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 This thesis examines the links between Bourdieu’s concept of the capitals and social 

mobility. By using interviews conducted with families who have imigrated to Austin from Latin 

American countries, patterns of social mobility are traced alongside the accumulation of 

capitals, such as cultural capital, social capital, economic capital, symbolic capital, and techno-

capital. Three generations of women are interviewed from three different families, allowing the 

family history to serve as the unit of analysis. Links are made between the transmission and 

transmissibility of capital and the ascension or descension of social mobility. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

 As a border state, Texas has a long history as a settling place for immigrants 

searching for opportunity within the United States. This is especially true in the cases of 

people immigrating from Mexico and Central America. Due to the proximity to these 

locations, Texas often becomes a settling ground for immigrants from these regions who 

are hoping for more opportunity. Oftentimes, people move to the United States from 

other, less prosperous countries hoping to make a better life for themselves and their 

families. The legend of the United States as a “land of opportunity” lays the groundwork 

for plans for a better future for many; however, the reality of immigration comes along 

with the immense difficulties of acculturation to both a very different country and a very 

different way of life. 

 Part of this process of acculturation comes in the form of the contribution to 

society United States immigrants make. A big part of this contribution is in the form of 

jobs that are often left to immigrants—low level, low paying jobs without any kind of 

benefits. There is a constant question as to who would be doing these jobs without the 

stream of willing, able workers that immigration brings in. Another contribution comes 

in the form of taxes—while not all immigrants pay taxes at the state or federal level, it is 

safe to say that all pay sales tax, therefore contributing again to society. 

 Finally, another important factor to consider in immigration is the sheer 

demographics. Assuming for the same rate of migration from the years 1980-1990, the 
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Hispanic population in Texas will outnumber the Anglo population by over 3 million 

people by the year 2030 (Murdock, et. al 54). This does not even factor in an increase in 

migration, and if the data prove to be true, shows that the Hispanic population will be 

the most prominent population in the state. This is especially important in terms of 

social mobility—if the largest demographic in the state of Texas is the Hispanic 

population, then it is important for the state to insure that this population is being 

educated and acculturated, in order to increase social mobility and affluence among the 

state’s population in general. This is also important for the country’s population at large, 

considering that the Hispanic population is expected to become the largest population 

in the country (Campbell). 

 Unfortunately, when examining cases of immigration (as I will be doing in this 

thesis) one can often find the pattern of a persistence of inequity (Rojas, et. al.). This 

refers to an inability to increase family status in terms of many different factors, or, in 

other words, to increase a family unit’s social mobility. Social mobility is influenced by a 

number of factors introduced in the work of Pierre Bourdieu and elaborated on by many 

other scholars including Bertaux, Thompson, Straubhaar, Portes, Rojas, and Spence. 

Some of these factors, which I will explore further in the next chapter, include cultural 

capital, economic capital, social capital, linguistic capital, gender capital, symbolic 

capital, and techno-capital. Briefly, cultural capital refers to one’s knowledge in 

particular areas of “high” culture, and to their education (Bourdieu, “Forms of Capital” 
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243). Economic capital is exemplified by the economic worth of a person (Bourdieu, 

“Forms of Capital” 252). Social capital refers to social networks (Bourdieu, “Forms of 

Capital” 249). Linguistic capital is competency with language, and in particular, the 

dominant language of the society (Bourdieu and Passeron, 114). Gender capital, while 

not identified as a form of capital by Bourdieu, is argued by McCall to be a form of 

capital, as she recognizes the binaries gender brings into play when considering all other 

forms of capital (McCall, 845). Bourdieu describes symbolic capital as prestige 

(“Production of Belief,” 262). Finally, techno-capital refers to one’s level of competency 

and skill with differing forms of technology (Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, 

et al. 7). These different capitals all serve to influence an individual’s or a family’s ability 

to increase their social standing.  

 The purpose of my thesis is to trace patterns of social mobility amongst three 

families who have immigrated to Austin. I will be drawing on interviews taken over the 

course of a ten year period. The interviews include generations of immigrant families 

who have settled in Austin. Specifically, I will be looking at three different families, all of 

Mexican or South American descent. The first family will illustrate a case of upward 

mobility, the second family will illustrate a case of downward mobility, and the third 

family will illustrate a case of fluctuating mobility.  

 Within the context of these interviews, I will analyze patterns of social mobility 

amongst the different generations. I will be taking into account the interviewee’s age, 



4 
 

class, language, gender, and years spent in the United States, and tracing these patterns 

alongside the interviewee’s habits of media usage. My usage of the term media includes 

technologies such as computers, internet, email, television, radio, film, cell phones, as 

well as more traditional forms of media such as books, newspapers, and magazines.  All 

of these forms of media can affect both social mobility and acculturation. For example, 

use of computers and internet technology can serve to increase mobility, especially in a 

city as reliant on technology as Austin is. Or, whether someone is watching television in 

English or in Spanish can affect both their acculturation and mobility in many different 

ways. This analysis will focus on how these specific factors can influence social mobility 

in terms of immigration, but will not look at other factors that may influence mobility 

and acculturation, such as the social context and social climate for immigrants, and the 

attitudes and reception of the host country. 

 My primary research question asks how all the different capitals (cultural, social, 

economic, technological, gender, and linguistic) work as a factor and/or determinant in 

patterns of social mobility. Some other research questions include how socialized 

gender norms (as found in the “traditional” American and Latino family—a patriarchy 

where the father is the breadwinner, and the mother’s labor comes in the form of 

staying home to raise the children) come into play, and if they affect media usage—

particularly the interviewee’s technological disposition and their technological capital.  I 

will also question how gender and language interact in terms of media usage, and what 
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this means for the acquisition of social, economic, cultural capitals. These questions are 

relevant as we try to understand the roles that immigrants and the Hispanic population 

will play in the future of the United States as whole. By using Austin, Texas as a case 

study, we get a glimpse of how all of these different factors and capitals come into play 

to affect social mobility and acculturation. According to the projections based on the 

2000 Census, by the year 2030 the Hispanic population will make up one quarter of the 

United States’ population. If the Hispanic population will one day be the largest 

population in Texas, and eventually the largest population in the United States, it is 

important to understand how that will affect the state and country financially, socially, 

and culturally. By considering these interviews, and the experiences shared by these 

three generations of immigrant families, we might better be able to understand how to 

plan for the future in terms of access to education and other forms of cultural, social, 

and economic capital for immigrants in particular and the Hispanic population at large. 
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Chapter 2: Review of the Literature 

Social Mobility 

The crux of my analysis depends on the concept of social mobility, perhaps first 

most thoroughly defined by Sorokin. He defines social mobility as the “transition of an 

individual or social object or value…from one social position to another.” Sorokin goes 

on to describe two types of mobility—horizontal and vertical. Horizontal social mobility 

he describes as the movement from one social group to another group at the same 

level. His definition of vertical social mobility is more in line with the type of mobility 

described in this paper—the movement from one social group to another social group 

positioned higher or lower in a social hierarchy (133). 

Building off of Sorokin, Goldthorpe et al. also seek to explain stratification by 

means of social mobility. They attempt to explain how patterns of mobility sharpen the 

degrees of segregation. Ultimately, they seek to consider whether “mobility acts as 

primarily an integrative or disintegrative phenomenon in both a micro- and maco-

sociological perspective (30). 

 In contrast, Lipset and Bendix (17) write that they are not concerned so much 

with the measurement of social mobility, but with the consequences of social mobility. 

In particular, they consider the effects of the rates of social mobility and their effects on 

radical movements. Building off of Marx and Engels work on the subject, they contend 
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that higher rates of upward mobility lead to a decrease in the presence of socialist 

movements (17). 

 Pikkety considers social mobility from an economic standpoint, considering how 

social mobility, from both an individual and societal standpoint, plays a role in political 

attitudes. He seeks to explain why “individual mobility experience and not only current 

income matters for political attitudes and how persistent differences in perceptions 

about social mobility can generate persistent differences in redistribution across 

countries (582).” This socio-economic perspective on social mobility can be seen in the 

work of Pikkety and Lipset and Bendix, all building off of Sorokin, but it is not the lens 

through which I view social mobility as a construct for the purpose of this research. 

As Bertaux and Thompson point out, Sorokin’s text primarily serves to examine 

social mobility among elite social groups (3). Rather than looking only at a patriarch’s 

economic status, Bertaux and Thompson take into account gender, education, job 

stability, age, and other factors into their examination of social mobility. They are 

careful to point out that “change initiates not only from above, but equally from below, 

through the initiatives of masses of people (2).” However, they are not ignorant of the 

fact of the persistence of inequality, stating that “the range of possibilities for a given 

social group, or family, or individual, are limited and shaped negatively by restrictions 

such as lack of privilege,” and that “most people take the structure as they see as given 

and circulate within it, filling a space; but a sufficient minority contribute to the 



8 
 

momentum of change, by either creating new spaces within the old structures or 

moving (2).” Through their approach of examining life stories of interviewees, Bertaux 

and Thompson take a detailed and more inclusive approach to the study of social 

mobility, examining the histories of people of different classes, genders, and ethnicities. 

Capitals 

 In his essay, “The Forms of Capital,” Bourdieu describes the importance of capital 

in the social world. He compares the social climate, or the possibility for social mobility 

to the game of roulette. While in the game of roulette one can win a large amount of 

money in a short amount of time, therefore changing one’s social status quickly, he 

states that in reality, it is capital, which he defines as “accumulated labor,” that enables 

people to change their social status. He identifies the potential of capital “to produce 

profits and to reproduce itself in identical or expanded form…so that everything is not 

equally possible or impossible.” Definitively, he states that it is the distribution of 

different types of capital at any given moment in time that represent “the imminent 

structure of the social world, i.e., the set of constraints inscribed in the very reality of 

that world (241-242).” He describes three forms of capital: cultural, social, and 

economic, and other scholars have gone on to expand on these forms of capital as well 

as identify other forms of capital that come into play when considering social mobility. 
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Cultural Capital 

Bourdieu describes three forms of cultural capital: embodied, objectified, and 

institutionalized. He defines embodied capital as “long-lasting dispositions of the mind 

and body,” whereas objectified capital refers to actual objects like books and art which 

signify a certain level of cultural capital (“Forms of Capital” 243). He sets apart 

institutionalized, because as he suggests, education as an institutionalized form of 

cultural capital can have different effects on the students based on the accumulation of 

other forms of cultural capital they bring into the school system with them (243). As he 

acknowledges, social capital is often dependent on social class, which can negatively 

affect institutionalized education since school boundaries are often set up against class 

divisions. This is especially important in the cases of immigrants, as they often come into 

the United States with a dearth of the kind of cultural and economic capital valued here 

(though they may have a wealth of cultural capital valued in their home countries). Like 

other forms of capital, cultural capital is accumulated and transmissible among 

generations, and can be converted and applied to acquire other forms of capital. As 

Rojas et. al. point out, “Bourdieu would say that education helps one acquire cultural 

capital, which can be converted into economic capital by, for example, getting a better-

paying job using one’s educational qualifications (5).”  

 In relation to immigrants, cultural capital can largely be found in terms of access 

to education, which ultimately leads to greater economic capital and social capital, 
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therefore creating an upwardly mobile social trajectory. As Murdoch points out, 

education is the most important factor in determining the economic success for 

immigrants to Texas, and much of the state’s economic future hinges on whether the 

Hispanic population will be educated (46).  

Social Capital 

 Social capital refers to one’s social network—their membership in a group 

“which provides each of its members with the backing of the collectively-owned capital; 

a ‘credential’ which entitles them to credit, in the various senses of the word (Bourdieu, 

“Forms of Capital” 249).” Social capital is intricately tied with cultural and economic 

capital—the weight of social capital a group carries with it is dependent upon the 

various members’ cultural and economic capital. These networks of social capital can 

often lead to an increase in social mobility, however, Portes identifies “negative social 

capital (15),” as well as positive social capital. As Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, 

Roychowdhury, et al.. note, negative social capital can manifest itself in ways such as 

gang membership, or in terms of the reinforcement of traditional gender roles 

prohibiting the acquisition of certain sets of skills (6).  Straubhaar’s observation in 1998 

of a boy’s reluctance to demonstrate his own techno-capital due to the possibility of 

scorn from other male students is an example of negative social capital coming into play 

(Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et al.. 6), and one particular to our research 

and the case of Austin as a techno-field. Portes also goes on to analyze the concept of 
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social capital as a property of communities and nations, as Putnam suggests, but Portes 

ultimately finds the most value in seeing social capital at the individual level (19-21). For 

the purpose of this thesis, I will be following Portes’ lead and viewing social capital 

primarily at the individual and familial level. 

Economic Capital  

 At its root, economic capital refers specifically to money and property—the 

economic worth of a person. However, economic capital is “at the root of all the other 

types of capital and that these transformed, disguised forms of economic capital, never 

entirely reducible to that definition, produce their most specific effects only to the 

extent that they conceal (not least from their possessors) the fact that economic capital 

is at their roots (Bourdieu, “Forms of Capital” 252). As exemplified with the above 

discussion of cultural capital, a person’s economic capital can have a direct influence on 

the type and quality of education that they acquire. On one hand, families with more 

economic capital are likely to encourage their children to get a post-secondary degree, 

and high degrees of economic capital can open doors to more prestigious universities. 

On the other hand, families with lower degrees of economic capital may not place the 

same emphasis on education for a variety of reasons, but in particular because it is not a 

part of their habitus, or class sensibility. 
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Symbolic Capital 

 Bourdieu describes symbolic capital as “economic or political capital that is 

disavowed, mis-recognized and thereby recognized, hence legitimate, a ’credit’ which, 

under certain conditions, and always in the long run, guarantees ’economic’ profits 

(“Production of Belief” 262).” This form of capital may be better understood as “making 

a name for oneself (262),” which one can then use to trade for other forms of capital, 

primarily economic. Briefly put, symbolic capital works as a form of prestige, making 

available opportunities others might not have.  

Linguistic Capital 

 Linguistic capital can be understood as a part of embodied cultural capital, and 

defined as the competency and level of comfort with language (Bourdieu and Passeron, 

114). In particular, linguistic capital becomes an important piece of capital in relation to 

the dominant language of the society. This comes into play in a large part in our study, 

in which many immigrants may not be familiar with the dominant language of the 

United States, English, or may only have partial competence, which complicates their 

ability to increase their social mobility.   

 Preference for the dominant language in relation to ethnic identity, and in turn, 

linguistic capital as it relates to social capital, can be found in Ruggiero and Yang’s study 

(2009) on linguistic acculturation, or, an “acculturated preference for a specific media 

language (5).” Ruggiero and Yang find that participants (all United States citizens) who 
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self-identify as Mexican, are more likely to prefer Spanish language media, while those 

who self-identify as Mexican-American prefer English language media (12).  This 

suggests a link between cultural heritage and language, as opposed to a link between 

country of residence and language. Agency comes into play here as well, as those 

participants who live in the United States but self-identify as Mexican use the language 

that they watch television in as a way of holding onto their own cultural heritage and 

resisting the dominant culture. 

 Straubhaar expands on this concept with his term cultural proximity, or the 

likelihood that people in specific cultures prefer “their own local or national productions 

first (91).” This can be expanded on to explain why immigrants who closely identify with 

their home culture prefer media produced by that culture, and in their heritage 

language. It can also extend to the idea of linguistic capital, as a preference for heritage 

language media can affect the linguistic capital of immigrants in the United States, as 

media can be one of the primary ways to build both cultural and linguistic capital for 

recent immigrants seeking to increase those capitals. 

 Linguistic capital can also be seen as a marker of social and economic capital. 

Through her study conducted at a university in 2002, Pomerantz finds that knowledge of 

a foreign language (in particular, Spanish), can be seen as both an advantage and a 

detriment. For students at elite universities, knowledge of Spanish language can be seen 

as just one more attribute for potential employers—in fact, certain universities are 
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offering advanced Spanish language classed to keep up with the demand of ambitious, 

job-seeking students (276). However, for many Latino students, heritage language use 

can be seen as a threat to their American-ness; more as a detriment rather than a 

resource as it is for their Anglo counterparts (277). 

Gender as capital 

 While Bourdieu never identified gender as a form of capital, scholars after him 

have reconsidered the notion. McCall asserts that Bourdieu’s discussion of the use of 

feminine beauty as a form of capital constructs the idea of gender as capital, stating, 

“the very physical character of this form of capital classifies it as embodied cultural 

capital, which according to Bourdieu is the most hidden and universal form of capital 

(844).  Summarizing McCall, Adkins and Skeggs state “gender is the most hidden and 

universal form of capital (23),” simply because it appears to be natural. Gender as 

capital comes into play not just in terms of double standards of appearance (23), but 

also in terms of traditional gender roles that are reinscribed and reinforced in day to day 

life. This is of particular importance in the Latino community, which is highly patriarchal 

in nature (even more so than in the Anglo community). While it is more commonplace 

to find households with two-parent incomes in the United States, in Latin America it is 

still considered culturally appropriate for the patriarch of the family to work outside the 

home, while the wife labors inside the home. Also, in terms of the Hispanic community, 

there seems to be a clear line concerning what is considered appropriate women’s work 
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outside the home. An example of this line can be found in Straubhaar’s example from 

1998 of a boy’s reluctance to display his own computer skills, as he considered it 

women’s work (Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et al. 6) 

Techno-dispositions and Techno-Capital 

 Techno-dispositions refer specifically to one’s disposition toward technologies 

and techno-capital refers to the capital, or knowledge and capabilities to use of 

technologies (Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et al. 7). Techno-capital is a 

form of cultural capital, and the relationship it plays with techno-dispositions can greatly 

influence not only one’s cultural capital, but also their social and economic capital as 

well. All the different capitals interact together to influence social mobility. Techno-

capital and techno-disposition have a strong relationship with linguistic capital (in terms 

of the language skills necessary to develop technological competency), gender capital 

(as displayed in Straubhaar’s 1998 example of the boy’s hesitancy to demonstrate his 

knowledge of computer technology), economic capital (in terms of the increasing 

necessity of computer and internet skills in the job market), and social capital (as a 

means of networking). Techno-dispositions and techno-capital are of great importance 

to this study, as they can have a strong impact on immigrant families’ abilities to ascend 

or descend in social mobility. Due to the job market’s reliance on technology (especially 

in Austin), techno-capital is an important factor in determining economic success, which 

is a factor in the ascension or descent of social mobility. 
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Austin as a Techno-field  

 For the purpose of this thesis, Austin will be identified as a techo-field, meaning 

“the site, or structured space, where struggles over media access are enacted by 

appropriating resources (Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et al. 7). Since 

Austin is a highly wired city (one is hard pressed to find a coffee shop without wireless 

internet access), it serves as an appropriate backdrop for a study examining patterns 

between social mobility and media usage. The job market in Austin is largely based in 

the technological industry, “which tends to pull people toward technologically oriented 

education as well as training for the new jobs the sector creates .” This economic 

reliance on the technological industry does, however, create “an ever-widening wealth 

gap that affects working-class residents (Rojas, Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et 

al. 9).” This creates further difficulty for immigrants, who may come to Austin lacking 

not only the techno-capital that is becoming increasingly important, but also the 

linguistic, social, and economic capital that might help to increase their technological 

competency. This lack of techno-capital may constrain them to lives in the much lower 

paid service economy, therefore decreasing their ability to gain economic capital. 

Acculturation 

 Acculturation refers to the degree to which someone is integrated into the 

culture at large. In their study on acculturation (1978) Olmeda and Padilla took into 

account nationality and language, socioeconomic status, and emphasis placed on certain 
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constructs, like the words “male” and “father.” In his more recent writing on the subject 

of acculturation, Padilla finds the possibility of “dual-culture transmission.” He writes 

that children are intentionally brought up with a sense of biculturalism, and that the 

“the person does not favor one culture over the other,and more often than not the dual 

transmission of cultural information from 

parents and other caretakers is quite deliberate and both cultures are presented 

positively (470).” 

Family Histories  

 In this thesis, I will be following Bertaux and Thompson’s model of using case 

studies of transgenerational families and exploring cases of gender to examine social 

mobility. This is an initial approach, and each section of my thesis will be analyzing 

interviews with three generations of a family who immigrated to Austin. Bertaux and 

Thompson use these genealogies to study social mobility amongst generations by 

making the family the unit of study and analysis. The ability to examine 

transgenerational stories of families provides the chance to “see a family’s relationships 

and inner dynamics (which are) crucial in orienting the lives of its members; it mediates 

the impact on individuals of social class, schools and education, housing, migration, and 

labour markets, and also therefore provides an especially effective viewing point for 

observing their interaction (Bertaux and Thompson 12). Examining multiple generations 

of families also allows for explorations of transmission and transmissibility. Bertaux and 
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Thompson find that even forms of capital that may seem highly susceptible to 

transmission among generations, such as economic capital, must undergo a sort of 

metamorphosis in order for that transmission to take place (93).  The concept of 

transmissibility refers to the degree to which an example of a form of capital is 

transferable from one generation to the next. For example, in terms of cultural capital, a 

particular kind of knowledge or a type of skill may or may not have a high degree of 

transmissibility (94). For example, linguistic capital has a high degree of transmissibility, 

because language is a part of day to day life; however, something like techno-capital 

may not be so easily transmissible, as it requires effort from both the transmitter and 

the receiver to pass on. 

 Ruptures in transmissibility are also possible, especially in terms of generational 

gaps. These ruptures are particularly evident in cases of techno-capital and techno-

disposition, wherein youth tends to embrace new media in a quicker manner (Rojas, 

Straubhaar, Spence, Roychowdhury, et al..  22).   

Recent Studies in Social Mobility  

 Most research done on social mobility looks at only the father, or the patriarch’s 

class status. Unlike researchers before her, Beller takes into account the mother’s class 

status when examining social mobility. She argues that research only accounting for the 

father’s class status as an indication of family status ignores an important factor that has 

had an effect on social mobility, considering the rise in working mothers. In her analysis, 
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Beller holds structural mobility as a constant, while centering her attention on social 

fluidity, or the ability to move between social groups. She finds that parents joint class 

status, or economic capital, is a more accurate reflection of family class origin, and that 

research that does not take into account the mother’s class status misses an important 

link between the declines in social class fluidity of men born from 1965 until 1975 and 

their mother’s social class status. 

Downward Mobility 

 In his sobering study on the social mobility of immigrant populations in the 

United States, Borjas finds that the economic prosperity many immigrants found in the 

U.S. in the 20th century will not carry over into the 21st century for most, largely due to 

lack of cultural capital in the form of education. Furthermore, he expects a disparity in 

economic status between ethnic groups, as he finds that this already exists within the 

U.S. Immigrants and second-generation immigrants in the U.S. have a much better 

chance at economic prosperity if they come from a relatively prosperous nation, like 

Canada, as opposed to a poorer country, like Mexico. Borjas examines the conditions in 

which immigrants prospered at the turn of the 20th century and compares them to 

current conditions, finding no pattern for an increase in chances for prosperity. 

 Like Borjas’, Gans’ article (2009) serves to dispel the myth of upward social 

mobility for immigrants and refugees to the United States. Though much of downward 

mobility is experienced by middle and upper class immigrants who are forced to take 

lower class positions in the US (professor to teacher, engineer to technician, etc.), Gans 
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also finds the trend affecting immigrants from the lower classes, most disturbingly in the 

case of young women who are forced into sex work. Gans finds that children often share 

in their parents’ downward mobility. In addition to the causes of downward mobility, 

Gans also examines the effects and the methods of coping with the phenomenon. Gans 

concludes with a call for further research, particularly as it pertains to the ways different 

societies deal with downward mobility. 

In the article, "Intergenerational Influences of Wealth in Mexico," the Torche and 

Spilerman use the 2006 Mexican Social Mobility Survey in order to examine the 

previously under-researched area of wealth in relation to social mobility in Mexico. 

Torche and Spilerman take into account five signifiers of social status with regard to 

adult children—educational attainment, consumption level, asset holdings, home 

ownership, and home value—and relate them to parental wealth. They find that 

parental wealth has a large impact on most of these signifiers, and in particular, the 

effect is greater in the cases of the more disadvantaged. The authors use data and 

illustrate with charts and tables to support their argument, and ultimately call for more 

research to be done within this area of study. Social mobility in Mexico is largely 

unstudied, and more research could shed light on the impact of Mexican immigrants’ 

social mobility within the United States.  

. My research will build on these studies by considering cases of immigrant 

families in Austin, and the way various kinds of capital influences their social mobility. 

The case studies will provide a different perspective, showing the transmissibility of 
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capital throughout the generations. I ask how all the different capitals (cultural, social, 

economic, technological, gender, and linguistic) work as a factor and/or determinant in 

patterns of social mobility. Additionally, I question how socialized gender norms (as 

found in the “traditional” American and Latino family—a patriarchy where the father is 

the breadwinner, and the mother’s labor comes in the form of staying home to raise the 

children) come into play, and if they affect media usage—particularly the interviewee’s 

technological disposition and their technological capital.  I will also consider how gender 

and language interact in terms of media usage, and what this means for the acquisition 

of social, economic, cultural capitals. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



22 
 

Chapter 3: Methodology 

 The interviews used for this thesis are the product of two related studies 

conducted over an eleven year period at the University of Texas under the guidance of 

Dr. Joseph Straubhaar.  My thesis only uses interviews from the most recent phase of 

the project; all nine of the interviews I use in my analysis are from the fall of 2009. Four 

different sets of interviews were conducted by graduate and undergraduate students, 

the majority of whom came from the Department of Radio-Television-Film at the 

University. The interviews were conducted as a part of classes held by Dr. Straubhaar in 

the fall semester of 1999 and spring semester of 2000, and then later in the spring and 

fall semesters of 2009. The interviewees were not solely immigrant families, but families 

from a variety of different nationalities and ethnicities, all having settled in Austin for 

different lengths of time. Nearly all of the interviews were recorded and later 

transcribed by the student interviewers1

                                                            
(1) 1 Thanks to all the student interviewers for the project: New University of Lisbon: 6 

PhD students: Ana Margarida Jorge, Karita Francisco, Maria José Brites, Daniel 
Meirinho, Conceição Costa, Marta Neves; University of Coimbra: Ilda Fortes, Bianca 
XXX, University of Oporto:Manuela Pinto, Rita Santos; University of Texas: 17 PhD 
students: Jeremiah Spence, Laura Dixon, Eliot Chayt, Suart Davis, Dean Graber, 
Teresa Correa, Jacqueline Vickery, Alex Cho, Ikram Toumi, Paul Alonso, Vijay 
Parathsarathy, Ji-Hyun Ahn, Leo Cardoso, Shih Hsiu, Gabino Iglesias, Karen Lee, 
Monique Ribeiro; 11 MA students, Stepanie Appell, Maria Boyd, Daniel Darland, 
Racquel Gonzales; Erica Hill, Stephen Janise, Esme Ramirez, Mabel Rosenheck, 
Yongdon Chen, Caitlin McClune, Erica Weaver; 28 Undergraduate students: Braulio 
Alvarez, Jonathon Anderson, Daniel Axembaum, Dianna Beltran, Yuri Brzndzia, 
Roger Chavez, Laura Covarubias, Phillip Clark, Chico de Luna, Brandon Drennon, Blas 
Garcia, Jordan Garcia, Jose Garcia, Darrell Lieck, Joie Lopez, Thomas Meek, Michelle 

.  
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 The interviewees were chosen via the snowballing method. In most cases, 

subjects were referred to the interviewers by professors, graduate assistants, or other 

classmates. In some cases, interviewees suggested other potential candidates for 

interviewing for the project. The snowballing method can limit the scope of the 

applicants, but over the course of the eleven year period, a wide variety of interview 

subjects were found. Few of the families knew each other, and over time, more and 

more people were recommending subjects, broadening the scope of the project and 

allowing for a wider range of interviewees. 

 The interviews were semi-structured life history interview, used a basic topic 

guide, but the interviewers were given the freedom to guide the interviews along how 

they best saw fit. There was a list of suggested questions, and each interviewer was 

asked to touch on specific topics such as media usage, language preference, and family 

work histories. Each interviewer was asked to start the process with a kind of “grand 

tour” question about the interviewee’s life—perhaps a question about their childhood, 

or what a typical day of their life looked like. From there the interviewee’s worked to 

get a dialogue going, first about the main themes in their life history, then gathering 

information about how media usage comes into play with the subject’s life. 

                                                                                                                                                                                 
Mejia, Alex Milan, Joseph Mitchell, Larissa Montes, Nelly Mota, Rhea Rivera, James 
Sayre, Judy Thomas, Sasha  Tollette, Chelsea Vernon, Dustin Wise. 
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 I am analyzing the interviews from the transcriptions recorded by the students 

who conducted the interviews. I was not present for any of the interviews used in this 

thesis, nor do I know any of the interviewees I will be writing about. My only knowledge 

of the subjects is what was recorded in the transcriptions. 

 For the purpose of my thesis, I will only be looking at interviews conducted with 

Mexican and Central American immigrant families to Austin, all of which were 

conducted in the fall of 2009. In narrowing the scope of the interviews I analyze, I hope 

to highlight potential language barriers, as well as other cultural constraints specific to 

Latin American culture.  I also aim to let the interviewees tell their stories as much in 

their own voice as possible, using direct quotes and paraphrasing only when necessary. I 

will also not be editing any of the interviewees words at all—changing for grammatical 

accuracy only when necessary, but not at the expense of changing tone or dialect. I will 

begin the sections with brief back stories on each generation of the family, and will then 

proceed with analysis.  

 I specifically chose three families whose interviews I will analyze, based on their 

relevancy to my research questions. Each family had members of three generations 

interviewed, demonstrating patterns of social mobility over time. Two of the families 

immigrated from Mexico, and one of the families immigrated from Argentina. I will 

consider the different forms of capital and the roles each plays in the families’ patterns 

of social mobility. It is also important to note that every interviewee I use in this analysis 
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is female. Gender certainly plays a part in their experience, and this work cannot speak 

for the male immigrant experience. First, I will analyze the interviews with a family who 

are an example of successful upward social mobility. Next, I will look at a family whose 

interviews demonstrate a pattern of stagnant social mobility. Finally, I will consider a 

family whose trajectory is less consistent, illustrating an example of fluctuating social 

mobility. 

 These interviews help to answer my research questions by allowing me to follow 

the patterns of acquisition of capital and media usage throughout the interviewee’s 

lives.  By examining their life histories, I am able trace these patterns alongside patterns 

of social mobility. The information gathered in the interviews is so diverse that I am able 

to make links I would not be able to find with another method, such as a survey, and 

hearing the interviewee’s describe their life in their own words adds a layer of depth 

and richness to my analysis that would not otherwise be there.  
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Chapter 4: The Penders-Graziano Family 

 The Penders-Graziano family are a prime example of an immigrant family who 

moved to the United States and experienced upward mobility. Three generations of 

women in the family were interviewed. The eldest, Marisa Penders, is in her 70s. Her 

daughter Mayra is in her 50s, and Mayra’s daughter Celeste is 19 years old. Though 

Mayra is still in college, it is safe to assume that the family’s social mobility is ascending, 

as following Marisa, each generation has post-secondary education and growing 

economic, social, and cultural capital. 

 The family is from Argentina, where Marisa and Mayra were born. When Mayra 

was two, the family moved to California where they stayed for 10 years before moving 

back to Buenos Aires. Just one week after getting married, when Mayra was in her early 

20s, she moved to back to the United States because her husband had a job offer from 

Motorola. Mayra continued to attend college when she moved, eventually earning a 

degree in microbiology, and then working as a microbiologist for a few years before the 

birth of her son Lucas. Both her son and daughter were born in the United States, and 

both attend school at the University of Texas, where her son studies engineering and 

her daughter is a Spanish major.  

 Marisa and her husband eventually moved from Buenos Aires and settled in 

Austin to be close to their daughter. Neither has college education, but Marisa studied 

English after high school. Though neither spoke English during their initial ten year stay 
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in the United States, the family’s level of income remained steady due to her husband’s 

work in the oil industry in a consulting capacity. Her husband is now retired, but they 

seem to live comfortably in Austin, which has a relatively high cost of living. 

Economic Capital 

 Throughout the generations, there seems to be a high degree of transmissibility 

of economic capital. Marisa speaks of her father owning his own business in Argentina, 

and Mayra’s husband started out in the technological industry working for Motorola and 

since has “done CEO positions for various companies,” in Celeste’s words. Both children 

are in college, and neither is working—Mayra speaks of education as “their job.” Lucas 

seems to be following in his father’s footsteps in the tech industry, working towards an 

engineering degree.  

 Marisa’s father and husband were both self-employed, and she speaks of her 

grandfather moving from Spain to Argentina with very little and says, “I don’t remember 

exactly how he started but he had a movie theater--if not the first one, one of the first 

movie theaters in Buenos Aires.” This not only denotes a climb in economic capital, but 

a degree of cultural capital bred way back into the family. 

 All three generations speak in terms of having a high amount of disposable 

income. The family regularly travels to Argentina to visit extended family, and have been 

doing so since Celeste and Lucas were children. They all refer to having a high degree of 
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technology in their daily lives (Celeste says acquired her first cell phone in the fourth 

grade and had no limits as far as minute usage), and all seem to have a large amount of 

leisure time. Marisa talks  about ordering movies on pay-per-view and her Netflix 

subscription, and both Marisa and Mayra refer to having treadmills in their homes. 

Marisa and Mayra also discuss volunteer work as a part of their daily lives. 

 In addition, though both Celeste and Lucas attend college in the same city their 

parents live in, neither resides at home. Celeste lives in an expensive private dormitory, 

and Lucas has his own apartment near campus. Both children’s living expenses are 

presumably paid by their parents, as neither has a job. 

 The high degree of economic capital has certainly influenced the family’s social 

mobility upward, but other factors contribute to their trajectory as well, including 

techno-capital, cultural capital, and linguistic capital.  

Techno-capital 

 The economic capital transmitted through the generations of the family seems 

to be bolstered by the family’s techno-capital and techno-disposition. Mayra’s husband 

seems to be the primary influence on the family’s techno-disposition, as he has always 

had jobs in the technology industry and has purchased technology for all three 

generations of the family. His jobs in the technological industry have led to an increase 

in the family’s wealth and social status, and have had an influence on both the older and 
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younger generations of the family. Mayra remembers having a computer for at least 20 

years, and acquiring the internet in its infancy. Celeste remembers that her father 

bought each member of the family their own computer by the time she was ten years 

old, “because my dad was obviously really into technology but he also thinks they are 

very private things to have.” This further exemplifies Celeste’s father’s influence on the 

family’s techno-disposition. Celeste has been proficient on computers since she was in 

grade school, and Marisa has a Mac laptop that her son-in-law purchased for her. 

Celeste states that, “Yeah she's really into technology, surfs the web. In fact if it goes 

down she freaks out because she loves going on the Internet and I text with my 

grandma, too.” Celeste also mentions that her grandfather used a computer for work, 

presumably after the move from California, but none of the interviews mentioned what 

that job was.  

 Though Mayra’s husband does seem to play a big role in the family’s techno-

disposition, it is interesting to note that all three women in the family are highly 

technologically competent. Celeste discusses how her grandmother enrolled herself in 

classes at the Mac store to learn the basics of computer technology, but both Celeste 

and Marisa concede that Marisa has largely taught herself how to use computer 

technology. In fact, when asked what kind of people she thinks uses the internet, Marisa 

laughs and says, “I think everyone does.” Mayra has a degree in microbiology, and 



30 
 

worked as a microbiologist for several years before quitting to become a full-time 

homemaker. 

 All three generations of the family also mention wireless technology in terms of 

text messaging via their cell phones, and using cell phones for tools such as GPS. 

Additionally, Marisa, Mayra, and Celeste all mention using Skype to talk to family and 

friends who live out of state or out of the country. Though Celeste states that they have 

never “been much of a radio family,” she does say that they all use iPods as a part of 

their daily lives. Both Celeste and Mayra express some disdain for television, but say 

that they watch movies as part of their leisure time. 

Cultural Capital 

 A large part of the family’s cultural capital comes from their education. After 

Marisa’s generation, everyone is (or is on their way to being) college-educated. Mayra 

speaks about the importance of education she and her husband have instilled in their 

children.  

“As for my kids, we’ve always focused on their education. We’ve always told 

them, that’s the most important thing, that’s our legacy to you, that’s what we 

are doing for you, we’re giving you an education. You don’t have to work, that is 

your job, but you have to do that… Lucas is a senior and he doesn’t work. So, 

that is his job and they know it, and they take it very seriously. And they’re 
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excellent students, their aware that it’s a privilege that they don’t have to work 

and pay loans back after, it’s something that their father and I are giving them as 

a gift, and they don’t take it for granted; they appreciate it and do their part.” 

Although Marisa did not receive a college education, she did take it upon herself to 

study English after graduation and even ended up teaching English to high school 

students in Argentina. She does speak about having wanted to go attend college, but 

says, “I decided to get marry quick, otherwise I would like…probably I would be a 

physician… that’s what I wanted to be but I was in love and little at the time.” 

 Interestingly, although Mayra did receive a college education, she too left her 

career behind for her husband. However, neither Marisa nor Mayra seem to feel gender 

as capital had any sort of negative influence on their lives. Although Mayra recognizes 

the role her gender played when she started working on her medical degree in 

Argentina (when her mother was diagnosed with breast cancer she left school to take 

care of her), “I’m the oldest sister and I had to take on a lot of responsibilities at home 

and that was it,” she does not feel her gender affected her education or career choices 

after her move to the United States. 

Mayra says: 

“I don’t think I’ve missed out anything because I’m a woman. I got to do 

whatever I wanted to do as far as an education. Of course, because my husband 
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always had the better job and was the bread winner, when it came time to 

move, we had to move and I wasn’t really given much of a choice, but it didn’t 

bother me.” 

Marisa takes it a step further, stating: 

“I never considered a curse to be a woman, because some women will tell you 

men always had it easier…besides  the fact that being a woman leads you to be a 

mother. I don’t know how any women can feel in fear when we have that type of 

power inside of us…” 

So while neither feels constrained by their gender, Marisa, the oldest generation of the 

family, admits to feeling empowered by it. 

 Some other markers of a high degree of cultural capital are evident in the way 

the family spends their leisure time. Marisa, Mayra, and Celeste all mention reading as a 

source of pleasure, and all three express a certain amount of dislike for television. This is 

consistent with the notion of television as a form of lowbrow culture, and this notion 

seems to have been instilled in Celeste, at least, since childhood. Celeste mentions that 

they were never allowed to have televisions in their bedrooms, but says that her 

parents “never put a restriction on us as far as what we could watch.” She elaborates 

that it was their choice not to watch television, saying “if we watched anything at all it 
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would be movies or something but my brother and I were never addicted to TV ever. 

Even now I hardly watch any TV.”  

 Another example of the family’s investment in cultural capital comes not only 

through their reading of books, but their reading of newspapers and periodicals. Celeste 

mentions that her parents have subscriptions to the Austin-American Statesman, the 

New York Times, and the Wall Street Journal. Rather than just subscribe to their local 

newspaper, the family displays an interest what is going on outside their community 

with these subscriptions. The New York Times suggests a high degree of cultural capital, 

whereas the Wall Street Journal also implies a high degree of economic capital.  

Linguistic Capital  

 Mayra mentions that she is proud that both her children are bilingual, and 

credits that to the prevalence of both Spanish and English spoken in their household. In 

fact, she remembers speaking to Lucas only in Spanish, referring to it as her “maternal 

language,” and states that he probably did not pick up English until preschool. Mayra 

also states that she speaks only Spanish with her parents, and mentions the strong 

accents that are still evident in both her mother and her husband. However, Marisa 

does make it clear that while she may speak Spanish at home, she only reads in English, 

perhaps as a way to bolster her linguistic capital. 
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 More than just bilingual, Celeste is actually studying Spanish in college. Mayra 

states that Celeste has always had an ear for both languages, since, unlike Lucas, she 

spent her early years hearing both because by that time Lucas was speaking English with 

friends. 

Both Marisa and Mayra discuss learning English and the difficulties therein when 

they originally moved to the United States. Mayra remembers that they only spoke 

Spanish at home, but that she picked up English at school. However, she remembers 

moving back to Argentina as a girl and says, “I didn’t really fit in there either.” Language 

was a barrier for her in both countries, but one she eventually overcame. She speaks in 

depth about going to a speech therapist when she was a child in California. 

“I could roll my “R’s” like a pro, and then when I was in first grade in California, 

my teacher called my mom and said that I spoke perfect English but some 

sounds I pronounced too strongly, “R’s” were on of them. So she asked her, 

“What do you think of a speech therapist?” and I credit my parents for wanting 

us to sound American and fit in, they thought it was a great thing, so they said, 

“Yeah, sign her up for speech therapy.”  I still remember to this day, I had to do 

these tongue depressor exercises. They erased my “R” and I can’t roll my “R” 

now.” 

While Mayra does  say she “credits her parents” for the speech therapy, she later speaks 

of it with a sense of loss.  
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“It’s kind of embarrassing, I’m supposed to be able to roll my “R’s” if I speak 

Spanish, but I can’t, it was untaght. My sisters can do it, my sisters can both roll 

their “R’s”, I was deprogrammed.” 

There seems to be a contradiction between Mayra’s desire to be seen as fully American 

and her sense loss of her heritage. 

Social Capital and Acculturation 

This sense of being both proud to fit in as thoroughly American, while mixed with 

the desire to maintain her Argentinian roots is also apparent. She speaks proudly of how 

Americanized  her children are, especially Celeste.  

“You would think she was as American as anyone else you see walking around 

here. And she is, she was born here, but she is first generation. I think that my 

husband and I are both very adaptable people, and it’s kind of like, “You jump in 

the pool and swim”. So we’re here and we’re American now, there are certain 

things you hold on to, of course. But I see and know a lot of people who resist 

and what to hold on and when you leave and move to another country, you have 

to be ready to give up some things. Not everything, you don’t have to give 

everything up, but you don’t have to be so set on keeping everything…I know 

people here who have raised their children, they’re from other cultures, not 

Hispanic, and they’re so obsessed with their kids not losing their whatever, that 
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they don’t let them be American. It’s like, you can’t date out of our religion and 

our culture and it’s like, “Why don’t you go back to your country and raise them 

over there.” 

She goes on with an example of a student at Celeste’s high school. 

“For example, a friend of Celeste’s, her family is Jordanian and the parents are 

both very strict. So, it’s like not dating and not make-up, but then why did you 

send them to West Lake High School? Who are they exposed to? You can’t 

immerse them in that, show them that, but then say, that’s not for you, I’m 

narrowing you down to this little group and I’m not letting you outside of that. 

Why? Either don’t expose them, or get ready for things to be different.” 

 This tension plays out further in her discussion of wanting to maintain a 

connection to her Latino roots, both in terms of traveling, and in living in the United 

States. 

“…we are bicultural. That we have different experiences than the typical 

American, who, some of them have never been anywhere else and don’t have a 

lot of experience with people of other cultures…(and we have) the traditional 

Latin or Hispanic sense of family and family obligation, respect for your elders. 

Yeah, I think it does have an impact.” 
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So while Mayra is proud of the way her family is acculturated, she does try to maintain 

certain aspects of her heritage culture as a part of her everyday life. Her sense of loss at 

losing her ability to roll her “R’s” is balanced with her pride at her family’s ability to fit in 

within their new culture. When speaking about herself, she says, “If you ask me, I feel 

like I’m an American, I don’t feel like a foreigner.” 

 Interestingly, since she was born in Argentina and is perhaps proudest of her 

American heritage, Celeste, who was born in America, has a distinct sense of Latino 

pride.  

“Well most people when they see me don't think I'm Latina at all. They wouldn't 

peg me as such just because I don't fit the typical description. You know, most 

people think you have to be darker skin and darker hair and since I'm really really 

pale they don't automatically think of me so I've never struggled as far as not 

fitting in or feeling like I was being judged or anything like that, but I do think it's 

really important to fight for the rights of minorities so I'm really active in that 

kind of stuff and if people ask I'm always very proud to tell them that I am Latina. 

I have no problem saying it. “ 

Celeste goes on to give an example in which she changed her status from Anglo to 

Latino on her Model United Nations application. 

 So while both Mayra and Celeste experience a high degree of social capital by 

feeling comfortable in the “in-group” in the United States (feeling thoroughly American, 
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not “like a foreigner at all”), they both have a desire to maintain their Argentinian 

heritage as well. 

Conclusion 

 All these different forms of capital have come into play to bring the Penders-

Graziano family to their current degree of high social mobility. The family’s economic 

capital is transmissible beginning with Marisa’s grandfather—a petite bourgeoisie, with 

economic capital to transfer. Currently, the family’s economic capital is highly 

dependent on Mayra’s husbands techno-capital works to help them maintain a 

comfortable lifestyle, and to provide cultural capital in the form of post-secondary 

education for their children. All three generations seem to have a high degree of cultural 

capital, transmissible from each previous generation, beginning with Marisa’s 

grandfather’s love of movies, which has been passed on to both Mayra’s generation and 

Celeste’s generation. All three generations speak about spending their leisure time 

reading, and Mayra and her husband subscribe to three different newspapers. Both 

Celeste and Marisa reference browsing CNN.com everyday, so there is a definite pattern 

of keeping up with world events among all three generations.  

 Mayra’s husband also seems to have transmitted his techno-disposition to all 

three generations, both in the form of purchasing computers for every member of his 

family, but also in setting an example that computers are an important part of daily life 

(and in his case, his livelihood). This transmissibility of techno-capital has done much to 

influence the family’s pattern of upward mobility, not just in terms of economic capital 
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but in terms of social capital as well. Their ability to use Skype keeps them connected to 

social groups they might otherwise feel disconnected from, such as family back home in 

Argentina and Celeste’s out of state friends.  Marisa’s techno-capital has allowed her to 

feel more connected to her grandchildren as well, whom she texts on a regular basis.  

 There also seems to be a pattern of gender as a form of capital playing out. 

Marisa did not receive a college education and worked as a homemaker, Mayra did and 

worked with her degree until her first child was born, and Celeste is in college right now. 

It would be interesting to follow Celeste, and see if she does any post-graduate work, 

enters the workforce, or follows in her family’s footsteps and devotes her life to being a 

homemaker as well. 
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Chapter 5: The Rodriguez Family 

 The Rodriguez family represent an example of stagnating social mobility. Three 

generations of the family were interviewed. The member of the first generation, 

Rosemary, is a 69 year-old grandmother who works as a medical office manager. 

Rosemary’s daughter, Selena, 39 years-old, works as an apartment manager with the 

Housing Authority of Austin. The youngest member of the family interviewed, Candice, 

twenty-four years-old, works as a fire fighter and is enrolled in criminal justice classes at 

Austin Community College. Each member of the family has some post-secondary 

education, though none have made it any further than technical school.  

 Rosemary is a second-generation immigrant, with a father born in Monte 

Moreno Nuevo Leon, Mexico. She was born in Weslaco, Texas, before moving to the Rio 

Grande Valley and then Wichita Falls. She finally settled in Austin in 1971 when her 

husband, who was in the military, was stationed here. She and her husband stayed in 

Austin ever since. 

 Selena and Candice have lived in Austin their entire lives. Selena and her 

husband raised their two daughters here. Though they have had some financial 

instability, not in a small part due to the fact that Selena was only fifteen years-old when 

Candice was born, their jobs seem relatively stable. Candice, the youngest, supports 

herself as a firefighter and takes courses at ACC in the hopes eventually pursuing a law 

degree.  
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Economic Capital 

 All three generations of the family seem to live in relative lower-middle class to 

middle class comfort. However, Rosemary and Candice seem to have a higher degree of 

disposable income. Also, both seem more satisfied with their career choices. 

Rosemary and her husband seem to live in relative comfort, in a neighborhood 

she describes as “very good.” They have been there for ten years, but she describes her 

daughter’s neighborhood as “going downhill.” She is happy with her career as a medical 

office manager, and says, “That’s what I wanted to do I wanted to be in the medical field 

and I’ve always been in the medical field and been in the medical field since before I 

graduated from high school.” Rosemary also mentions that she was a midwife before 

became a medical office manager, but took her new job for greater stability and to be 

able to help support her family better. Between her salary as a medical office manager 

and her husband’s retirement pay from the military, the family seems to have a 

comfortable amount of economic capital. 

 Selena works as an apartment manager for the housing authority, and is not as 

satisfied with her career as her mother is. She describes a feeling of settling for the job, 

because of the stability of the hours and pay involved, something she had to take into 

consideration for her family’s sake. 
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“I don't think it was something I really wanted to do. I was a corrections officer, 

and I loved that job, but I had to do something different at the time, so I had to 

choose an 8-5 job with the Housing Authority and they pay me very well so it's 

hard to leave and my biggest goal right now is to go back to school and do 

something I really want to do, so this pays the bills right now.” 

Selena recognizes the importance of the economic capital brought in by her job, but 

does not feel as though it is something she is unable to change.  

 Candice enjoys her job as a firefighter, and much of that enjoyment seems to 

come from the role her gender as capital plays in her career. She states, 

“I think it is definitely harder because it is a predominantly male career and you 

just got to be really strong, it’s hard…we are built different to begin with so guys 

are a little bit stronger than girls naturally.  So it is hard to keep up with them, 

but it is not impossible.” 

Candice also delves into the topic of economic capital a little deeper than Rosemary or 

Selena when she discusses her shopping habits. An avid online shopper, she mentions 

recent purchases from two higher-end websites, Zappos.com and 

ambercrombieandfitch.com. She also mentions frequenting ebay.com. Her habit of 

online shopping suggests a comfortable amount of disposable income that comes with a 

certain degree of economic capital.  

 All three women possess a comfortable amount of economic capital. In 
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Rosemary and Selena’s cases, it is also bolstered by their husband’s careers. However, 

Candice supports herself and pays for her school tuition, so her degree of economic 

capital does not compare accurately with that of her mother or grandmother. 

Techno-capital 

 All three women in the family possess a moderate degree of techno-capital. 

Rosemary and Selena use computer and internet technology on a daily basis at work, 

though Rosemary mentions taking courses at Alamo Community College in order to 

learn how to use the internet. She has had a computer at her house for twelve years, 

and says she primarily uses it to pay bills. Rosemary also notes that she believes 

computers are more important to younger generations, 

“…because they have more time in their hands as far as before people couldn’t 

concentrate on any entertainment and all we did was work and now the younger 

generation uses the internet--you know getting in touch with younger people or 

music or different things And I think they stay on the computer too much instead 

of interacting person to person and I think they lost something there.” 

Rosemary also speaks a great deal about the importance of family gatherings, and she 

seems to feel that a sense of community is lost when left to online communication.  

 Her techno-disposition is markedly different from that of her granddaughter, a 

member of the younger generation. Candice mentions using computers to communicate 

with friends, to shop online, and as a source for news. In fact, Candice has two 

computers in her house—a desktop in her bedroom, and a laptop in her living room—
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which suggests a reliance on computer technology that her grandmother does not 

possess. Candice also speaks about using wireless technology daily—her cell phone, 

digital camera, and her iPod in particular. 

 Candice also uses a very different kind of technology in her work life as a 

firefighter. She discusses CAD technology, which is like a GPS device used in fire trucks. 

She also mentions that computers are used in the firehouse to locate emergency 

situations, and that each firefighter carries hand-held radios that link to the computers 

so that they know where to go. 

 Selena mentions that she has a computer, and it is her primary source for 

information around Austin. She specifically mentions the sites google.com and 

austin360.com, but also says that she does not use the computer that often. Her 

techno-disposition regarding computers seems more in line with Rosemary’s than 

Candice’s, at least regarding her reliance on the computer. 

 All three women describe the television as their primary source of 

entertainment. Rosemary mentions not having much time to watch television as a girl, 

as she was always working, and she seems to take pleasure from having the leisure time 

to watch television now. She claims to watch television primarily for the news (but 

specifically mentions not watching the FOX News Network), but she also says she loves 

the Hallmark Channel. Selena refers to her mother watching “Lifetime and those sappy 

movies,” so Rosemary may be exhibiting some degree of self-censorship as to the 

amount of time and pleasure she gets out of watching television. 
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 Selena readily admits to watching a great deal of television, both as a source of 

news and as a source of entertainment. She remembers watching programs like 

Gilligan’s Island, Laverne and Shirley, and I Love Lucy as a child. As she grew up a bit, she 

says she loved watching MTV with her brother.  

 Like Selena, Candice admits to enjoying television as a source of entertainment, 

and says that it is primarily reality television that she watches. She says she finds reality 

television more interesting than a movie because, “they are really going through it.” 

 In terms of techno-dispositions regarding television, Candice and Selena are 

more in line with each other. While Rosemary does admit to watching television, she 

seems to have a certain amount of discomfort about it that Candice and Selena do not 

exhibit. 

Cultural Capital 

 All three women possess the same amount of cultural capital in terms of 

education, although all three also profess a desire to obtain more education. Rosemary 

already keeps up with continuing education concerning her job, and, as noted earlier, 

has taken courses at Alamo Community College in order to keep up with internet 

technology. She mentions that her parents never stressed education, and expresses 

some regret as to not going further with her own, stating “I was happy with my 

education, but I always thought I wished I could have done better.”  

 Selena mentions the importance her parents placed on education for herself and 

her siblings. 
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“They are both very supportive and instilled in us the importance of education 

and moving forward with our lives and wanting the best for us. They've always 

been like that for us.” 

This support continues, as Selena is interested in going back to school in order to find a 

career she might enjoy more. She expresses regret at not going further with her 

education in the past, but holds out hope that she can continue with it one day. Selena 

also discusses pride she takes in Candice’s motivation to get further in life, both in 

education and in her career as a firefighter. 

“Candice strives, and is a go getter, and strives to get what she wants. She's very 

money motivated… I think I was really proud of her when she became a 

firefighter.” 

 Candice is in the process of expanding her cultural capital in terms of education. 

Alongside working as a firefighter, she takes criminal justice courses at Alamo 

Community College, and hopes to one day attend law school. She remembers her 

mother stressing the importance of education with her, but feels that her mother did so 

more with her sister because school always came relatively naturally to Candice. 

“(Education was stressed), but, not for me because I really never ever needed 

help with homework and I never really ever messed up on my grades so my mom 

didn’t have to tell me much, but once I was in senior high school she was helping 

me apply for scholarships and stuff like that, but I guess I would say that yeah it 
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was because my sister she is not as smart so my mom always stressed it with 

her.” 

So although Candice may not have had the same amount of support from her mother in 

terms of education, her innate drive to increase her cultural capital has led her to 

continue with school. Even without the overt support of her mother, Candice’s class 

habitus, or her shared sensibility brought on by her class and upbringing (Bourdieu, 

“Forms of Capital”) leads her to inherently understand the importance of education 

without a direct push from her mother. 

 There are also interesting relationships at play in this family in terms of gender 

as a form of capital. When speaking of her own gender role, Rosemary describes the 

role of an army wife. 

“…when you’re a military wife you adjust to what comes along your way because 

that’s part of the adjustment that you made a commitment when you married 

you have to adjust to whatever your husband puts you.” 

The difference in generations becomes apparent here when Selena and Candice both 

speak in terms of gender. Neither sees it as something to keep them constrained, but 

rather something to overcome. Selena explicitly states, 

“I haven't let being female stop me from doing anything before. I was a 

corrections officer, and did things as physical as much as a guy could get them 

done.” 

Candice even cites her gender as a reason to pursue her current and future careers. 
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When asked she why she wants to pursue a law degree, she answers,  

“It is probably like the fire fighter thing…just cause like…someone says you can’t 

do something…like women can’t be a fire fighter so that is why I did it.  So I am a 

fire fighter and I know that it is really hard to get into law school so I thought I 

would give it a chance.” 

For Candice and Selena, gender roles pose a challenge, not an obstacle they cannot 

overcome. 

Social Capital 

 For all three women, social capital seems to come largely in the form of family. 

No one mentions spending time with friends, or any other social networks. They all 

three stress the importance of family, and what a big role this has played in their lives. 

When asked what makes her family different from others, Rosemary replies, 

 “That we are very united family. That’s what makes our family different.”  

Selena elaborates in her own interview, stating that it’s that togetherness that sets their 

family apart. 

“Family in itself, being together, and I think what makes us special is that our 

parents are still together and we see other families splitting up.” 

This lack of social capital outside of the family unit could contribute to the family’s 

stagnation in terms of social mobility. 

Conclusion 

 At the time of the interview, the Rodriguez family does seem to be stagnant in 
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terms of social mobility. The stagnation is due to the fact that each generation does not 

move upward or downward in mobility—each generation stays at roughly the same 

level. There seems to be a lack of transmissibility here. This could all change, depending 

on both Candice and Selena’s continuance with their education, which could result in 

greater economic capital for both Candice’s class habitus is motivating her to continue 

her education—this points in the direction of upward mobility, which would disrupt the 

stagnation in mobility. This could also increase the social capital of the family, which 

could also play a big role in the ascension of their mobility.  

 It is also interesting to note the difference in the attainment of cultural capital 

between Candice Rodriguez and Celeste Graziano. Both are striving for cultural capital in 

the form of education, but due to the transmissibility of her family’s economic capital, 

Celeste has a much easier path ahead of her. Her family fully supports her financially, 

making school her “job” in the words of her mother.  Meanwhile, Candice must 

financially support herself while attempting to obtain cultural capital in the form of 

education at the same time, working as a firefighter and attending college full-time. This 

is an indication of how lack of transmissibility of one form of capital can affect the 

attainment of another form, causing ruptures in patterns of social mobility. 
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Chapter 6: The Robles-De La Garza Family 

 The Robles-De La Garza family are an example of a family who demonstrate a 

Fluctuating pattern of social mobility. Three generations of women in the family were 

interviewed—the eldest is Lucia, born in Hidalgo, Mexico, and moved to the United 

States about ten years ago to help her daughter and son-in-law take care of their 

children. She has since gained residency in the United States. Generation one and a half 

is Fernanda, an niece of Lucia’s who came to the Chicago from Mexico at the age of 

three in 1956. In 1958 her family settled in Austin, where she lived ever since. The 

youngest generation of interviewee is Anabel, Fernanda’s daughter, who has lived in 

Austin her whole life.  

 While in Mexico, Lucia worked as a in a household supply store and her husband 

worked for a vacuum cleaning company. They were a working-class family, comfortable 

but not with a large amount of disposable income. Lucia speaks of the difficulties being 

a working mother, and how she and her husband worried about having enough time for 

their children. After they retired, they moved to the United States when Lucia’s son-in 

law had a stroke, to help her daughter (who also works) care for both him and their 

children. Lucia and her husband’s move to the United States was not for economic 

reasons, but as part of a family reunification.  

 Unlike her aunt Lucia, Fernanda’s father moved to the United States for 

Economic reasons. After their immigration into the United States, Fernanda’s father 

worked as a bracero, and then later in international harvesting through the railroads.  
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Eventually, he took a position working as a cook at the University of Texas. They were 

also a working class family, though Fernanda and her sisters all graduated from college, 

due in large part to the support of her parents and grandparents. Fernanda works as a 

graduate advisor at the University of Texas.  

 Anabel is Fernanda’s daughter, and Lucia’s great-niece, and she grew up in a 

middle-class family with dedicated activist parents. She is now married with two young 

daughters, and works as a loan officer for a banking company. Despite her parent’s 

encouragement, Anabel never attended college. 

Economic Capital 

 The different generations of the family each possess different degrees of 

economic capital. Also, in the case of Lucia, her economic capital has changed over time. 

She and her husband made a living as a working-class family in Mexico, and she 

discusses the struggles involved with that concerning her children.  

“Like I told them, I'm not going to be able to buy you brand name things, clothes, 

and all that because we don't have enough money.  And when they worked, they 

were very honest with their money, they saved it, and they said, mama, what do 

you need to buy for the house, to do another room for the house, to buy 

material, and that, so that was the huge help that we have had from our 

children.” 
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She is proud of the sense of the value of the dollar she instilled in her children. She 

speaks of how though she and her husband did not have a lot of money, they were 

careful with it.  

“People are very ostentosa, many people, a lot of the time, they can't buy things, 

but, even with 100 payments, they buy their things.  My husband and I never 

liked that, owing money for a television, a radio, or a car,   He had a car but when 

he could pay for it, all of it, not by borrowing money.  He never liked that, he and 

I never bought anything by borrowing. He says, you buy a plate until it brakes 

and until the plates all break, no no no  Since he was a seller, he knew very well 

about the movement of money.  He didn't like making payments.  And yes, we 

lacked many many things.  As time went on, my kids had a television… Oh, yes, 

my husband made the sacrifice to buy our kids a television.  It was 5 thousand 

pesos, in that time, it was a lot of money for a television!  To save that much 

money.  But yes, he bought it, but with a lot of sacrifices.   Everything, everything 

that we have has come with a lot of sacrifices.” 

Lucia also discusses her children’s care with their finances, something she feels she and 

her husband’s generation transmitted to them. 

 Now, retired and living in Austin with her daughter and son-in-law, Lucia’s 

economic capital has changed. She does not go into detail about how her life is financed 

now, but she does say that she and her husband live with their daughter, and in a sense, 
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she works as their homemaker. She expresses that sometimes her children are not 

home until eight o’clock at night, and it is her job to pick up the grandchildren from 

school, make sure they are fed, and also do other work around the house. Before her 

son-in-law recovered, she also labored as his caretaker as well. She seems content with 

their new life in the United States, and expresses a great deal of love and gratitude to be 

able to have time with her grandchildren. It appears that she and her husband are taken 

care of financially by their daughter’s family. Her only regrets seem to be in the difficulty 

in returning to Mexico due to the crime, and how it keeps her from seeing her other 

children as often as she would like. 

 Fernanda spent her childhood in a working class family, but due to her family’s 

insistence on education, and her own desire to learn, she has increased her economic 

capital substantially. She does not spend a lot of time talking about money, but it can be 

assumed that she and her husband lead a comfortable middle-class life. Both have 

bachelor’s degrees, and her husband works for a non-profit organization. Before 

working as a graduate advisor at the University of Texas, Fernanda worked as a 

journalist for the Austin-American Statesman, writing a column on Chicano issues. 

Though she does not explicitly discuss money, it can be inferred that through the 

increase in cultural capital that came with acquiring a degree, Fernanda also increased 

her economic capital by obtaining professional, better paying positions than those of 

her parents. 
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 Anabel graduated from high school, but did not have a desire to pursue a college 

degree, despite her parents’ insistence. Her husband does not have a college degree 

either, but both have steady incomes. Anabel works as a loan processor at a credit 

union, and speaks of the difficulty of her job. 

“I’ve been working there for 4 years and moved positions that are completely 

different.  It all only strictly auto loans through car dealerships here in Austin, so 

it’s really slow because nobody is buying cars.  It’s the economy, it’s terrible.” 

Anabel echoes Lucia in her sense of frustration that her lack of economic capital does 

not allow her the freedom she would like to have to spend time with her family. 

“Get up, take the kids to school, go to work for 8 hours.  Come home, try to get 

dinner. Check over homework and get them off to work and it’s always the same 

thing but never enough time.  Then watch a little TV.  That’s pretty much every 

single day.  On the weekends we are literally like let’s do nothing because we 

always feel we’re in a rush.” 

Anabel’s husband works for his family’s business, which sets up concert events at 

different venues around Austin. Though both Anabel and her husband, Marcos, seem to 

have a good amount of job stability, it can be inferred that their economic status is at 

the lower middle class to middle class level. They live in a house on the same lot as her 

parents, which could imply that they do not have the economic capital to own their own 
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home yet, or could just suggest that they are saving money to buy a home or need 

caretakers for their children. It is uncertain, because neither Anabel nor Fernanda 

discuss the reason Anabel’s family lives on the same lot as Fernanda’s home.  

Techo-capital 

 In the case of the Robles-De La Garza family, techno-capital does not appear to 

have upward transmissibility. All three generations use certain types of technology, but 

only the younger two generations know how to use computers and the internet. Lucia 

speaks of a fondness for the radio, instilled in her since childhood in the years before 

her family acquired a television. She enjoys television now, but these are the only types 

of technology she seems comfortable using. 

 Fernanda speaks of the importance of computers in her daily life. As a graduate 

advisor at the University of Texas, much of her work is spent on the computer and 

online.  

“I’m on the computer with email  all the  time…for my job my position. I 

do  in equal parts--I do I respond to email,  I respond to telephone calls, 

and  I respond in person.  They’ll pop into my office  so  I think they’re 

equal.  I do that all day. If they don’t call me they’ll come in or they‘ll 

email me.  Yeah  so I’m always answering in one of those modes. I don’t 

think I could do much without email.”  
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In addition, Fernanda admits to using the internet for access to news, and she 

enjoys browsing the internet. She and her husband both have cell phones, and 

use them to keep in touch with family members. 

 Just as she was resistant in following her parents’ paths in education, 

Anabel also seems somewhat reluctant to adopt their techno-dispositions. She 

does use the internet for work, although she recently cancelled internet service 

at her home (due to financial reasons). She is most resistant, however, about 

social networking and cell phone technology. She speaks specifically about her 

family’s desire for her to adapt to these, and although she recently caved in by 

acquiring a cell phone, she speaks specifically about her discomfort with the 

accessibility that comes with these technologies. 

“I haven't set up a Facebook or MySpace, even though they're begging 

me to, I just don't want to. It's a total personal choice, I just don't want to 

be on there and they just don't understand, they don't get it. I don't hate 

it, I understand it, and it's a great thing to do. Especially to get your 

pictures out there, and everybody can see. Especially if you have a baby 

or something new and exciting. It's a good way to keep up with people, I 

know it is, I just personally don't do it. I'll look on there, but that's about 

it. My sister will say, "I'll help you."  But I don't need help setting it up, I 

just don't want to do it, that's what they make fun of me for because I am 

so obstinate about certain things. Like cellphones, I didn't want to get a 
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cellphone and they wondered why, and I would say, "Because I don't 

want ya'll finding me if I'm away from the house."  I guess I'm a little 

more private from the rest of them, just because I value my time alone 

with them, my family, I don't want them bothering me.” 

Anabel and Lucia do not share the same techno-disposition that the rest of the 

family seems to have, although for different reasons. With Lucia, age is the most 

apparent factor, whereas with Anabel, she seems reluctant allow for the 

seeming lack of privacy that comes along with much of social media. 

Cultural Capital 

 Anabel’s sense of missed opportunity is especially apparent in terms of 

education. Both Fernanda and Anabel speak at length about the importance of 

education instilled in them as children, and while Fernanda had the drive to not 

only graduate from college, but work very hard to get there, Anabel speaks of 

her dislike of school in general, although she does express a certain amount of 

regret in retrospect about not attending college. Fernanda credits her academic 

success and drive to several teachers, but also largely to her parents. Her father 

worked as a cook at the University of Texas, so she spent much of her childhood 

on campus, and even refers to it as a sort of second home for her as a child.  

“I think getting back when I was eight years-old, when my father got the 

job at UT I was eight years old. So in a way I’ve been at UT since I was 8 

years old.  Cause I used to go visit him and going to UT was a natural 
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thing, too. And he would come home and he would tell me “mija puedes 

ir a Universidad. Yo e conocido a muchachas que vienen”  saying women 

go to school, too. They go to college, too.  “He mira las senoritas estudian  

para se maestras”--the  women kind of enfermera, right exactly. Those 

two are the ones he said “tu tambien puedes ir a la Universidad” so I 

kinda grew up with that.  And I would go visit him and I kinda looked 

around and it was natural to me.” 

Fernanda also discusses going to summer school every year since middle 

school—not to make up credits, but to take extra classes she was interested in. 

She excelled in school, and always knew she wanted to go to the University of 

Texas. She mentions specifically that she was accepted before affirmative action, 

so solely based on her scholastic achievement. 

 Fernanda also discusses working to instill this same kind of drive in her 

own children, all of whom have graduated from college with the exception of 

Anabel. When Anabel discusses her decision regarding college, she specifically 

speaks in terms of the disagreements it caused with her parents. 

“I went all the way through high school and graduated but I didn’t know 

what I wanted to do so I didn’t want my parents to spend money on 

something that I was going to goof off.  They were really mad and really 

upset.  My mom was really angry at me, because she always emphasized 

education and always wanted her kids to go to school.  Of course, who 
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doesn’t.  I told her I just want to work.  I want to make money and buy a 

house and that’s it.  I had this little plan that I was going to make money 

and live a really simple life.  And she was like “no you have to go to 

school.”  I just don’t know what I want to do, and I had such a hard time 

at school that I wanted a break. I didn’t want to just sit there and do 

more stuff and more in the classroom.  They were really upset but my 

dad said “when she does want to go, we’ll help her.”  I told her I don’t 

reject the idea, I just reject it right now.” 

She also mentions wanting a simpler life, in terms of not obtaining a post-

secondary education and working as an activist in the community, as a sort of 

rebellion against her parents. 

“I had this time when I wanted to rebel, get married and have a family.  It 

was  complete opposite of the way I was raised.  I just want to be home, 

you know, and be with the kids and not worry about stuff.” 

Anabel’s lack of cultural capital in terms of education has provided a different life 

for her and her own family, in comparison with the life her parents lead. She 

chose not to allow the transmission of her family’s cultural capital to influence 

her life. Her own agency in deciding not to pursue her education ruptured the 

pattern of mobility, but it could be repaired if Anabel does decide to attend 

college after all.  

 Lucia speaks of her own parents and the lack of importance they placed 
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on education, primarily due to their own economic circumstances. She contrasts 

that with the importance on education instilled in her own children. 

“For us it has been the most important thing.  It is the only inheritance 

(herencia) that we are able to give our children.  Heredades? of studies, 

that we were not able to have because in my family, there were 10 of us.  

I was the oldest, and we are 7 women and three men.  And so, my father, 

may he rest in peace, because he died.  What he wanted was for the 

three men, well, no more then third or fourth grade.   And us, the 

women, in the house, helping our mom.  And so he didn't want us 

studying.  Nothing more than the third grade.” 

However, Lucia went back and finished her primeria, at the age of 37, even 

without the full support of her husband. She credits this to the realization that 

education was something she valued for her own children. 

“When I was 37, I finished primeria, at night.  I was waiting for my last 

daughter.  I was pregnant waiting for my last child to come. And there 

were night classes, and I told my husband.  Would you let me go to finish 

the primeria because I have half of it left to finish. He said yes but I'd 

have to go with my child and he said, its late to go back.  I said yes it was 

but I want to go to study, so I can finish the primeria. And so I finished in 

Mexico the three years that I needed. Very fast, intensive classes for one 

and a half years, I finished the primeria.  And I wanted to finish high 
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school but now I had the baby.”   

So while education as cultural capital is something that was deeply 

ingrained in all three generations of the family, the realization did not seem to 

hit Anabel until later. She now expresses a desire to go back to college, but 

realizes the obstacles, financial and familial that stand in her way. 

“My brother went to college and then he dropped out and then he didn’t 

go back until he was 34.  He said it was never too late, and I’m like, “Yeah 

I’m figuring that out.”  I ended up meeting my husband and having kids 

but now they’re older and I’m ready to go back.” 

For Anabel, it is just a matter of figuring out the time and money constraints that 

come as a result of her degree of economic capital. 

Linguistic Capital 

 A relative lack of English linguistic capital is not something that seems to 

have affected Lucia a great deal. She spent most of her life in Mexico, where she 

was fluent in the dominant language. Now that she lives in Austin, she does 

speak more English, and refers to watching primarily Spanish language television, 

although she and her husband do watch some English language television 

together. 

 Born in Austin, Anabel grew up speaking English, so she has always had a 

high degree of linguistic capital. She does reference, however, losing her ability 

to speak Spanish as a result of going to mixed race schools where she was teased 
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for being Latino. 

“Growing up, we got teased about our music, the way we look, the way 

we act, and our grandmas don’t talk English.  Sometimes it’s a barrier for 

some kids.  You lose your language, especially going here to school.”  

She expresses regret at this loss of linguistic capital, but does say that after 

elementary school the teasing stopped. 

 Fernanda entered school not knowing English, but does not feel this was 

a barrier for her. She expresses that her knowledge of Spanish helped her to 

learn English faster, and in turn, gain linguistic capital. 

“ (In) first grade I was 6 years old…I didn’t speak English.  Yeah because all I had 

ever learned was Spanish--we communicated with my parents so, but yet, the 

way I remember it in retrospect, is that I always felt that I could understand I 

everything  anyway. I kinda knew and I heard the adults talking or like this girl 

interpreting for my mom and so I knew what was going on and the other thing is 

that my mom taught me the alphabet in Spanish and I actually could read in 

Spanish before I was six. So I had the concept of language.  I always thought I 

realized that I can read in Spanish because Spanish is easier--one sound for one 

letter with a few exceptions right?  And so when she taught me the alphabet 

when I got into first grade  I saw the alphabet, you know, around the room like 

that. You know, abc, I  know those! I already know that I had  a concept. I mean I 



63 
 

could read already. I think that’s why by the second grade …learning English just 

came very naturally and very fast.” 

So for Fernanda, her knowledge of Spanish from her mother led to a greater 

accumulation of linguistic capital. She has no sense of disadvantage of not knowing 

English coming into school, but rather feels her grasp of Spanish gave her an advantage. 

Social Capital and Acculturation 

 In Lucia’s case, a good amount of her social capital was lost in her move from 

Mexico to the United States. She lost proximity with most of her family and friends, 

although she is happy to be closer to her grandchildren. She is not fully acculturated to 

the United States, as she spends a great deal of time at home and with the children, and 

speaks primarily Spanish, but acculturation does not seem to be a matter of concern for 

her. Perhaps this is because she is retired, and has lived most of her life elsewhere. 

 Anabel, too, does not seem to have a tremendous amount of social capital. By 

choice, she seems fairly isolated from her family, and never mentions friends or other 

social networks. She only speaks of her job in passing, and it does not seem to be a high 

priority for her. Her major social network is her immediate family—her husband and 

two daughters, and she values her time with them greatly. Anabel is fully acculturated 

to the United States and to Austin, as she has spent her whole life there. 
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 Fernanda, on the other hand, has a tremendous amount of social capital. She 

and her husband have been Latino activists since they were in college, and this was, and 

is, a huge part of their lives. They are constantly volunteering and working in the 

community. Fernanda speaks of her early years in the Chicano movement as finding a 

sort of pseudo-family. 

“…Me and Marcos  we had been so active  at UJH  politically and active in the 

community. Because we were in the Chicano movement  and everything was like 

before the movement  but we were part of a family that was part of the 

movement and so  what was good for Chicanos as a people was good my family. 

That’s the way I treated it, we were a family   and everything good that came out 

of our work in the movement as social as activists  you know was gonna be for 

us.  I just took my kids with me.” 

In fact, Fernanda ties the movement to her marriage, a huge accumulation of social 

capital for her. 

“We all came with the idea that our education was gonna help us serve  others. 

That was it. If we get educated we’re gonna use that education to help  our 

people and help others to get to have to be able to have the same opportunity 

we did  and try to get to college,  and that’s the other thing  we were involved 

with.  So that when I became involved and it was great. It was part of the time of 

my life and  Marcos was with me the whole time. I started school in September 
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met him in November and we’ve been together ever since.  We got married the 

following year.” 

Fernanda also has a large network of social capital from being a part of the University 

system. Although she was born in Mexico, her cultural capital in the form of education, 

and her social capital, in the form of her activist work, has led her to become fully 

acculturated to the United States. She is even, perhaps, more acculturated to Austin 

than many Austin natives, due to her networks within the community and the 

University. 

 The social capital accumulated by Fernanda exists in stark contrast to that 

accumulated by her daughter and her aunt. This is in large part due to the bicultural 

perspective Fernanda has adopted, bolstered by her activist work. She does live a 

lifestyle of dual culture transmission, but neither Lucia nor Anabel do. Lucia is not 

acculturated to the United States, whereas Anabel is so acculturated she feels it 

unnecessary to live a more bicultural lifestyle. 

Conclusion 

 The Robles-De La Garza family represent fluctuating mobility, in the sense that 

between Lucia’s and Fernanda’s generations mobility ascended, and between 

Fernanda’s and Anabel’s generations mobility descended. Lucia’s generation’s forms of 

capital were successfully passed on to Fernanda’s generation in the form of cultural and 
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linguistic capital, but Fernanda’s different forms of capital were not transmissible to 

Anabel (especially in terms of cultural capital, education, and social capital). Fernanda 

and Anabel both represent good examples of individual differences coming into play and 

disrupting a family trajectory. However, this does not mean that the family’s mobility 

will always descend. Anabel, perhaps due to her class habitus, is realizing that she may 

want to increase her cultural capital by attending school. If so, this could just be a slight 

rupture in the upward mobility of the family. If not, perhaps Anabel’s case is just a 

detour on the family’s path of social mobility. 
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Chapter 7: Conclusion 

 Each of the families represent a different trajectory of social mobility amongst 

the generations. The Penders-Graziano family demonstrates upward mobility, the 

Rodriguez family illustrates a case of stagnant mobility, and the Robles-De La Garza 

family represents a case of fluctuating social mobility. 

 In each of these cases, certain types of capital are and are not transmissible. In 

the Penders-Graziano family, economic, social, cultural, and techno capital are all 

transmissible amongst the generations. In the Rodriguez family, a high degree of 

transmissibility is not found—in fact, in terms of economic capital, the reverse is true. In 

the Robles-De La Garza family, certain facets of cultural and social capital are 

transmissible, but others are not—or are perhaps the youngest generation of the family 

is not willing to adopt those capitals. 

 Techno-capital is especially important in the case of the Penders-Graziano family. 

Mayra’s husband’s techno-capital landed him the job that facilitated the family’s move 

to the United States. His high degree of techno-capital (and Mayra’s as well, with her 

degree in microbiology) is transmitted both upwards and downwards within the family 

trajectory. Mayra’s generation bought a computer for Marisa, who then used her own 

personal agency in order to learn how to use it more effectively—in the form of signing 

up for classes at the Apple store. Mayra’s generation also passed down techno-capital to 

her offspring by buying them each computers at a young age, and emphasizing the 
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importance of techno-capital in their lives. 

 The Penders-Graziano family’s high degree of techno-capital greatly influences 

all their other forms of capital. Their techno-capital has led to an increase in economic 

capital, securing high paying jobs for Mayra’s husband. The influence of techno-capital 

on economic capital also leads to an increase in cultural capital for the family as well—

allowing them for enough financial security to send their children to college and to have 

that be their “job,” in Mayra’s words. The family’s techno-capital also influences their 

social capital—Mayra’s husband’s techno-capital facilitated the social connections and 

network necessary to secure a job in the United States, and his social network expanded 

enough for him to take on other, higher-paying CEO jobs in the techno-field. 

 The members of the other two families possess a moderate degree of techno-

capital, which corresponds with their moderate degrees of economic, social, and 

cultural capital as well. The one exception is Fernanda Robles. Her high degree of 

techno-capital is necessary for her job as a graduate advisor, and has influenced her 

social, economic, and cultural capital as well. Her job at the University of Texas broadens 

her social capital (in the form of a social network in academia and activism) and cultural 

capital (her education and her current career in academia), both of which would be 

unattainable without her high degree of techno-capital. In contrast, her daughter 

Anabel seems slightly resistant to increasing her own techno-capital, due to fears about 

privacy and access to media. Anabel is also the only member of the family whose 

cultural capital has descended, due to her decision not to attend college.  
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 In certain cases, the transmission of capital also comes into play. In the Penders-

Graziano family, economic capital has been transformed into cultural capital since 

Lucia’s grandfather’s  days as a movie theater owner. Today, economic capital is being 

transformed into cultural capital by Mayra’s family’s ability to pay for their children’s 

college education. 

 In other cases, personal agency threatens the family trajectory, disrupting the 

pattern of mobility.  Candice’s agency and class habitus are motivating her to support 

herself through college, despite the fact that this was not necessarily reinforced in her 

family life. Anabel’s agency allowed her to decide to forgo college, disrupting her 

family’s pattern of upward ascension, although her class habitus may be causing her to 

reconsider her decision. This would allow for the family’s mobility to continue to ascend. 

 It is especially interesting to consider gender as a factor in these life histories. All 

of the interviewees are women, and none admit to feeling stifled by gender limitations. 

In cases where mobility has been disrupted, it is not due to gender, but personal agency. 

The one example where gender does seem to come into play affecting mobility would 

be in the case of the Pender-Graziano family—their economic capital is solely 

dependent on Mayra’s husband’s job as a CEO. In all of the other interviews, women 

strive for the lifestyle and degree of social mobility they want through their own 

means—whether they are married, as in the case of Anabel Robles, or unmarried, as in 

the case of Candice Chavez. 

As Bourdieu noted (“Forms of Capital” 241-242), it is capital, which he defines as 
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“accumulated labor” that allows people to change their social trajectories. In these case 

studies, we see the transmissibility, transmission, and acquisition of capital all coming 

into play to affect the social mobility trajectories of these multiple generations of 

families. The Penders-Graziano family, with their high degree of transmission and 

transmissibility of all forms of capital, continues to ascend in social mobility. The 

Rodriguez family, who does not have a high degree of transmissibility in terms of capital, 

seems stagnant in their mobility. Not having passed on a high degree of economic, 

social, cultural, or techno-capital impedes their ascension, although Candice’s high 

degree of agency and motivation to increase her own cultural capital could lead to a 

disruption in the trajectory, moving the family towards an upward trajectory of mobility. 

The Robles-DeLaGarza family represents a case of fluctuating mobility, which can be 

traced to the transmissibility of capital. Lucia’s generation was successful in passing on 

all forms of capital to Fernanda’s generation, but Fernanda was unable to pass on these 

forms of capital to Anabel, leading to a disruption in the family’s pattern of upward 

mobility. This was not due to a lack of transmissibility on Fernanda’s part, but to 

Anabel’s own personal agency in deciding not to adopt these forms of capital. Just as in 

the case of the Rodriguez family, this could change if Anabel decides to attend college, 

increasing her cultural, social, techno-capital, and possibly leading to an increase in 

economic capital as well, all influencing social mobility. 

 As Bertaux and Thompson write, many factors come into play when determining 

a family’s pattern of social mobility. Time, place, access to the various forms of capital, 
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and also, the individual’s willingness or desire to overcome certain obstacles or 

circumstances that might  be in their way. In these three case studies, families who were 

at least second generation immigrant status faced different obstacles, all with varying 

degrees of capital. Their stories all turned out differently, and all for different reasons.  
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