as region of current residence. Finally, we include a dummy variable to indicate whether

the respondent resides in the same region as his or her region of birth.

EMPIRICAL RESULTS

[Tables 1 and 2 about here]

Descriptive Statistics

Regression Results for Schooling

[Table 3 about here]

Regression Results for Log-Wage

[Table 4 about here]

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS



REFERENCES

Akiba, Daisuke. 2006. “Japanese Americans.” Pp. 148-177 in Asian Americans: Contemporary
Trends and Issues, 2nd edition, edited by Pyong Gap Min. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications.

Alba, Richard. 1999. “Immigration and the American Realities of Assimilation and
Multiculturalism.” Sociological Forum 14:3-25.

Alba, Richard. 1985. Italian Americans: Into the Twilight of Ethnicity. Engelwood Cliffs, NJ:
Prentice Hall.

Alba, Richard and Victor Nee. 1997. “Rethinking Assimilation Theory for a New Era of
Immigration.” International Migration Review 31-4: 826-874.

Alston, Jon P. and Isao Takei. 2005. Japanese Business: Culture and Practices. New York:
iUniverse Inc.

Aoki, Masahiko. 1988. Information, Incentives, and Bargaining in the Japanese Economy. New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Bean, Frank D. and Gillian Stevens. 2003. America’s New Comers and the Dynamics of
Diversity. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Ben-Ari, Eyal. 1996. “From Mothering to Othering: Organization, Culture, and Nap Time in a
Japanese Day-Care Center.” Ethos 24:136-164.

Bernhardt, Annette, Martina Morris, Mark S. Handcock, and Marc A. Scott. 2001. Economic

Mobility in the New American Labor Market. New Y ork: Russell Sage Foundation.

Blau, Peter and Otis Dudley Duncan. 1967. The American Occupational Structure. New Y ork:

The Free Press.



Bumpass, Larry. 1990. “What’s Happening to the Family? Interactions between Demographic

and Institutional Change.” Demography 27:483-493.

Caplan, Nathan, Marcella H. Choy, and John K. Whitmore. 1991. Children of the Boat People.
Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press.
Card, David and John E. DiNardo. 2002. “Skill-Biased Technological Change and Rising Wage

Inequality: Some Problems and Puzzles.” Journal of Labor Economics 20:733-83.

Caudill, William and David W. Plath. 1974. “Who Sleeps by Whom? Parent-Child Involvement
in Urban Japanese Families.” Pp. 277-312 in Japanese Culture and Behavior: Selected
Readings, edited by Takie Sugiyama Lebra and William P. Lebra. Honolulu, HI:
University of Hawaii.

Caudill, William and George De Vos. 1956. “Achievement, Culture and Personality: The Case of
Japanese Americans.” American Anthropologist 58:1102-1126.

Cheng, Simon and Brian Starks. 2002. “Racial Differences in the Effects of Significant Others
on Students’ Educational Expectations.” Sociology of Education 75:306-327.

Chew, Kenneth S. Y., David J. Eggebeen, and Peter R. Uhlenberg. 1989. “American Children in
Multiracial Households.” Sociological Perspectives 32:65-85.

Conner, John W. 1974. “Acculturation and Family Continuities in Three Generations of
Japanese Americans.” Journal of Marriage and the Family 36:159-165.

Crost, Lyn. 1994. Honor by Fire: Japanese Americans at War in Europe and the Pacific.
Novato, CA: Presidio.

De Vita, Carole J. 1996. “The United States at Mid-Decade.” Population Bulletin 50:16-30.

De Vos, George. 1973. Socialization for Achievement. Berkeley, CA: University of California

Press.



Doi, Takeo. 1971. The Anatomy of Dependence. Tokyo, Japan: Kodansha International.

Farley, Reynolds and Richard Alba. 2002. “The New Second Generation in the United States.”
International Migration Review 36:669-701.

Farley, Reynolds. 1996. The New American Reality: Who We Are, How We Got Here, Where We
Are Going. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Fejgin, Naomi. 1995. “Factors Contributing to the Academic Excellence of American Jewish and
Asian Students.” Sociology of Education 68:18-30.

Ferrante, Joan and Prince Brown Jr. 1999. “Classifying People by Race.” Pp. 14-33 in Race and
Ethnic Conflict: Contending Views on Prejudice, Discrimination, and Ethnoviolence,
edited by Fred L. Pincus and Howard J. Ehrlich. Boulder, Colo: Westview Press.

Foner, Nancy. 2000. From Ellis Island to JFK: New York’s Two Great Waves of Immigration.
New Haven, CT/New York: Yale University Press and Russell Sage Foundation.

Gans, Herbert J. 1992. “Second-Generation Decline: Scenarios for the Economic and Ethnic
Futures of the Post-1965 American Immigrants.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 15:173-191.

Goffman, Erving. 1959. The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life. Garden City, NY: Doubleday.

Gordon, Milton. 1964. Assimilation in American Life: The Role of Race, Religion and National
Origins. New York: Oxford University Press.

Gottschalk, Peter. 1997. “Inequality, Income Growth, and Mobility: The Basic Facts.” Journal of

Economic Perspectives 11:21-40.

Goyette, Kimberly and Yu Xie. 1999. “Educational Expectations of Asian American Youths:

Determinants and Ethnic Differences.” Sociology of Education 72:22-36.



Hieshima, Joyce A. and Barbara Schneider. 1994. “Intergenerational Effects on the Cultural and
Cognitive Socialization of Third and Fourth Generation Japanese Americans.” Journal of
Applied Developmental Psychology 15:319-327.

Hirschman, Charles and Morrison G. Wong. 1986. “The Extraordinary Educational Attainment
of Asian-Americans: A Search for Historical Evidence and Explanations.” Social Forces
65:1-27.

. 1984. “Socioeconomic Gains of Asian Americans, Blacks, and Hispanics—1960-1976.”
American Journal of Sociology 90:584-607.

Hirschman, Charles. 2001. “The Educational Enrollment of Immigrant Youth: A Test of the
Segmented Assimilation Hypothesis.” Demography 38:317-336.

. 1984. “Socioeconomic Gains of Asian Americans, Blacks, and Hispanics: 1960-1976.”
American Journal of Sociology 90:584-607.

Hofstadter, Richard. 1963. Anti-Intellectualism in American Life. New York: A.A. Knopf.

Hosokawa, Bill. 1992. Nisei: The Quiet Americans. Niwot, CO: The University Press of
Colorado.

Hwang, Sean-Shong, Rogelio Saenz, and Benigno E. Aguirre. 1997. “Structural and
Assimilationist Explanations of Asian American Intermarriage.” Journal of Marriage and
the Family 59:758-772.

Iceland, John. 1999. “Earnings Returns to Occupational Status: Are Asian Americans
Disadvantaged?” Social Science Research 28:45-65.

Ishida, Hiroshi. 1993. Social Mobility in Contemporary Japan. Stanford, CA: Stanford

University Press.

10



Ishida, Hiroshi, Seymour Spilerman, and Kuo-Hsien Su. 1997. “Educational Credentials and
Promotion Chances in Japanese and American Organizations.” American Sociological
Review 62:866-882.

Jiobu, Robert M. 1988a. “Ethnic Hegemony and the Japanese of California.” American

Sociological Review 53:353-367.

Jiobu, Robert M. 1988b. Ethnicity and Assimilation. Albany, NY: State University of New York

Press.

Kao, Grace and Jennifer S. Thompson. 2003. “Racial and Ethnic Stratification in Educational
Achievement and Attainment.” Annual Review of Sociology 29:417-442.

Kao, Grace and Marta Tienda. 1998. “Educational Aspirations of Minority Youth.” American
Journal of Education 106:349-384.

Kao, Grace. 1995. “Asian-Americans as Model Minorities? A Look at Their Academic
Performance.” American Journal of Education 103:121-159.

Karoly, Lynn A. 1993. “The Trend in Inequality Among Families, Individuals, and Workers in
the United States: A Twenty-Five Year Perspective.” Pp. 19-98 in Uneven Tide: Rising
Inequality in America, edited by Sheldon Danziger and Peter Gottschalk. New York:

Russell Sage Foundation.

Kitano, Harry H.L. and Roger Daniels. 1995. Asian Americans: Emerging Minorities.
Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Kitano, Harry H. L. 1976. Japanese Americans: The Evolution of a Subculture. Englewood
Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall.

Kumagai, Hisa A. and Arno K. Kumagai. 1986. “The Hidden ‘I’ in Amae: ‘Passive Love’ and

Japanese Social Perception.” Ethos 14:305-320.

11



Lareau, Annette. 2002. “Invisible Inequality: Social Class and Childrearing in Black Families
and White Families.” American Sociological Review 67:747-776.

Lee, Jennifer and Frank D. Bean. 2004. “America’s Changing Color Lines: Immigration,
Race/Ethnicity, and Multiracial Identification.” Annual Review of Sociology 30:221-242.

_.2003. “Beyond Black and White: Remarking Race in America.” Contexts 2:26-33.

Lee, Sharon M. and Marilyn Fernandez. 1998. “Trends in Asian American Racial/Ethnic
Intermarriage: A Comparison of 1980 and 1990 Census Data.” Sociological Perspectives
41:323-342.

Levine, Gene and Darrel Montero. 1973. “Socio-economic Mobility Among Three Generations
of Japanese Americans.” Journal of Social Issues 29:33-48.

Levy, Frank. 1998. The New Dollars and Dreams: American Incomes and Economic Change.

New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Mare, Robert D. 2001. “Observations on the Study of Social Mobility and Inequality.” Pp. 477-
488 in Social Stratification: Class, Race and Gender in Sociological Perspective, edited
by David B. Grusky. Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Mare, Robert D. and Christopher Winship. 1988. “Ethnic and Racial Patterns of Educational
Attainment and School Enrollment.” Pp. 173-203 in Divided Opportunities: Minorities,
Poverty, and Social Policy, edited by Gary D. Sandefur and Martha Tienda. New York:
Plenum Press.

McKenna, James J. 1996. “Sudden Infant Death Syndrome in Cross-Cultural Perspective: Is

Infant-Parent Cosleeping Protective?” Annual Review of Anthropology 25:201-216.

12



Min, Pyong Gap. 2006. “Asian Immigration: History and Contemporary Trends.” Pp. 7-31 in
Asian Americans: Contemporary Trends and Issues, 2nd edition, edited by Pyong Gap
Min. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Morris, Martina and Bruce Western. 1999. “Inequality in Earnings at the Close of the Twentieth

Century.” Annual Review of Sociology 25:623-57.

Okihiro, Gary Y. 1994. Margins and Mainstreams: Asians in American History and Culture.
Seattle, WA: University of Washington Press.

Ono, Hiroshi. Forthcoming. “Does Examination Hell Pay Off? A Cost-Benefit Analysis of Ronin
and College Education in Japan.” Economics of Education Review.

_.2004. “College Quality and Earnings in Japan.” Industrial Relations 43:595-617.

Park, Robert. E. 1950. Race and Culture. Glencoe, IL: The Free Press.

Perlmann, Joel and Mary C. Waters. 2002. The New Race Question: How the Census Counts
Multiracial Individuals. New Y ork: Russell Sage Foundation.

Petersen, Trond. 1989. “The Earnings Function in Sociological Studies of Earnings Inequality.”
Research in Social Stratification and Mobility 8:221-50.

Piketty, Thomas and Emmanuel Saez. 2003. “Income Inequality in the United States, 1913-

1998.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 118:1-39.

Portes, Alejandro. 1995. “Children of Immigrants: Segmented Assimilation and Its
Determinants.” Pp. 248-280 in The Economic Sociology of Immigration: Essays on
Networks, Ethnicity, and Entrepreneurship, edited by Alejandro Portes. New York:
Russell Sage Foundation.

Portes, Alejandro and Dag MacLeod. 1996. “Educational Progress of Children of Immigrants:

The Roles of Class, Ethnicity, and School Context.” Sociology of Education 69:255-275.

13



Portes, Alejandro and Min Zhou. 1993. “The New Second Generation: Segmented Assimilation
and Its Variants.” Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science
530:74-96.

Portes, Alejandro and Ruben G. Rumbaut. 2005. “Introduction: The Second Generation and the
Children of Immigrants Longitudinal Study.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 28:983-999.

_.2001. Legacies: The Story of the Immigrant Second Generation. Berkeley, CA:
University of California Press and Russell Sage Foundation.

. 1996. Immigrant America: A Portrait, 2nd edition. Berkeley, CA: University of
California Press.

Qian, Zhenchao. 1997. “Breaking the Racial Barriers: Variations in Interracial Marriage Between
1980 and 1990.” Demography 34:263-276.

Passel, Jeffrey S. 1997. “The Growing American Indian Population, 1960—-1990: Beyond
Demography.” Population Research and Policy Review 16:11-31.

Reischauer, Edwin O. 1977. The Japanese. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Riche, Martha Farnsworth. 2000. “America’s Diversity and Growth: Signposts for the 21%
Century.” Population Bulletin, Vol.55, No.2. Washington, D.C.: Population Reference
Bureau.

Root, Maria P. P. 1992. Racially Mixed People in America. Newbury Park, CA: Sage
Publications.

Rothbaum, Fred, Martha Pott, Hiroshi Azuma, Kazuo Miyake, and John Weisz. 2000. “The
Development of Close Relationships in Japan and the United States: Paths of Symbiotic

Harmony and Generative Tension.” Child Development 71:1121-1142.

14



Rumbaut, Ruben. G. 1996. “Ties that Bind: Immigration and Immigrant Families in the United
States.” Pp. 3-45 in Immigration and the Family: Research and Policy on U.S.
Immigrants, edited by Alan Booth, Ann C. Crouter and Nancy Landale. New Jersey:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

. 1995. “Vietnamese, Laotian, and Cambodian Americans.” Pp. 232-270 in Asian
Americans: Contemporary Trends and Issues, edited by Pyong Gap Min. Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage Publications.

Rumbaut, Ruben G. and Kenji Ima. 1988. The Adaptation of Southeast Asian Refugee Youth: A
Comparative Study. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Office of Refugee Resettlement.

Saenz, Rogelio, Sean-Shong Hwang, Benigno E. Aguirre, and Robert N. Anderson. 1995.
“Persistence and Change in Asian Identity among Children of Intermarried Couples.”
Sociological Perspectives 38:175-194.

Saenz, Rogelio and M. Christina Morales. 2005. “Demography of Race and Ethnicity.” Pp. 169-
208 in Handbook of Population, edited by Dudley L. Poston and Michael Micklin. New
York: Springer Publishers.

Sakamoto, Arthur and Satomi Furuichi. 1997. “Wages and among White and Japanese American
Male Workers.” Research in Social Stratification and Mobility 15:177-206.

Sakamoto, Arthur and Changhwan Kim. 2003. “The Increasing Significance of Class, the
Declining Significance of Race, and Wilson’s Hypothesis.” Asian American Policy
Review 12:19-41.

Sakamoto, Arthur and Daniel A. Powers. 1995. “Education and the Dual Labor Market for

Japanese Men.” American Sociological Review 60:222-246.

15



Sakamoto, Arthur and Yu Xie. 2006. “The Socioeconomic Attainments of Asian Americans.”
Pp. 54-77 in Asian Americans: Contemporary Trends and Issues, 2nd edition, edited by
Pyong Gap Min. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Sakamoto, Arthur, Jeng Liu, and Jessie Tzeng. 1998. “The Declining Significance of race
Among Chinese and Japanese American Men.” Research in Social Stratification and
Mobility 16:225-246.

Sakamoto, Arthur, Huei-Hsia Wu, and Jessie Tzeng. 2000. “The Declining Significance of Race
among American Men During the Latter half of the Twentieth Century.” Demography
37:41-51.

Schneider, Barbara and Sehahn Lee. 1990. “A Model for Academic Success: The School and
Home Environment of East Asian Students.” Anthropology and Education Quarterly
21:358-377.

Schneider, Barbara, Joyce A. Hieshima, Sehahn Lee and Stephen Plank. 1994. “East-Asian
Academic Success in the United States: Family, School, and Community Explanations.”
Pp. 323-349 in Cross-Cultural Roots of Minority Child Development, edited by Patricia
M. Greenfield and Rodney R. Cocking. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Publishers.

Shimahara, Nobuo K. 1986. “The Cultural Basis of Student Achievement in Japan.”
Comparative Education 22:19-26.

Smith, James P. and Barry Edmonston. 1997. The New Americans. Washington, D. C.: National
Academy Press.

Smith, Robert J. 1983. Japanese Society: Tradition, Self, and the Social Order. London:

Cambridge University Press.

16



Snipp, C. Matthew. 1989. American Indians: The First of This Land. New York, NY: Russell
Sage Foundation.

Serensen, Aage and Arne Kalleberg. 1981. "An Outline of a Theory of the Matching of Persons
to Jobs." Pp. 49-74 in Sociological Perspectives on Labor Markets, edited by Ivar Berg.

New York: Academic Press.

Spickard, Paul R. 1992. “The Illogic of American Racial Categories.” Pp. 12-23 in Racially
Mixed People in America, edited by Maria. P. P. Root. Newbury Park, CA: Sage
Publications.

Spickard, Paul R. 1989. Mixed Blood: Intermarriage and Ethnic Identity in Twentieth-Century
America. Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Press.

Stevenson, David Lee and David P. Baker. 1992. “Shadow Education and Allocation in Formal
Schooling: Transition to University in Japan.” American Journal of Sociology 97:1639-
1657.

Stevenson, Harold W. and James W. Stigler. 1992. The Learning Gap: Why Our Schools Are
Failing and What We Can Learn from Japanese and Chinese Education. New Y ork:
Simon & Schuster.

Sun, Yongmin. 1998. “The Academic Success of East-Asian-American Students — An
Investment Model.” Social Science Research 27:432-456.

Swidler, Ann. 1986. “Culture in Action: Symbols and Strategies.” American Sociological
Review 51:273-286.

Thornton, Russell. 1987. American Indian Holocaust and Survival: A Population History

Since 1492. Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press.

17



Waters, Mary C. and Tomas R. Jiménez. 2005. “Assessing Immigrant Assimilation: New
Empirical and Theoretical Challenges.” Annual Review of Sociology 31:105-125.

Waters, Mary C. 2002. Changing Face of Home: The Transnational Lives of the Second
Generation. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

_.1999. Black identities: West Indian immigrant dreams and American Realities.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

_.1994. “Ethnic and Racial Identities of Second Generation Black immigrants in New
York City.” International Migration Review 28:795-820.

Wilson, Robert A. and Hosokawa Bill. 1980. East to America: A History of the Japanese in the

United States. New York: Morrow.
Wong, Morrison G. 2006. “Chinese Americans.” Pp. 110-145 in Asian Americans:
Contemporary Trends and Issues, 2nd edition, edited by Pyong Gap Min. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.
_.1990. “The Education of White, Chinese, Filipino and Japanese Students: A Look at
‘High School and Beyond.’” Sociological Perspectives 33:355-374.
Xie, Yu and Kimberly Goyette. 2004. Asian Americans: A Demographic Portrait. New Y ork:
Russell Sage Foundation.
_.1997. “The Racial Identification of Biracial Children with One Asian Parent: Evidence
from the 1990 Census.” Social Forces 76:547-570.
Yu, Wei-hsin. 2005. “Changes in Women’s Postmarital Employment in Japan and Taiwan.”
Demography 42:693-717.
Zeng, Zhen and Yu Xie. 2004. “Asian-Americans’ Earnings Disadvantage Reexamined: The

Role of Place of Education.” American Journal of Sociology 109:1075-1108.

18



Zhou, Min and Carl L. Bankston III. 1998. Growing up American: The Adaptation of Vietnamese
Adolescents in the United States. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Zhou, Min. 1997a. “Segmented Assimilation: Issues, Controversies, and Recent Research on the
New Second Generation.” International Migration Review 31:975-1008.

_.1997b. “Growing Up American: The Challenge Confronting Immigrant Children and

Children of Immigrants.” Annual Review of Sociology 23:63-95.

19



Table 1: Descriptive Statistics for Men

Single-Race Native White and

Whites American Native American
Variable Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
Age 43.01 10.02 41.10 9.93 43.29 10.05
Age-Squared 1950.64 877.72 1787.58 850.15 1974.88 882.65
Disability Status 0.14 0.34 0.22 0.42 0.22 0.41
Military Experience 0.23 0.42 0.26 0.44 0.30 0.46
Educational Attainment
Years of Schooling 13.83 2.65 12.69 2.33 13.30 2.58
(Less Than High School) 0.09 0.29 0.19 0.39 0.14 0.35
High School 0.31 0.46 0.36 0.48 0.30 0.46
Some College 0.23 0.42 0.26 0.44 0.29 0.45
Associate Degree 0.07 0.26 0.07 0.25 0.07 0.26
College Degree 0.19 0.40 0.08 0.27 0.12 0.33
More Than College 0.11 0.31 0.04 0.20 0.08 0.27
Region of Birth
New England 0.07 0.25 0.02 0.13 0.05 0.22
Middle Atlantic 0.19 0.39 0.05 0.21 0.09 0.28
East North Central 0.23 0.42 0.10 0.30 0.18 0.38
West North Central 0.11 0.31 0.09 0.28 0.10 0.30
South Atlantic 0.13 0.33 0.09 0.28 0.11 0.31
East South Central 0.06 0.25 0.03 0.16 0.06 0.23
West South Central 0.08 0.28 0.20 0.40 0.18 0.39
Mountain 0.04 0.20 0.21 0.41 0.05 0.23
Pacific 0.09 0.29 0.22 0.41 0.19 0.39
Region of Current Residence
Metropolitan Area 0.66 0.47 0.47 0.50 0.64 0.48
New England 0.06 0.24 0.02 0.13 0.04 0.20
Middle Atlantic 0.15 0.35 0.04 0.20 0.07 0.25
East North Central 0.19 0.39 0.09 0.29 0.16 0.36
West North Central 0.09 0.29 0.08 0.27 0.07 0.26
South Atlantic 0.17 0.38 0.10 0.30 0.13 0.34
East South Central 0.06 0.24 0.03 0.16 0.05 0.22
West South Central 0.09 0.29 0.20 0.40 0.18 0.38
Mountain 0.06 0.25 0.23 0.42 0.07 0.26
Pacific 0.12 0.32 0.21 0.41 0.23 0.42
Region of Residence
same as Region of Birth 0.72 0.45 0.75 0.43 0.66 0.47
Wage 22.39 22.18 15.63 14.50 18.02 17.49
Log-Wage 2.84 0.71 2.52 0.67 2.65 0.70
Sample Size 1,923,684 17,775 4,336

Source: 2000 5% PUMS.
Note: Variables with parentheses are omitted categories in regression models.
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Table 1 (Continued) : Descriptive Statistics for Men

Hispanic-White and Black and White with Native
Native American Native American American Ancestry

Variable Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
Age 39.45 9.72 41.87 9.78 41.07 9.81
Age-Squared 1650.45 814.85 1848.15 840.43 1782.75 838.21
Disability Status 0.21 0.41 0.22 0.42 0.20 0.40
Military Experience 0.27 0.45 0.28 0.45 0.27 0.45
Educational Attainment
Years of Schooling 13.18 2.43 13.40 2.43 12.72 2.18
(Less Than High School) 0.12 0.33 0.13 0.33 0.18 0.39
High School 0.27 0.45 0.24 0.43 0.38 0.48
Some College 0.33 0.47 0.34 0.47 0.26 0.44
Associate Degree 0.10 0.30 0.10 0.30 0.06 0.24
College Degree 0.12 0.33 0.13 0.33 0.09 0.28
More Than College 0.06 0.23 0.07 0.26 0.04 0.19
Region of Birth
New England 0.006 0.08 0.05 0.21 0.04 0.19
Middle Atlantic 0.04 0.19 0.18 0.38 0.08 0.28
East North Central 0.06 0.24 0.16 0.37 0.19 0.39
West North Central 0.01 0.11 0.05 0.21 0.08 0.27
South Atlantic 0.02 0.14 0.22 0.42 0.17 0.37
East South Central 0.003 0.05 0.08 0.27 0.11 0.32
West South Central 0.20 0.40 0.12 0.33 0.18 0.38
Mountain 0.16 0.37 0.02 0.15 0.04 0.20
Pacific 0.49 0.50 0.12 0.33 0.12 0.32
Region of Current Residence
Metropolitan Area 0.86 0.34 0.87 0.34 0.59 0.49
New England 0.01 0.09 0.05 0.23 0.03 0.17
Middle Atlantic 0.05 0.21 0.15 0.36 0.07 0.26
East North Central 0.07 0.25 0.13 0.34 0.17 0.37
West North Central 0.01 0.11 0.03 0.17 0.07 0.26
South Atlantic 0.04 0.20 0.25 0.43 0.20 0.40
East South Central 0.02 0.14 0.04 0.20 0.10 0.30
West South Central 0.12 0.33 0.1 0.31 0.18 0.38
Mountain 0.16 0.37 0.05 0.21 0.06 0.23
Pacific 0.52 0.50 0.19 0.39 0.12 0.33
Region of Residence
same as Region of Birth 0.72 0.45 0.56 0.50 0.71 0.46
Wage 19.59 23.26 16.81 15.70 16.85 14.55
Log-Wage 2.66 0.76 2.58 0.70 2.62 0.64
Sample Size 331 787 60,056

Source: 2000 5% PUMS.
Note: Variables with parentheses are omitted categories in regression models.

21



Table 2: Descriptive Statistics for Women

Single-Race Native

White and

Whites American Native American
Variable Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
Age 42.95 9.97 41.28 9.67 43.60 9.97
Age-Squared 1944.27 869.36 1797.61 827.00 2000.15 876.68
Disability Status 0.12 0.32 0.22 0.41 0.23 0.42
Military Experience 0.02 0.12 0.02 0.15 0.03 0.17
Educational Attainment
Years of Schooling 13.90 2.41 13.01 2.26 13.48 2.39
(Less Than High School) 0.06 0.24 0.14 0.35 0.09 0.29
High School 0.3 0.46 0.32 0.47 0.30 0.46
Some College 0.24 0.43 0.3 0.46 0.3 0.46
Associate Degree 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.29
College Degree 0.19 0.39 0.10 0.29 0.14 0.35
More Than College 0.11 0.31 0.05 0.22 0.08 0.27
Region of Birth
New England 0.07 0.25 0.02 0.13 0.10 0.29
Middle Atlantic 0.19 0.39 0.04 0.2 0.17 0.37
East North Central 0.22 0.42 0.09 0.29 0.10 0.30
West North Central 0.11 0.31 0.09 0.29 0.10 0.30
South Atlantic 0.13 0.34 0.08 0.27 0.06 0.25
East South Central 0.06 0.24 0.02 0.15 0.18 0.38
West South Central 0.08 0.27 0.18 0.39 0.05 0.21
Mountain 0.04 0.19 0.24 0.43 0.20 0.40
Pacific 0.09 0.29 0.22 0.42
Region of Current Residence
Metropolitan Area 0.67 0.47 0.46 0.50 0.65 0.48
New England 0.06 0.24 0.02 0.13 0.04 0.19
Middle Atlantic 0.15 0.35 0.04 0.19 0.07 0.26
East North Central 0.19 0.39 0.08 0.28 0.14 0.35
West North Central 0.09 0.29 0.08 0.28 0.08 0.27
South Atlantic 0.18 0.38 0.10 0.30 0.13 0.33
East South Central 0.06 0.24 0.02 0.15 0.05 0.22
West South Central 0.09 0.29 0.18 0.38 0.18 0.39
Mountain 0.06 0.24 0.24 0.43 0.07 0.26
Pacific 0.11 0.32 0.23 0.42 0.23 0.42
Region of Residence
same as Region of Birth 0.72 0.45 0.76 0.43 0.67 0.47
Wage 15.58 13.35 12.48 11.03 13.57 13.20
Log-Wage 2.54 0.64 2.33 0.61 2.39 0.65
Sample Size 1,488,799 15,816 3,364

Source: 2000 5% PUMS.

Note: Variables with parentheses are omitted categories in regression models.
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Table 2 (Continued) : Descriptive Statistics for Women

Hispanic-White and
Native American

Black and
Native American

White with Native
American Ancestry

Variable Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
Age 39.49 9.75 42.49 9.49 41.20 9.49
Age-Squared 1654.14 811.00 1895.54 817.98 1787.59 807.35
Disability Status 0.17 0.38 0.25 0.44 0.18 0.38
Military Experience 0.02 0.14 0.04 0.19 0.02 0.15
Educational Attainment

Years of Schooling 13.38 2.47 13.73 2.40 13.09 2.09
(Less Than High School) 0.12 0.32 0.07 0.26 0.12 0.32
High School 0.26 0.44 0.23 0.42 0.35 0.48
Some College 0.35 0.48 0.36 0.48 0.29 0.45
Associate Degree 0.06 0.24 0.09 0.29 0.09 0.29
College Degree 0.14 0.35 0.15 0.36 0.10 0.30
More Than College 0.07 0.25 0.08 0.27 0.05 0.22
Region of Birth

New England 0.003 0.06 0.04 0.20 0.04 0.19
Middle Atlantic 0.05 0.23 0.21 0.40 0.08 0.27
East North Central 0.07 0.26 0.14 0.35 0.18 0.39
West North Central 0.02 0.15 0.05 0.22 0.08 0.28
South Atlantic 0.04 0.20 0.24 0.42 0.17 0.38
East South Central 0.01 0.08 0.07 0.25 0.11 0.32
West South Central 0.14 0.34 0.14 0.34 0.18 0.38
Mountain 0.17 0.38 0.02 0.13 0.04 0.20
Pacific 0.49 0.50 0.11 0.31 0.12 0.32
Region of Current Residence

Metropolitan Area 0.83 0.38 0.88 0.32 0.60 0.49
New England 0.01 0.12 0.05 0.21 0.03 0.18
Middle Atlantic 0.03 0.18 0.2 0.4 0.07 0.25
East North Central 0.08 0.27 0.13 0.34 0.17 0.37
West North Central 0.02 0.14 0.03 0.17 0.08 0.26
South Atlantic 0.07 0.25 0.24 0.43 0.20 0.40
East South Central 0.01 0.08 0.04 0.19 0.11 0.31
West South Central 0.09 0.29 0.11 0.32 0.18 0.38
Mountain 0.18 0.39 0.04 0.19 0.06 0.23
Pacific 0.5 0.50 0.16 0.36 0.12 0.32
Region of Residence same

as Region of Birth 0.70 0.46 0.61 0.49 0.70 0.46
Wage 14.43 12.16 15.04 14.87 12.52 10.40
Log-Wage 2.45 0.68 2.48 0.66 2.34 0.61
Sample Size 295 844 53,926

Source: 2000 5% PUMS.

Note: Variables with parentheses are omitted categories in regression models.
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Table 3: Estimates of OLS Regression of Years of Schooling

Men Women
Single-Race Native American -1.07721  *** -0.98247 *** -0.84508 *** -0.78812 ***
White and Native American -0.11206 *** -0.07910 **  -0.08887 *** -0.03258
Hispanic-White and Native American -0.42296 *** -0.43774 ** -0.28289 * -0.34151 **
Black and Native American 0.0251 0.11913 0.25759 *** 0.33360 ***
White with Native American Ancestry -1.08256 *** -0.88828 *** -0.78680 *** -0.70475 ***
Age 0.08380 *** 0.03953 ***
Age-Squared -0.0007384 *** -0.000607 ***
Disability Status -0.99794 *** -0.78853 ***
Military Experience -0.27476  *** 0.20158 ***
Region of Birth
Middle Atlantic 0.13047 *** 0.05574 ***
East North Central -0.28058 *** -0.35859 ***
West North Central -0.27625 *** -0.29663 ***
South Atlantic -0.50702 *** -0.44420 ***
East South Central -0.78439 *** -0.63201 ***
West South Central -0.34584 *** -0.34882 ***
Mountain -0.05053 *** -0.25512  ***
Pacific 0.05215 *** -0.10267 ***
Intercept 13.82693 *** 12.07129 ***  13.8984 *** 13.72076  ***
R Square 0.0066 0.0400 0.0050 0.0287

*p <.05; **p < .01; ***p < .001 (two-tailed tests).
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Table 4: Estimates of OLS Regression of Log-Wage

Men Women
Single-Race Native American -0.30433 *** -0.13446 *** -0.19735 *** -0.04002 ***
White and Native American -0.10940 ™ -0.10293 *** -0.07401 *** -0.06784 ***
Hispanic-White and Native American -0.13571 *** -0.12306 *** -0.04861 -0.04494
Black and Native American -0.16521 ™ -0.21412  *** 0.01655 -0.06364 ***
White with Native American Ancestry -0.20554 *** -0.05794 *** -0.19045 *** -0.0678 ***
Age 0.05986 *** 0.04177 ***
Age-Squared -0.0005823 *** -0.000424 ***
Disability Status -0.09860 *** -0.07081 ***
Military Experience -0.02669 *** -0.00394
Metropolitan Area 0.19568 *** 0.19983 ***
Educational Attainment
High School 0.14804 *** 0.15664 ***
Some College 0.26494 *** 0.30846 ***
Associate Degree 0.30393 *** 0.43192 ***
College Degree 0.55770 *** 0.64982 ***
More Than College Degree 0.77331 *** 0.84449 ***
Region of Birth
Middle Atlantic 0.04002 *** 0.01284 ***
East North Central 0.02335 *** 0.00146
West North Central 0.01241 *** -0.00158
South Atlantic 0.02780 *** 0.00640 *
East South Central 0.03629 *** 0.01386 ***
West South Central 0.00929 ** -0.01039 **
Mountain 0.00783 * -0.03790 ***
Pacific 0.00873 ** -0.02412 ™
Region of Current Residence
Middle Atlantic -0.06885 *** -0.06772 ***
East North Central -0.06345 *** -0.11191  **
West North Central -0.17361 *** -0.17912  ***
South Atlantic -0.11818 *** -0.10899 ***
East South Central -0.13468 *** -0.16267 ***
West South Central -0.11585 *** -0.14524 >
Mountain -0.12568 *** -0.12911 ™
Pacific -0.01184 *** 0.00013
Region of Residence same as Region of Birth -0.01561 *** 0.00177
Intercept 2.83853 *** 1.04496 *** 2.53896 *** 1.16076 ***
R Square 0.0045 0.1889 0.0043 0.2288

*p <.05; **p < .01; ***p < .001 (two-tailed tests).
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