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ABSTRACT

Thi s paper reports on the results of a split-ballot experinent conducted
in 1987 to test alternative versions of the decennial census long form Two
forns were randomy assigned and sel f-adm nistered in group sessions involving
a total of 515 respondents. The order of race and H spanic origin itens was
experinmental ly mani pul ated. The standard |long form asks race, then H spanic
origin. The experinmental formreversed the order of the itenms in order to
reduce perceived redundancy, and to create a nore restricted franme of
reference for the race item The objectives of the context manipul ation were
(1) to reduce item nonresponse for the Hi spanic origin item and (2) to reduce
reporting of "Qther race" by Hispanics in the race item (bjective (1) was
met. bjective (2) was nmet for Hi spanics bornin a U S State, but not for
immgrants. The results are interpreted as reflecting a process of
accul turation which affects how Hi spanic respondents apply U S. racial

categories "Wiite" and "Bl ack" in the census.



The survey nethodol ogy literature contains nuch evidence of the effect of
guesti on sequenci ng on response to questions. This work has, in
| arge part, involved attitude itens (see Schuman and Presser, 1981; Turner
and Martin, 1984). The effect of question order may derive fromthe context
i nvoked by prior questions, which may influence respondents' frame of
reference or suggest differing interpretations of the question

Context effects can al so operate on quasi-factual and factual itens, but
research in this area has been imted. The potential for this type of effect
is especially pronounced when the concept being neasured is sonewhat uncl ear
and the respondent really isn't sure what is being asked. 1In this paper, we
expl ore the effect of question sequence on responses to two potentially
anbi guous itenms on the decennial census questionnaire: race and Hi spanic
ori gin.

The Measurenent of Race

Despite its famliarity, the concept of race is not a sinple one. Racial
classifications, both popular and scientific, are based on a m xture of
principles and criteria, including national origin, tribal menbership,
religion, |anguage, mnority status, physical characteristics, and behavior
The criteria and categories for racial classification vary anong cul tures and
over tinme. In the United States, we are accustoned to think in terns of two
maj or races: Black and Wite.

In this country, we tend to treat race as an objective, fixed
characteristic of a person which is biologically inherited. This nmeaning of
race is so ingrained that it may conme as a surprise to learn that other
cultures have very different conceptions of race (Marshall, 1968; Harris,

1968). For exanple, the racial categories recognized in Brazil are not the
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same as those used in the United States, even though its popul ation al so

i ncl udes components with White European and Bl ack African origins. According
to Harris (1968), numerous racial categories are conbined to create hundreds
of different racial ternms, based primarily on physical characteristics.

Raci al descent is not the rule; full siblings whose appearance differs are of
different races. 1In addition, race is not a fixed characteristic of a person
and it changes when a person achieves wealth, for exanple, which is one of the
criteria for race.

Cultures in Central and South America use different racial categories and
criteria fromthose used in the United States. This difference in racial
classifications inplies that "Wiite" and "Bl ack" are not natural categories of
race for nost Spani sh-speaking people. This fact has inplications for the
consi stency and neani ngful ness of the answers Spani sh-speaking i nmgrants may
give to the census race question

Even within the United States, there have been significant shifts in how
Ameri cans understand and categorize race, which have been reflected in changes
in the race categories used in the census.

Race was first neasured as a separate itemin the 1850 census, using the
categories, "Wite," "Black," and "Mulatto,” which were also used in 1860. In
the 1870 and 1880 censuses, categories for "Chinese" and "Indian" were added,
and in 1890, "Japanese" was added. The interpretation of race as a biol ogica
(yet observable) characteristic in these early censuses is clear. Enunerators
were instructed in 1870 to code race through observation and to, "Be
particularly careful in reporting the class Mulatto. The word here is
generic, and includes quadroons, octoroons, and all persons having any
perceptible trace of African blood. Inportant scientific results depend upon
the correct determ nation of this class . . . ." (U S. Bureau of the Census,
1979: 18). The 1890 census saw an el aboration of the "Miul atto" category, wth

separate categories for nul attoes, quadroons, and octoroons. |In 1900, the
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attenpt to distinguish mxed Black and Wiite categories was abandoned but
taken up again in 1910, when "Mil atto” was again listed as a category. In
1930, "Ml atto" was dropped permanently, and "A person of m xed White and
Negro bl ood was to be returned as Negro, no matter how small the percentage of
Negro bl ood" (U. S. Bureau of the Census, 1979:52).

There were al so changes in the census racial classification of Spanish-
speaki ng persons, such as Mexicans. Enunerators in 1930 were instructed that

the race of "all persons born in Mexico, or having parents born in Mexico, who
were not definitely White, Negro, Indian, Chinese, or Japanese, would be
returned as Mexicans" (U S. Bureau of the Census, 1979:52). In 1940, this
rul e was changed, and Mexi cans and ot her persons of "Latin descent” were to be
classified as "Wiite" unless they were definitely of some race other than
VWite. The rule was changed again in 1980, and Hi spanic entries, such as
Puerto Rican and Mexican, were left in the "Qther race" category.

Finally, there were additions to the Asian categories. |In 1960,
categories were added for Filipino, Hawaiian, Part Hawaiian, Al eut, and Eskino
(Al aska and Hawaii had becone states in 1959). Eskino and Al eut were dropped
in 1970 but restored in 1980, by which tine there were 9 separate Asian and
Paci fic Islander categories, including Asian |Indian, Guamani an, Sanopan, and
Vi et nanese.

Since we think of race as a stable, enduring characteristic, it is
fascinating to find that no single set of racial categories has been used in
nore than two censuses, and nost were only used once. The changes partly
reflect real change in the conposition of the U S. population due to mgration
fromAsia and Central and South America, and expansion of U S. territory to
i ncl ude new groups. Undoubtedly, political considerations and pressures
pl ayed a part as well in the decisions to create and conbi ne categori es.

The fluctuations in census race categories al so suggest the difficulty of

devi si ng a nmeani ngful, objective classification of race. Marshall (1968)
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argues that all racial classifications are arbitrary and artificial to sonme
extent, whether they are based on "scientific" or popular criteria. Problens
ari se when respondents do not share the race categories used by the Census
Bureau. Evidence suggests this is the case for many Spani sh-speaki ng persons.

In 1970, the Census Bureau began conducting the census by sel f-enuneration
rather than personal visit enunmeration. Personal enuneration was conducted
only for households that did not mail back a form The change in census-
taki ng procedure neant that, after 1970, race was based mainly on self-
identification' rather than enumerator observation

In conjunction with the change in procedure, dramatic changes in the
raci al characteristics of the popul ati on were observed. The nunber of
Hi spanic origin persons classified as "Q her race" rose from 700,000 in 1970
to 5.8 mllion in 1980 (U S. Bureau of the Census, 1987a:100). The
transition to self-enuneration contributed to this increase and the decline in
"White" race reporting anong people of Hispanic origin. |In addition, in 1980
persons of Hi spanic origin were no |longer recoded as "White" if they reported
thensel ves as "Qther race,"” as had been done in the 1970 census.

Addi ti onal evidence links self-enuneration with higher "Qher race"
reporting by Hi spanics. In 1980, 35 percent of Hispanics were identified as
"Qther race" in census questionnaires, but only 10 percent were reported as
"Qther race" in personal visit reinterview conducted after the census
(McKenney, Fernandez, and Masanmura, 1985). A possible reason for the
i nconsi stency is respondent confusion with the 1980 census race question (U. S
Bureau of the Census, 1987a:100), which did not explicitly ask for race. Many
persons filled in the circle for "Qther race" and wote in a nationality from
Central or South America. Another possible cause is interviewer behavior in
the reinterview study. Race was to be self-reported by respondents using a
flashcard listing the race categories. Possibly, interviewers changed "O her

race" responses to "White" for respondents who "l ooked Wite." O, possibly
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H spani ¢ respondents gave different answers in a personal interview (quite
probably conducted by a Wiite interviewer) than they gave on the census
guesti onnaire.

The Measurenent of Hispanic Oigin

The Hispanic origin itemwas included in the census for the first time in
1970. In 1970, the item appeared only on the long form(a nore detail ed and
ext ensi ve set of questions that goes to one in six households), but in 1980 it
was asked of everyone as a 100-percent item Placenent near the race itemon
the questionnaire in 1980 may have affected reporting for both itens.

H spanic origin had the highest nonresponse rate of any 100-percent item
in 1980. The computer allocation rate was 4.2 percent for short fornms and 2.3
percent for long forns (U S. Bureau of the Census, 1986: 32). The item may
have appeared redundant to respondents who had just reported "Qther race" and
witten in a Hspanic nationality. Mny non-H spanic persons may have |eft
the item bl ank because they didn't understand it, or because they did not find
a category that fit them

Evi dence fromthe 1970 and 1980 censuses suggests | ack of understandi ng of
the question. Siegel and Passel (1979) and Passel and Wrd (1987) docunent
extensive msreporting in 1970 in the "Central or South American" category by
persons living in the central and southern United States. In 1980, fairly
substantial nunbers of people (particularly Blacks in the South, Northeast,
and M dwest) provided fal se positive reports of Mexican-Anmerican origin (U S.
Bureau of the Census, 1982). Respondents apparently wanted to indicate that
they were Anerican, and the Mexican-Anerican response category was the only
one that contained the word "Anerican" (Passel and Wrd, 1987).

Sonme Hispanics al so were confused by the question. A pattern of
i nconsi stent reporting of "Qther H spanic" origin was observed between the
1980 census and the Content Reinterview Study (U S. Bureau of the Census,

1986; MKenney, Fernandez and Masanura, 1985). Wile reporting by Puerto
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Ri cans, Mexicans, and Cubans was fairly consistent (that is, the census agreed
with the reinterview for 85 percent or nore of the persons in the reinterview
sanmpl e), only 55 percent of persons reported as "Qther Hi spanic" in the
reinterview had been simlarly classified in the census; the others had been
reported nostly as Mexican (11 percent) and as non-Hi spanic (31 percent).
Fernandez and Cresce (1986) found inconsistent reporting of Hi spanic

origin and Hispanic ancestry in the 1980 census. Many persons reported
H spanic origin but not H spanic ancestry (e.g., 30 percent reported as Puerto
Rican in origin did not report Puerto Rican ancestry). There were also over a
half mllion reports of Hi spanic ancestry in the census by persons who did not
report Hi spanic origin. The inconsistency may be evidence of the part-whole
contrast effect described in the survey nethodol ogy literature (Schuman and
Presser, 1981). This occurs when respondents "subtract out" their response to
a previous question when answering a subsequent, nore general one.
Respondents to the ancestry question had already reported their Hi spanic
origin; when faced with a very sinmlar question, they may have reinterpreted
it to be non-redundant: "Besides what you already told nme about, what is your
ancestry?" Thus, these seem ngly inconsistent reports may be evi dence of
respondents' attenpts to nmake sense of the questions and provide non-redundant
i nformati on.

Addi ti onal support for this interpretation is provided by an experi nment
whi ch varied the contiguity of the race and Hispanic origin itens (see
McKenney, Cresce and Johnson, 1988; U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1987b). The
Hi spanic origin itemnonresponse rates ranged from 20 to 30 percent when
pl aced i mredi ately after race, conpared to 13 to 17 percent when placed three
items after race. This suggests that, with consecutive sequencing, the race
itemsets a frane of reference for the Hi spanic origin itemwhich accentuates

t he perceived redundancy of the latter item

Hypot heses
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W hypot hesi zed that the high nonresponse for the Hi spanic origin question
and the reporting of "Qther” in the race question both may result from context
effects. The itemthat comes first may create a frame of reference that
affects interpretation of the second item The abundance of national origin
groups listed as categories for race may encourage wite-in entries of other
nationality groups in that item The Hi spanic origin itemthen appears
redundant, |eading respondents to leave it blank (see figures 1 and 2).

INSERT FIG 1 AND 2 HERE

W reasoned that the Hi spanic origin itemis |less redundant if it precedes
race. People who think their answer to the Hi spanic origin question can be
inferred fromtheir response to the race question would be less likely to
| eave the Hispanic origin question blank if they answer it first. By
reversing the order of the two itenms, we hoped to decrease item nonresponse
for Hi spanic origin.

The reporting of "Qther"” in the race itemmy al so be affected by the
order of the two itens. The majority of "Qther"” races witten in are Hi spanic
nationalities. W thought that giving H spanics a chance to report their
Hi spanic origin first would create a nore restricted frame of reference for
the race item and reduce their reporting of "Qther race." However, if
H spanics reject the categories "White" and "Black," then their reporting of
"Qther" race may be insensitive to the order in which the itens are asked.
(See DeMnio and Martin, 1987, for a statenent of the hypotheses on which our
revisions to the census formwere based.)

Met hodol ogy

This study was conducted as part of a program of research to inprove the
design of the decennial census |Iong formquestionnaire. 1In this redesign
effort, typographic and other |ayout changes were made to increase the
consi stency of the forml s appearance, clearer instructions were provided on

how to conplete the census form questions were reworded to sinplify and
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clarify concepts, and questions were reordered to inprove the flow and
coherence of the census form (see DeMaio, Martin, and Sigman, 1987; Bates and
DeMni 0, 1989, for further discussion of the goals and net hods of the
research).

Figures 1 and 2 contain facsimles of the race and Hispanic origin itens
for the revised formand the 1986 test census form which was used as a
control. As can be seen, several changes were nmade to these itens, the
principal one being that the itenms were reversed to test the hypot heses
di scussed above. In both fornms, race and Hi spanic origin were separated by
other itens (age in the revised form age and marital status in the 1986
form. Qher revisions were al so made. Response categories for the Hi spanic
origin itemwere reordered, as they were throughout the revised form so that
"Yes" preceded "No." An instruction to fill in the "No" circle if the person
was not Hi spanic was added. There were also differences in response
categories in the revised form which reflected the thinking within the Census
Bureau at the time regarding the content of these itens in 1990. |In the 1986
form detailed H spanic (for Hi spanic origin) and Asian (for race) categories
were |isted separately. |In the revised form categories were conbined, with
an instruction to wite in each person's specific group

The revi sed and 1986 forns were conpared in a series of split-pane
experiments conducted in April 1987 in 33 group sessions organized by the
Census Bureau Regional Ofices in Boston, Dallas, Chicago and Phil adel phi a.
Participants in the sessions were volunteers recruited by Regional Ofice
outreach staff through their contacts with comunity groups. Recruiting was
focused on mnority racial and ethnic groups, and people with relatively
little education. Anong the volunteers who appeared for the sessions, there
were a total of 9 nonrespondents who did not attenpt to fill out census forns
(3 refusals, 2 persons with visual inpairnents, 2 with | anguage problens, and

2 late arrivals). A total of 515 people filled out fornms for thensel ves and
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menbers of their househol ds, providing data on 1,446 persons. Participants

i ncl uded people aged 18 to 80, nenbers of different racial and ethnic groups,
and people with various |levels of education. (See Parsley, et al., 1989, for
a detailed report of the results of this research.)

Each session |asted an hour and a half, with 55 minutes allotted to fil
out the census long form (Forty-five mnutes is the Census Bureau's official
estimate of the time it takes an average household to fill out this form)
Duri ng each session, half of the participants were randomy assigned the 1986
formand the other half were assigned the revised form Even though these
respondents do not represent a probability sanple, the randonization by form
type permits us to nake statistical conparisons between fornms. W tested for
statistically significant formdifferences using chi-square tests that take
into account the clustering of persons within group sessions and within
househol ds (Fay, 1989). 1In the tables that follow the chi-square val ues
| abel | ed X?* are Pearson chi-squares, calculated on the assunption of sinple
random sanpling; the J's refer to jack-knife statistics that take into account
clustering in the data and thus represent a nore conservative test.

Li kel i hood ratio chi-squares (identified as L2 in the tables) were used to
test the fit of alternative |og-linear nodels.
Resul ts

FormDi fferences in Distributions of Race and Hi spanic Origin: Despite

revisions to the race question and response categories, race distributions are
very simlar for the two forms. As shown in the first panel of Table 1, each
formidentified about the same percentage of individuals in the categories of
VWi te, Black, Asian or Pacific |Islander, and Gther race. The revised form
however, identified a significantly |arger percentage of American |ndians.
This result is due to sanpling variability and is not a formeffect.?

I NSERT TABLE 1 HERE

The second panel of Table 1 contains the distribution of responses to the
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H spanic origin item collapsed into the categories on the revised formfor
conparability. Again, the two forns obtained simlar [evels of reporting of
H spanic origin. Although based on small nunbers, this result is encouraging
because it suggests that the increased response to the itemin the revised
form(as reported below) did not alter the distribution

Item Nonresponse: Results in Table 2 support our hypothesis concerning item

nonresponse to the Hispanic origin item \Wen Hi spanic origin is asked first,
i tem nonresponse drops to 9 percent, conpared to 18 percent on the 1986 form
Nonr esponse for the race itemwas not affected by the change in order, with a
rate of 3 percent for the 1986 formand 4 percent for the revised form
I NSERT TABLE 2 HERE

Because of the nunber of changes made to the form we cannot be sure that
the reversed order is the cause of the better response rate for Hi spanic
originin the revised form However, the pattern of mssing data by race
| eads us to believe that the sequence of the itens and the additiona
instruction to fill in the "No" circle were responsible. Results for the 1986
form(see the first panel of Table 3) show that persons who reported their
race as "Bl ack" or "Asian/Pacific Islander” were far nore likely to | eave the
H spanic origin itemblank than persons reported as "Wite" or "Qher race"
On the revised form however, all race groups were equally likely to | eave the
H spanic origin item blank (see second panel of Table 3).

I NSERT TABLE 3 HERE

A loglinear nodel confirnms the presence of a three-way interaction
(Nonresponse to Hispanic origin X Race X Type of fornm). This finding supports
our hypothesis that the race itemconditions respondents' understanding of the
intent of the Hispanic originitem Qur interpretation is that Blacks and
Asians are especially likely to think their response ("No") can be inferred
fromtheir response to the race item and hence they | eave H spanic origin

bl ank. Wen Hispanic origin is first and there is an explicit instruction to
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fill in the "No" circle for persons who are not Hi spanic, persons of all races
are likely to give a response.

Content Differences--Race: Qur second mgjor hypothesis concerned the | evel of

reporting of "Qther race" by persons of Hi spanic origin. For both
guestionnaire versions, the vast majority of wite-in entries in "Qher race"
were Hi spanic (over 90 percent for both fornms). This finding is consistent
wi th prior evidence.

The results suggest that the formof the questionnaire did affect Hi spanic
i ndi vidual s' responses to the race item As shown in Table 4, persons who
reported Hispanic origin were nore likely to report their race as "White" in
the revised form (39 percent) than in the 1986 form (25 percent) although this
difference is not quite statistically significant with the nore conservative
test (p=.12). However, the extent of reporting "Qther race" wite-ins by
H spani cs was substantial on both fornms (61 percent for the revised formvs.
75 percent for the 1986 formj. Thus, our goal of reducing reporting of "Q her
race" by Hispanics was only partially successful. These data suggest that
nost of the persons of Hi spanic origin who participated in our test did not
identify with any of the race categories listed in the census questionnaire.

I NSERT TABLE 4 HERE

Further analysis shows that the effect of context was restricted to
H spani cs who were born in the United States. Table 5 presents responses to
the race item separately for people bornin a U S. State or outside the
United States (i.e., in a foreign country or U S. territory); the table
i ncl udes data for persons of Hi spanic origin only, and excludes those for whom
i nformati on on place of birth is mssing. The first panel shows that race
reporting for Hispanics who were not born in a U S State is unaffected by
the version of the questionnaire. For this group, race is reported as "Ot her"
and an Hispanic nationality is witten in for over three-quarters of the cases

on both forms. However, there is a very large context effect on race
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reporting for Hi spanic persons who were born in a U S. State. For U S -born

H spanics, race was significantly nore likely to be reported as "Wite" in the

revised form (74 percent) than in the 1986 form (22 percent). (The three-way

i nteraction between form place of birth, and race is marginally significant.)
I NSERT TABLE 5 HERE

This result suggests that nost Hispanic immgrants sinply do not apply the
categories "Wiite" or "Black" to thensel ves, regardl ess of whether or not they
have first reported their Hi spanic origin. Race reporting for U S.-born
H spanics, in contrast, appears nore contextual. Results for this group are
consistent with our initial hypothesis that giving H spanic respondents a
chance to report Hi spanic origin before asking race would reduce the extent of
"Qther race" reporting.

These differences in race reporting for U S.-born and m grant Hi spanics
may reflect a process of acculturation. Qur statistical results (nanely, the
interaction effect between place of birth, formtype, and reported race for
persons of Hi spanic origin) inply that H spanic respondents' assinilation and
use of the U S. race category "Wite" are conplex, and depend both on cont ext
and on the category of person being described.® Wen Hispanic identity has
al ready been acknow edged (in the revised form by the prior question about
H spanic origin) then Hi spanics (especially those born in the United States)
are nore likely to report their race as "Wite." We shoul d enphasi ze that we
of fer these substantive interpretations quite tentatively; further testing on
| arger and nore representative sanples is needed before they can be considered
nmor e t han hypot heses.

If they are replicated, our results inply that the measurenent properties
of census itens about race and Hi spanic origin are affected by context
effects, and that the neasurenent properties of these itens vary
systematically over the population. This result is consistent with Johnson's

(1987) finding that the measurenent properties of different indicators of
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H spanicity are not constant, but vary between first or second generation
H spanic inmgrants versus others.

Di scussi on _and Concl usi ons

Overall, these findings suggest that the revisions to the formtested in
t hese experiments could result in inprovenents in data quality. W increased
the response rate to the Hispanic origin item which was one of the major
hypot heses guiding this research on question sequence. This was done wi thout
affecting the substantive distribution, and without affecting the response
rate for the race item

One limtation of the current study is the nunber of experinenta
mani pul ations introduced in our revised questionnaire. Three experinenta
mani pul ations could affect the results reported here: the order of the
H spanic origin and race itens, the added instruction to fill in the "No"
circle for Hispanic origin, and the variations in response categories for race
and H spanic origin. A second limtation is the fact that results are based
on small and purposively selected "sanples.” W are presently planning and
conducti ng questionnaire experinments based on | arger, randomy sel ected
sanpl es, including a questionnaire experinment planned as an integral part of
the 1990 census.

Despite the limtations, our findings support some general conclusions
about questionnaire design. The first is that redundancy is a problemfrom
the point of view of respondents. Respondents apparently try to interpret
guestions so as not to provide redundant information. Wen questionnaire
items really are partially or wholly redundant, a substantial amount of error
and m ssing data can result.

A second conclusion is that our results call into question the naive
assunptions about "error" with which we began our research. W ainmed to
i nprove data quality by, anong other things, reducing reporting by persons of

Hi spanic origin in the "Oher" category of the race item As we analyzed our
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data we came to the point of view that the patterns of reporting reflect rea
differences in the interpretation of the neaning of race. W believe that the
reporting of Hispanics in the "Qther" race category is not an error, but a
real perception by these respondents of their "correct” place in the racial
classification structure--neither "White" nor "Black." W agree with the
poi nt of view stated by Lieberson (1985:160):

...sone of the difficulties that researchers and census takers

experience in using data on racial and ethnic groups are due

not to problens of instrumentation or execution, pure and

si mpl e--such as mght occur if a question was constructed

i ncorrectly through, say, sone vagueness or anbiguity of

meani ng. Rather some of the difficulties and inconsistencies

refl ect the processes of ethnic and racial change thensel ves;

the “errors' are telling us sonething about the flux in the

concepts and identifications thensel ves.

Qur findings concerning context effects on race reporting by H spanics may
tell us sonething about the conplex process of assimlation of U S. racial
categories. Qur speculation is that Hi spanic respondents may have their own
"rules" for reporting race in the census for thensel ves and nmenbers of their
househol ds, which do not conformto the Census Bureau's rules or the conmmon
understandi ng of race. The rule (roughly stated) mght be: apply the U S.
raci al category "White" to describe H spanic persons with nore "roots" in the
United States, but only after acknow edging H spanic identity. |If there is
such a rule, it has inportant inplications for the neaning and t he nmeasurenent

of race in the census and in general, which we plan to explore in our future

research on this subject.
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FI GURE 1

Race and Hispanic Oigin Itens on the 1986 Form

FI GURE 2

H spanic Origin and Race Itens on the Revised Form
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OF RACE AND H SPANIC ORIG N

by

El i zabeth Martin, Theresa J. DeMai o, and Panela C. Canpanell
Center for Survey Methods Research
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Thi s paper reports the results of research undertaken by Census Bureau staff.
A previous version was presented at the 1988 Annual Meetings of the American
Statistical Association. The views expressed are attributable to the authors
and do not necessarily reflect those of the Census Bureau. The authors
gratefully acknow edge the statistical assistance of Robert Fay and hel pfu
comments by Robert Johnson and Irwin Schreiner. Any errors are the authors'.

ENDNOTES
1. Strictly speaking, it is not quite accurate to say that race is based on
self-identification, since one respondent fills out the formfor all household
menbers. This neans that for nost of the population, race (and all other
census information) is based on proxy reports. Nevertheless, it is the intent

of the Census Bureau to measure each person's racial self-identification, and
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the 1990 formincludes a printed instruction to "Fill ONE circle for the race

that the person considers hinself/herself to be."

2. Three American Indian respondents, each with large famlies, were randony
assigned to receive the revised form whereas only one Indian respondent,

living al one, was assigned to receive the 1986 form

3. The reader may wonder how proxy vs. self reports of race are affected by
the form experinment. W do not have the data to examine this question
directly. However, in order to shed light on possible proxy effects, we
exam ned race-reporting in 38 H spani c households in which one or both parents
and their children were living (nonrelatives and other relatives in the
househol d were ignored). In 92 percent of these cases, race was reported
consistently for the entire nuclear fam |y, which suggests there are not |arge

proxy effects on race reporting.
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