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THE SUCCESS at school In FRANCE of children of mixed couples.

The existence of a “mixed condition”
?

This presentation is focused on a part of my Master’s thesis. It is entitled: “Children of mixed couples in France: the existence of a ‘mixed identity’?” The core question of my research is focused on whether mixed children have a particular way of defining and integrating themselves into French society. Does a “mixed condition”
 exist? To answer this question, qualitative and quantitative data were used. A number of interviews were performed with mixed children and a French database called “Histoire de vies. Construction des identities”, constructed by the INSEE and the INED in 2003, was studied.

Children of mixed couples are defined as “mixed children” regardless of age, according to two criteria. Firstly, mixed children are those whose parents were born in different countries, one of them being France. In addition, their parents must have had different nationalities at birth. This definition is not THE only definition of mixed children but the one which I have identified as having the best likelihood of successfully identifying people whose parents have been socialized in two different countries. 
Mixed children are here viewed in a distinct category from: 

· French children:  people whose parents were born in France, with French nationality at birth;

· Children of migrants : people whose parents were born in the same foreign country and  had a foreign nationality at birth but who were themselves born in France;

· Migrants: people whose parents were born in the same foreign country, had a foreign nationality at birth and who were themselves born in a foreign country.

People with one or more parents born with French nationality in a foreign country were not included in the population studied for this research project. These individuals could have experienced a number of different types of socialization, and therefore I decided to exclude them from my sample population. They could have been, for example, the children of expatriates or of members of the French military, born in the former French colonies like Senegal or Algeria. There, they would have been socialized as French citizens living abroad (French colonials born in Algeria) or as natives (Algerian soldiers loyal to the French or “French Muslims”).

The definitions of integration and identity are here strictly limited. “Identity” is defined according to the interactionist theory
, which states that identity is created by the individual’s own definition of his/herself, the definitions of significant others and the perceptions an individual has of these definitions. Thus, significant others, and society, do have an influence on individuals’ identity. Moreover, to be integrated, an individual has to feel s/he is part of the group (community, nation, etc). The authors of the EFFNATIS survey distinguish between “cultural”, “structural”, “social” and “identificational” integration
. To explain the identity of mixed children, it is thus also necessary to study the process of their integration. Through my research I have been able to determine that mixed children now living in France have fewer connections
 with the country of their foreign parent than with France. Therefore it was decided to focus on their integration in France. 

The results of one part of their ‘structural integration’, their success in school, will now be presented. The question here is to know whether a ‘mixed condition’ exists at school. The analysis is based on the “Histoires de vie” data. Amongst the approximately 8 000 individuals studied, there were 469 mixed children with one French parent. Mixed children with two foreign parents could not be analyzed as there were not enough of them in the database. The following results have to be treated with a degree of circumspection because the authors of this survey did not collect a representative sample of mixed children. One notices, for example, looking at their age repartition, mixed children with a French father are more numerous than those with a French mother (except for the 18-27 years old group), which seems contrary to the typical characteristics of migration flows to France from other countries
.

If we assume that mixed children now living in France attended a French school, we can say, as D. Schnapper, L.-A. Vallet or P. Caillé
 do with the second generation of migrants, that they are culturally integrated in France. The “school of the Republic” has taught them the values and fundamental principles of the Republic. But, this "cultural integration" does not result directly in their success at school, which is part of their "structural integration "
. Success at school was evaluated in the survey “Histoires de vie” through the study level and not the obtained diploma. The results again have to be treated with caution because the study level (without the diploma) gives only an idea of the type of school and the period of attendance of the individual in question, but is less precise regarding their real body of knowledge when compared with accurate information about any diploma(s) that they may have. Secondly, this level may not be recognized as the equivalent to a diploma in the job market.
Study level of investigated persons within the framework of the survey "Histoires de vie" (in %)

	 
	Mixed children (having a French parent)
	French children
	Children of migrants
	Migrants
	Total

	Primary level and below
	15.6
	19.4
	10.1
	35.1
	20.8

	 Secondary level
	11.1
	9.8
	7.3
	15.2
	10.5

	 ‘BEP – CAP’ level
	25.5
	27
	28.7
	9.8
	24.6

	 ‘Baccalauréat’ level
	20.3
	16.7
	25.2
	15.1
	17.2

	 University level
	27.5
	27
	28.7
	24.8
	26.8

	 Total
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100

	 Strength 
	443
	5304
	436
	1018
	7201


Source : « Histoires de vie » survey, 2003, INSEE, INED.

Significant Khi 2, avec 0 cells with a theoretical strength under 5.

Field: general population, without individuals studying out of University at the time of the survey and without absence of answers.  

If we look at the final study level, we notice no significant difference at the university level between mixed children, French children, children of migrants and migrants. But there are differences at all other study levels. One explanation for this difference is the country of schooling. Migrants often come from less developed countries which have different school systems than that of France. Another explanation could be the age of the individuals studied: the children of migrants and mixed children are generally younger than the French children and migrants studied. 

Distribution the investigated persons concerning their age (in %)
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Source : « Histoires de vie » survey, 2003, INSEE, INED.

Field: general population, without absence of answers.  

Research on children of Ashkenazi-Oriental marriages in Israel showed that “their attitudes toward the school and their educational aspirations are due to their socioeconomic status and consequent academic performance, rather than being a direct function of their heterogeneous ethnic origin”
. A ‘mixed specificity’ seems not to exist in Israel. But, following the “reproduction theory” of P. Bourdieu
, mixed children should be more successful at school than the children of migrants. Indeed, concerning social status, if we compare that of the parents of mixed children with the social status of either French children or the children of migrants, we notice that mixed families are often from higher classes than mononational families.  For example, French fathers who have a foreign wife are from higher classes than French fathers who have a French wife. 

Being aware that the study level is not an indication of the final grade obtained, I chose as an indicator of success at school the fact that the individual in question had attended university. In France, you must have a high school diploma [Baccalauréat] to be allowed to study at University, with very few exceptions. To try and determine whether or not a “mixed condition” exists regarding academic success, a logistic regression was carried out, controlling the age of the investigated persons and the social status of the father. As mothers are often unemployed, it was not possible to use the same control for the mothers’ social status.

Continent of birth of the foreign mother of mixed children who have a French father and a foreign mother (in %)

	 
	18 - 27 y
	28 - 37 y
	38 - 47 y
	48 - 57 y
	58 - 67 y
	 68 - 97 y
	Total

	 Europe
	59%
	69.8%
	92.7%
	86%
	84%
	80.6%
	78.3%

	 Africa
	10.3%
	11.3%
	2.4%
	0%
	4%
	0%
	4.9%

	Near and Middle East
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	5.6%
	0.8%

	 America and the Caribbean
	5.1%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0.8%

	 Asia
	0%
	0%
	2.4%
	6%
	0%
	2.8%
	2%

	 Oceania
	7.7%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1.2%

	Do not know
	17.9%
	18.9%
	2.4%
	8%
	12%
	11.1%
	11.9%

	 Total
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	Strength
	39
	53
	41
	50
	25
	36
	244


Source : « Histoires de vie » survey, 2003, INSEE, INED.

Field: Mixed children who have a foreign mother and a French father.  

Continent of birth of the foreign father of mixed children who have a foreign father and a French mother (in %)

	 
	18 - 27 y
	28 - 37 y
	38 - 47 y
	48 - 57 y
	58 - 67 y
	 68 - 97 y
	Total

	 Europe
	41.3%
	56.8%
	70.3%
	69.8%
	72.7%
	69.6%
	59.3%

	 Africa
	49.2%
	20.4%
	10.8%
	2.3%
	18.2%
	0%
	21.3%

	Near and Middle East
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	 America and the Caribbean
	6.3%
	4.5%
	0%
	7%
	0%
	4.3%
	4.5%

	 Asia
	3.2%
	2.3%
	2.7%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1.8%

	 Oceania
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	Do not know
	0%
	15.9%
	16.2%
	20.9%
	9.1%
	26.1%
	13.1%

	 Total
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	Strength
	63
	44
	37
	43
	11
	23
	221


Source : « Histoires de vie » survey, 2003, INSEE, INED.

Field: Mixed children who have a French mother and a foreign father.  

Another variable which could have an impact on the success at school of mixed children would be the place of birth of the foreign parent. Among the mixed children with a foreign father, 78 % had a European parent. Among the mixed children with a foreign mother, 59.6 % had a European parent. However, the control of the continent of origin of the foreign parent gave no significant result. It can be explained by of the size of the sample population, and also because of the existence of a correlation between the age of the investigated persons and the origin of their foreign parent. Among the mixed children who have a foreign mother and who are between 18 and 27 years old, 59 % have a European mother, while among the ones who are between 38 and 47 years old, 92.7 % have a European mother. This correlation can also be observed among mixed children who have a foreign father. Among the ones who are between 18 and 27 years old, 49.2 % have an African father, and they represent 2.3 % amongst the ones who are aged between 48 and 57 years old. 

Language(s) spoken by the investigated persons with their parents at the age of 5 (in %)

	 
	Mixed children having a French father
	Mixed children having a French mother
	French children
	Descendants of migrants
	Migrants
	Total

	French only
	64.2
	78
	85.7
	23.5
	4.7
	69.6

	A language other than French 
	6.5
	3.6
	6.3
	26.3
	72.4
	16.7

	French and another language
	26.4
	18.4
	7.9
	49.3
	17
	12.6

	Two languages other than French
	2.8
	0
	0.1
	0.9
	5.8
	1

	Total
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100

	Strength
	246
	223
	5466
	452
	1044
	7431


Source : « Histoires de vie » survey, 2003, INSEE, INED.

Significant Khi 2, with 3 cells with a theoretical strength under 5.

Field: general population.
It was not possible to determine whether the mother tongue had an impact on the success at school of mixed children. Firstly, the analysis of the mother tongue of the investigated persons based on this survey has to be treated with caution. This is because the results are based on self-declarations of the individuals studied about the language they spoke with their parents when they were 5 years old, and not on a scientific evaluation of their language proficiencies. Secondly, it was not possible to include this variable on the logistic regression because it is limited by the criteria of being French, a mixed child, a descendant of migrants or a migrant. Indeed, as previous research has already showed, (see the article of P. Simon on MGIS)
, when they were 5 years old mixed children were less likely to speak another language than French in comparison to descendants of migrants and migrants, but more likely than French people. A larger sample population is required to try and determine whether speaking French only or being bilingual has an impact on the success of mixed children at school. 4 models were designed to see whether a mixed condition exists or not. 
Probability of investigated persons attending University  (logistic regression)

 
	 
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	Constant
	0.11
	0.11
	0.149
	0.149

	Social status of the investigated person’s father 
	Upper class
	14.936 (***)
	14.908 (***)
	14.936 (***)
	14.908 (***)

	
	Middle  class
	6.043 (***)
	6.053 (***)
	6.043 (***)
	6.053 (***)

	
	Office worker (white collar)
	2.633 (***)
	2.604 (***)
	2.633 (***)
	2.605 (***)

	
	Working class (blue collar)
	Reference
	Reference
	Reference
	Reference

	
	Farmer
	1.329 (**)
	1.329 (**)
	1.329 (**)
	1.329 (**)

	
	Craftsman, Merchant
	3.272 (***)
	3.261 (***)
	3.272 (***)
	3.261 (***)

	Age 
	18 - 27 years old
	4.033 (***)
	4.049 (***)
	4.033 (***)
	4.049 (***)

	
	28 - 37 years old
	2.379 (***)
	2.381 (***)
	2.379 (***)
	2.381 (***)

	
	38 - 47 years old
	1.269 (**)
	1.273 (**)
	1.269 (**)
	1.273 (**)

	
	48 - 57 years old
	Reference
	Reference
	Reference
	Reference

	
	58 - 67 years old
	0.706 (***)
	0.705 (***)
	0.706 (***)
	0.705 (***)

	
	68 years old or more
	0.389 (***)
	0.389 (***)
	0.389 (***)
	0.389 (***)

	Sub-populations
	Mixed children
	0.873 (n.s.)
	 
	0.738 (**)
	 

	
	      - born in France
	 
	0.774 (n.s.)
	 
	0.571 (**)

	
	      - born in a foreign country
	 
	1.65 (n.s.)
	 
	1.219 (n.s.)

	
	French children
	Reference
	Reference
	0.644 (**)
	0.739 (**)

	
	Children of migrants
	1.355 (**)
	1.353 (**)
	Reference
	Reference

	
	Migrants
	0.943 (n.s.)
	0.943 (n.s.)
	0.696 (**)
	0.697 (**)

	Khi 2
	significant
	significant
	significant
	significant

	R 2 of Nagelkerke
	0.295
	0.296
	0.296
	0.296


 *** The coefficient is significant at least at 0.01 
** The coefficient is significant at least at 0.05 
* The coefficient is significant at least 0.1
n. s. Non Significant

Constant of the model 1: A French child, now between 48 and 57 years old, whose father is a member of the working-class has a 9.9 % chance of going to University.  

Constant of model 2: A French child, now between 48 and 57 years old, whose father is member of the working-class has a 9.9 % chance of going to University.

Constant of model 3: A child of migrants, now between 48 and 57 years old, whose father is a member of the working-class has a 12.9 % chance of going to University.

Constant of model 4: A child, of migrants, now between 48 and 57 years old, whose father is a member of the working-class has a 12.9 % chance of going to University.

Reading: [model 4] A mixed child born in France, now between 18 and 27 years old, whose father is a member of the upper class has 83.7 % of chances of going to University when a child of migrants has, ceteris paribus, 90 % chance of going to University.

Field: General population.

The first model shows that even if there is a gap between French children and mixed children, this gap is not significant. One explanation could be a strong diversity of situations among the mixed group. It was assumed that the place of birth indicated the country of socialization. Research on second generation migrants has shown that the “personal experience of migration”
 influences their academic success. The birthplace of mixed children, in France or in a foreign country, was then taken into account, although it was already clear that 85.7 % of them were born in France. Other variables on the migration of mixed children could not be studied because they were not provided by the survey authors. In any case, this second model also gave no significant results.

 Another source of diversity in the mixed group could be the fact that some of them“pass”
, while others do not. A mixed child’s skin color or name could mark his/her otherness. The distinction of “Métis” (mixed-race), among the mixed group could explain the absence of any significant results. Indeed, earlier research carried out in the United States has shown that mixed race children have been less successful in school than white people. T.M. Cooney and E. Radina used the Add Health survey carried out between 1994 and 1995. They based their definition of mixed race children on the race declaration of their parents, and studied people living with the two parents only. Using the same survey, J.R. Udry, R.M. Li and J. Hendrickson-Smith
 defined this population based on the self-identification of the adolescents. They concluded that mixed race adolescents had higher health and behavioral risks than single-race groups because of a higher stress. T.M. Cooney and E. Radina describe the stress that accompanies the stigmatization as mixed race for these adolescents. 

“For both girls and boys in this sample, significant effects of multiracial status that suggested higher problem rates were evident, but on fewer than half of the outcomes considered. For boys, outcomes that distinguished multiracial adolescents from their white peers were higher rates of counseling use, being held back in school (grade retention), suspension or expulsion from school, and depression scores. With the exception of depression, the same outcomes distinguished multiracial girls from both of their peer groups, while a significantly higher rate of delinquency distinguished them from their white peers.”
 
T.M. Cooney and E. Radina explain these results with the “one drop rule”. Teachers stigmatized them because they perceived them as black, while their parents were overprotective from fear of this stigmatization. At the same time, mixed race children try to integrate themselves into black or white peer groups. 

This first hypothesis has to be treated with caution because the stigmatization of mixed race children cannot be verified as an explanation for the results. This is due to the survey’s lack of relevant data. Moreover, the researchers carried out their study in the United States, where the “color line” is more strongly defined than in France. And these two studies did not control the social status of the interviewees’ parents. Other research has been carried out in the US on racial identity and academic performance of biracial Asian and African American Youth.
 This research was based on the National Education Longitudinal Study of 1988, the NELS, and controlled the parental educational and occupational status and the income of biracial youth in its analysis of their academic success. Defining its biracial population as the youth declaring being of another race than the parent interviewed in the study, G. Kao found out that regarding math scores and grades, biracial Asians were closer to monoracial Whites and biracial Blacks were closer to monoracial Blacks. G. Kao explained this result by emphasizing the similarity of biracial Asian families with White ones and that of biracial Black families with Black ones, and not through the lack of self-esteem or self-efficacy of biracial youth. Contrary to the hypothesis of mixed-blood being marginal
, G. Kao concluded that “the patterns in peer evaluations suggest that biracial youth are no more marginal, on average, than their respective monoracial counterparts”
. There is then no consensus about the school performance of racially mixed children in the United States. This can be explained firstly because of the lack of study of this topic and secondly because of the different ways of defining “school success”, “biracial youth” and “positive identity”. Besides, some researchers interpreted some results in one way whilst others did not find any correlations.  

The first and second models showed that, ceteris paribus, children of migrants were more successful at school than French children. Previous research has indeed shown that, ceteris paribus, the descendants of immigrants are more successful in their studies than French children. This can be explained by the immigrant family’s hope that they might gain social ascent through their child’s success at school
. The third model shows that, ceteris paribus, children of migrants are more successful at school than the other groups. Because all children of migrants were born in France, a distinction between mixed children born in France and those born in a foreign country was made. This fourth model strengthened the conclusion of the third: that children of migrants are more successful at school than mixed children born in France. A mixed child born in France, who is between 18 and 27 years old and has a father who is a member of the upper class, has an 83.7 % chance of going to University, whilst a child of migrants has, ceteris paribus, a 90 % chance of going to University. This result could be explained by the considerable investment of migrants in the academic success of their children, which is more than in mixed families. 

B. Tizard and A. Phoenix
 found out that mixed-race children in the UK tended to have a more positive racial identity when they were attending multiracial schools. The interviews carried out for the present study suggest that mixed children tend to feel normal in a multicultural context. In this environment, their family and their mixity are accepted as normal. This seems not to be the case in a monocultural context. It was however not possible to determine whether the social, cultural or ethnic environment of mixed children influenced their success at school because of a lack of variables about the areas in which mixed children live in the database. The qualitative hypothesis of a positive identity of the mixed children living in a multicultural environment, and the negative one in a monocultural environment could then explain why as a whole group, mixed children are less successful at school than descendants of migrants. It was however not possible to test this hypothesis through a quantitative analysis.

Rules governing choice of spouse
	
	In-group marriage prescribed 

Out-group marriage proscribed 
	In-group marriage proscribed 

Out-group marriage prescribed 

	Conformity to rule :

Agathogamy
	Endogamy
	Exogamy

	Deviation from rule :

Cacogamy
	Inter-group mesalliance
	Intra-group mesalliance 
 (incestuous marriage) 


Key: 
       In-marriage

Intermarriage 

Source: R.K. Merton, 1964, p. 130 

Another explanation is that that some mixed unions are “inter-group mesalliances”
. Such unions are seen by the group of origin as deviant. One or both spouses are then marginalized within their group of origin and are unable to create new relationships. According to P. Simon, this was the case of French-Portuguese and French-Algerian children. They were less successful at school than Portuguese descendants and Algerian descendants. Meanwhile, French-Moroccans were not in such a negative situation, because both spouses were typically from the upper class
. These couples were then “exogamous” and not an “inter-group mesalliance”. 

We can therefore conclude that even if a mixed specificity does exist, it is a plural one. We need to distinguish between mixed children and ‘Métis’, and between children from “inter-group mesalliance” and “exogamous” couples. This mixed condition distinguishes mixed children more from children of migrants than from French children. But as we have seen, mixed children attend University as often as French children and the children of migrants. Knowing that they are coming from upper classes, we can then say that there is a compensatory mechanism of the social background on the mixed condition.   

UNTERREINER Anne, PhD student, EHESS, ERIS (CMH), CIERA, dir. Mr Serge PAUGAM
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Feuil1

		PondA

				Tableau crois・cspere8 * V46

										Mixtes de père Français		Mixtes de mère Française		Français		Descendants d'immigrés		Immigrés		Total

						CPIS et Chefs E sup ou eg 10 s		Effectif		26		22		492		13		89		642

								% dans V46		12.75		11.89		10.33		3.32		9.98		9.97

						P interm		Effectif		38		22		649		13		79		801

								% dans V46		18.63		11.89		13.62		3.32		8.86		12.44

						Employé		Effectif		23		18		533		4		65		643

								% dans V46		11.27		9.73		11.19		1.02		7.29		9.99

						Ouvrier		Effectif		80		106		1742		308		412		2648

								% dans V46		39.22		57.30		36.56		78.77		46.19		41.14

						Agriculteur		Effectif		13		3		831		13		116		976

								% dans V46		6.37		1.62		17.44		3.32		13.00		15.16

						Artisan, Commerçant		Effectif		24		14		518		40		131		727

								% dans V46		11.76		7.57		10.87		10.23		14.69		11.29

						Total		Effectif		204		185		4765		391		892		6437

								% dans V46		100		100		100		100		100		100

				Tableau crois・CS de la m鑽e * V46�Ƙ

										Mixtes de père Français		Mixtes de mère Française		Français		Descendants d'immigrés		Immigrés		Total

						CPIS et Chefs E sup ou eg 10 s		Effectif		9		8		94		2		10		123

								% dans V46		4.66		5.23		2.24		0.51		1.12		2.11

						P interm		Effectif		10		24		365		0		44		443

								% dans V46		5.18		15.69		8.70		0.00		4.92		7.60

						Employé		Effectif		42		54		1019		97		89		1301

								% dans V46		21.76		35.29		24.29		24.68		9.94		22.32

						Ouvrier		Effectif		16		19		399		51		68		553

								% dans V46		8.29		12.42		9.51		12.98		7.60		9.49

						Agriculteur		Effectif		11		2		715		9		60		797

								% dans V46		5.70		1.31		17.04		2.29		6.70		13.67

						Artisan, Commerçant		Effectif		13		7		297		23		42		382

								% dans V46		6.74		4.58		7.08		5.85		4.69		6.55

						Sans activité		Effectif		92		39		1307		211		582		2231

								% dans V46		47.67		25.49		31.15		53.69		65.03		38.27

						Total		Effectif		193		153		4196		393		895		5830

								% dans V46		100		100		100		100		100		100

				Tableau crois・CS de l'enqu黎・(tir馥 du TCM) * V46⃀�฀฀

										Mixtes de père Français		Mixtes de mère Française		Français		Descendants d'immigrés		Immigrés		Total

						CPIS et Chefs E sup ou eg 10 s		Effectif		35		27		715		33		85		895

								% dans V46		14.17		12.11		13.08		7.28		8.13		12.04

						P interm		Effectif		58		44		1018		79		111		1310

								% dans V46		23.48		19.73		18.62		17.44		10.62		17.62

						Employé		Effectif		46		63		1400		113		267		1889

								% dans V46		18.62		28.25		25.61		24.94		25.55		25.41

						Ouvrier		Effectif		63		52		1142		111		346		1714

								% dans V46		25.51		23.32		20.89		24.50		33.11		23.06

						Agriculteur		Effectif		11		1		369		7		14		402

								% dans V46		4.45		0.45		6.75		1.55		1.34		5.41

						Artisan, Commerçant		Effectif		15		10		357		18		63		463

								% dans V46		6.07		4.48		6.53		3.97		6.03		6.23

						Sans activité		Effectif		11		6		133		30		117		297

								% dans V46		4.45		2.69		2.43		6.62		11.20		4.00

						Etudiants		Effectif		8		20		332		62		42		464

								% dans V46		3.24		8.97		6.07		13.69		4.02		6.24

						Total		Effectif		247		223		5466		453		1045		7434

								% dans V46		100		100		100		100		100		100





Feuil2

		PondA

				Tableau crois・Age de PI * V46

										Mixed children having a french father		Mixed children having a french mother		French children		Children of migrants		Migrants		Total

						Age of the investigated person		18 - 27 y.		15.85		28.83		15.37		36.28		11.40		16.50

								28 - 37 y.		20.73		20.27		18.19		25.66		20.02		19.04

								38 - 47 y.		16.67		16.67		18.28		10.40		21.26		18.12

								48 - 57 y.		20.73		19.37		18.11		8.19		21.36		18.09

								58 - 67 y.		11.38		4.95		11.62		7.74		13.51		11.44

								68 - 97 y		14.63		9.91		18.44		11.73		12.45		16.81

								Total		100		100		100		100		100		100
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