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Abstract of the Dissertation

Examining the longitudinal impact of assets and income on immigrant health behavior
by
Jacqueline Njeri Kagotho
Doctor of Philosophy in Social Work
Washington University in St. Louis, 2009

ProfessoiShanta Pandehairperson

The foreign born population is an integral part of U.S. society and continues to
experience a steady numerical increase. This study uses longitudinal detertnine
the effects of culture and acculturation on the health behaviors of the foreign born.
Drawing from the behavioral model of health service utilization for vulnerable
populations (Gelberg, Andersen, & Leake, 2000), the assets effects modeln@&chrei
Sherraden, 2007; Sherraden, 1991), and acculturation models and using generalized
linear, latent, and mixed models (GLLAMM), the study constructs longitudiogkels to
establish the determinants of health behaviors (recreational physicay aatcohol
consumption, and cigarette smoking) through the trajectory of earned income and
acquired assets. The study finds several key institutions that atariestal in
explaining health behaviors namely culture, language, and employment. Theaimpsic
of these findings which are highly relevant to professions that work to improve ttie hea

of foreign-born communities in the country are discussed in detail.
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CHAPTER 1

Research Problem

The foreign-born population is an integral part of U.S. society. This population is
currently experiencing a steady numerical increase. Current PopulatioeySlata
estimates that 11.7% (33.5 million) of the U.S. population are foreign born (Larsen,
2004). Not only has there been a numerical increase but also an increase in the diverse
nations from which they originate. Given the unique social-cultural chasti®ri
compared to those of native-born Americans, this population experiences distitict hea
needs, health behaviors, and—consequently—health outcomes.. At the point of
immigration the foreign-born are known to have better health outcomes as cotapare
their native born peers—a phenomenon referred to as the ‘healthy immigrant &fiect’
health advantage is attributed to several factors. Research has found that the pre-
migration behaviors that are beneficial to one’s health explain some of tladite he
variations (Jasso, Massey, Rosenzweig, & Smith, 2002). It is also estdlliahe
individuals who elect to migrate are more likely to be in superior health as cahtpare
their counterparts who do not migrate (Akresh & Frank, 2008; Swerdlow, 1991). Over
time, however, the health advantage enjoyed by the foreign-born begins tesHjraml
ultimately disappears. Studies have found that ten to twelve years aftatiomgthe
health of the foreign-born not only begins to mirror that of the native-born, but also falls
below national trends in many instances. Increasing chronic health conditions and

mortality rates among the foreign-born are factored into the nation’ teatien,



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

thereby straining an already overwhelmed health care sector. Sewas@is have been
posited to explain declining health among the foreign-born including changing health
behaviors. The link between health behaviors and health outcomes has been well
established in the literature. Healthy dietary practices, avoidanceaafcmproducts,
engaging in physical activity, and avoidance of excessive alcohol consumptlotkede
to strong health outcomes. In the case of the foreign-born, changing belstr
migration not only increases their risks to ill health but also dismantles amdagtiee
protective factors set in place by positive pre-migration behaviors.

This situation is exacerbated by barriers that direct how the foreign-born
population interacts with the U.S. health care system. First, the number of uninsured
immigrants is twice that of native-born Americans. In addition, poli@ssict segments
of this population’s access to state and federal health care programs, inbliedilcgre
and Medicaid. These and other barriers result in an underutilization of mainstream
healthcare services (such as those provided through HMOs and private physietns), a
an increase in the number who report a total lack of health care serviceiofil{Zat &
Matani, 2001). The lack of private and government-provided health insurance has further
resulted in the over-utilization of hospital emergency room services. Givenstse
related to these barriers it is vital to expand our understanding of health bgllaator
both promote good health and preempt chronic health conditions. To establish the factors
that influence these changing post-migration health behaviors this study csnstruc
longitudinal models. The study uses light and vigorous physical activitiesgttegar

smoking, and alcohol consumption to conceptualize the construct of health behavior.
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Household wealth (operationalized as household income and household asset holdings) is
modeled as the main independent variable.

The overall focus of this project is twofold: first to introduce the immigrant
sample collected by the Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID), theiarwdlydich
is lacking in the literature. Second, drawing from the behavioral model of healitese
utilization for vulnerable populations (Gelberg, et al., 2000), the assets effeits m
(Schreiner & Sherraden, 2007; Sherraden, 1991), and acculturation models and using
generalized linear, latent, and mixed models (GLLAMM), the study cantstru
longitudinal models to establish the determinants of health behaviors through the
trajectory of earned income and acquired assets.

The results of this study are relevant to professions that work to improve the
health of foreign-born communities in the country. Whereas a search of theilégerat
indicates an association between wealth and health behaviors and health outcemes, thi
study finds little to no association between the health behaviors of the foreigarabrn
their earned income and/or their accumulated assets. The study finds theltsmsal
institutions are key in explaining health behaviors namely culture, language, and
employment. Culture was operationalized using variables such as region of origi
gender, and acculturation status, and demonstrates statistical sigafioaxplaining
who participates in the selected health behaviors. For instance, respondents wte report
better grasp of the English language are more likely to be physacaiye and less likely
to report cigarette smoking. Women and respondents who are linguistically séparat
(high proficiency in ‘other’ language and low proficiency in English)less likely to

consume alcoholic beverages. Research has shown that a majority within both the
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documented and undocumented foreign-born do hold some type of employment. This
study found that employed respondents were more likely to participate in r@cadati
physical activity, and less likely to consume alcoholic beverages. Theatimts of
these findings are discussed in detail including the work place environment as a
promising intervention point.
Study aims and significance
The United States’ comprehensive public health plan has set out to achieve two

national goals by 2010: improving quality of life and eliminating health dispsritie
Research, however, continues to document persistent health outcome disparities more s
within minority populations (Brown, Ojeda, Wyn, & Levan, 2000; U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services, 2000b). The Office of Minority Health (OMH) within the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) notes that disparitiestim he
outcomes in minority populations indicate a shortfall in current practicegtat
(Office of Minority Health, 2008). The persistence of disparities has led to a need for
continued long-term research on the health of minority populations. To build on the
current minority health literature, this study will critically examihe relationship of
two contributing factors to minority health disparities identified by OMHilthe
behaviors and economic factors. While there is a growing body of literatuggtigating
the relationship of health and economic factors in the native population, there remains a
dearth of knowledge regarding these factors within the immigrant population.

The field of social work is strategically placed to initiate and foster gli@detween
political, public, and private entities in instituting policies and programs. The egmpl

nature of immigration as it interacts with U.S. institutions necessitagsentions to
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tackle both practice and policy concerns. Social work has proven a worthy bridge
between different disciplines that deal with immigration, and the field’sveriéon
with foreign-born communities continues to play an integral role in encouragialgfw
creation (Office of Refugee Resettlement, 2008). Although the field has clomg way
in working towards policies that enable the foreign-born to improve their health and to
create wealth, more work is required towards the establishment of a levebdiald
for foreign born communities. An understanding of the relationship between health
behaviors and wealth among non-U.S. citizens will help increase practitioner
understanding of best practices with minority populations both in terms of social and
economic outcomes and health outcomes.

This study uses data from the panel study of income dynamics (PSIDR.SIbas
one of a few multi-generational studies that collect both health information and social
economic information. In 1997 PSID introduced a sample of immigrant households. The
new sample consisted of 441 families introduced in 1997, and 70 in 1999. With the
additional split of several families, the 2005 final sample has a total of 572 imigra
families (Gouskova, Heeringa, McGonagle, & Schoeni, 2008). This addition was
undertaken so as to include immigrant families who would not have originally qualified
for the initial sample (Heeringa & Connor, 1999). Despite having health behavior, and
health outcome variables, the PSID still remains highly underutilized in thé heal
literature (Andreski, McGonagle & Schoeni, 2007) and to our knowledge no peer review
study has been conducted drawing primarily from the new immigrant sample.

The aims of this project are to:

e describe in detail the PSID immigrant sample
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¢ test the relationship between income and health behaviors among foreign born
residents
e test the relationship between assets and health behaviors among foreign born
residents
This study makes several substantial contributions to the current state of
knowledge. First, the literature does not include any peer-reviewed studies thitedes
the characteristics of this sample. It should be acknowledged that severalgagtkthat
are accessible via the PSID web site that adequately describe basgrajetmc
characteristics of this population (Panel Study of Income Dynamics, .nltHa)study
goes a step further to describe those immigration characteristicselkatoavn to inform
health behaviors. In addition, no studies have been found that utilize the PSID immigrant
sample in the study of health behaviors. This, coupled with the fact the health data in t
PSID is still highly underutilized, strengthens the contribution that this stades to the
literature. This current study, therefore, draws from this relatively unaseples to
increase knowledge on the wealth and health nexus among foreign-born resents. P
studies investigating health behaviors among the foreign-born have usedectassas
data. This study goes a step further and constructs models using longitudinahdtzta
allows the study of health behavior differences and similarities over Tingeability to
model time allows this study to make a significant contribution to the understanding of

the effects of acculturation on changing health behaviors.
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CHAPTER 2
State of the Literature

The Office of Minority Health calls for an evidence- based approach to tackling
minority health issues (Office of Minority Health, 2008). This chapter sgitbg what is
known about immigrant health, health behaviors, and wealth by looking at the two
proposed constructs of interest, health behaviors (physical activity, smokiragcahol
consumption), and wealth (assets and income).

Migration into the United States oscillates in response to policy shifts. nCurre
numbers place the foreign-born population at 35,689,842 with an estimated 4.5 million
increase, between 2000 to 2005 (Migration Policy Institute, 2007). Unlike early migrati
movements in the U.S, a majority of current immigrants are non-white and came fr
developing nations. Although often used interchangeably, the terms “immigrant” and
“migrant” hold distinct differences as defined in the U.S legal system. itjnamt” is
used to identify those persons granted permanent visa status, sometimed tefesr
legal permanent residents (LPR). The terms “non-immigrant” and “migaeat
designated for individuals whose admission is based on their intent to reside in the
country for a specified duration of time only.

LPRs are further subdivided into categories that are informed by the reasam$og
migration. Immigrants include those admitted for employment purposes or bader t
family reunification program; diversity visa lottery winners; refuge@sl asylum
seekers. Department of Homeland Security data indicates a marked imcrtbese
number of LPRs admitted. Between 1980 and 1989 more than six million immigrants

were granted LPR status. This figure increased in the 1990’s with nine millas vis
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issued. In total between 1973 and 2004 there have been 23.1 million individuals granted
LPR status, and of these, eight million had been deemed eligible for natiwoallzat

2004 (Potocky-Tripodi, 2002). The countries most represented in these figures include
Mexico, The Philippines, and India (Rytina, 2006).

Documented non-immigrants are admitted on a temporary basis in pursuit of
employment or educational ventures, as visitors and tourists, and to participalteal
exchange programs. Data from the Department of Homeland Security indnzdtes
2004 there were slightly over 30 million non-immigrants admitted into the UnitéesSta
These numbers included students (0.6 million), tourists and visitors (22.8 million),
business travelers (4.6 million), skilled workers (0.8 million) and diplomatsn@yt
2005).

Undocumented immigrants enter the country with falsified documents, with no
documents, or overstay their visa stipulations (Ross & Wu, 1995). The number of
undocumented individuals has continued to rise steadily over the past decades.
Conservative estimates placed this number at five million undocumented antsigr
residing in the country by 1996 (Grieco, 2005). Current estimates, however, place this
population at between seven to 11 million. States that have continued to experience a
hike in the number of undocumented individuals include California, Texas, lllinois,
Arizona, Georgia, and North Carolina (DHS, 2004).

Today, immigration in the United States is regulated by the 1990 Immigration Act
(an amendment of the Immigration Reform and Control Act IRCA), and is dyrrent
under the purview of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS). The Homeland

Security Act of 2002 dismantled the Immigration and Naturalization Serddg3. (
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Immigration enforcement and regulation functions were then allocated tonitesl U
States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS), the United Statagration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE), and the United States Customs and Border Protection. For
consistency, this document will use the term foreign-born throughout the document.
Immigrants and health

The foreign-born are known to enjoy a positive health advantage over the native-
born population at migration. Over the years, however, this health advantage beings to
diminish and is totally eradicated after several years in the Diasp@aeaieb has
established several factors that explain this phenomenon, including interachtion wit

health institutions, and changing life style habits pre-migration.

Access to health care
The foreign-born’s health care access differs significantly fleahdf native-

born populations (Capps, Passel, Perez-Lopez, & Fix, 2003). Immigrant familiessare |
likely than native U.S. residents to have access to health care (INS, 2003cfbng f
posited to explain this phenomenon include personal-/individual-level factors,
community-level factors and system-level structural factors @©¢fidViinority Health,
2008; Potocky-Tripodi, 2002). Personal-level barriers encompass the individual's
knowledge of and attitudes toward disease and healing and health behaviors. Also
included in this category are genetic and biological determinants of Heafttmunity-
level barriers to health include environmental, cultural, and socio-politidak$ac

Finally, system-level factors include those that inform the individual’s ictierawith

the public health care system, including programs and policies that inform.access
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To a great extent, culture as a community-level barrier determines an indsvidual
interaction with health care institutions. The Purnell model for cultural competenc
provides a framework through which to understand the relationship between health and
culture (Purnell, 2002). Among other things, the framework posits that althoughrhere a
shared characteristics between cultures, there also exist inhefergriés both between
and within cultures (Purnell, 2002). These inter and intra differences arenexidby the
context specificity of culture. Because culture results from a group’s uniguadton
with their social, physical, economic, and political environment, the resultingafules
behavior become common only to that group of individuals. These distinct behavioral
markers are partially why it is detrimental to generalize behavsaceged with health
and health care institutions across groups. This rationalization underscorezaitoedha
using just race and/or ethnicity as cultural proxies, as—even within eacletacial
category—there are experiential and behavioral variations. These mtfsreave been
documented in literature with studies finding differences in health, healtseakang,
and health behavior trends within ethnic groups (Grant, et al., 2004; Perez-Stable, et al
2001).

Systems-level factors that inform access to health care among tige fooen are
national and local policies that determine the foreign born population’s interacitbns w
health institutions. Past and recent policies continue to influence the immigrant
population’s ability to access services at the federal and state levele®slich as the
1996 Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act (PRWORA)
regulate access to entitlement and welfare programs such as public heaithaesThe

introduction of PRWORA explicitly defined the immigrant’s relationship withghblic

10
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health care system. In addition to excluding all migrants from Medicaid aditade
programs, it curtailed services that other groups of immigrants, such as legahpet
residents, had previously enjoyed. Refugees, asylum seekers, and militannpkrs
were deemed eligible for Medicaid for the first seven years, afieh eligibility was to
be determined by individual states. Legal permanent residents werebiediugyi
Medicaid and Medicare for the first five years in the United States pursuahich
eligibility became a state option (Potocky-Tripodi, 2002). Finally, both docuchant
undocumented migrants were only eligible for emergency medical ser€ieexy, et

al., 2007).

Life style changes
A second set of reasons given to explain declining health pre-migration are those

that relate to life style habits. Health is a culturally conceived and dipdggmomenon.

The concepts of disease and illness elicit different meanings both fromesirnwmsdical
standpoint and a traditional cultural stand point (Kleinman, Eisenberg, & Good, 2006).
Fabrega defines disease as “a socially constructed phenomenon that warimintdeel

and control” (1974, p. 221). Subsequently, it can be argued that what is labeled as
‘disease’ will depend on what a society deems unpleasant and thus in neednattiglimi
Kleinman et al., define illness as “an individual’'s approach to disease as infoymed b
culture and personal values” (2006, p. 141). Socio-cultural elements that inform how we
interact with our physical and social environment also inform our perception cdelisea
and illness and, consequently, our health behaviors. These socio-cultural elements
include (1) the medical belief system; (2) social structure and orgamiz) values

regarding individual attributes and behavior, characteristics of sociadatitar, and

11
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spiritual or religious obligation; (4) history of cultural groups (Sussman, 1996iprRefy
origin, which is often used as a proxy for socio-cultural factors, has been atkbatfa
strong indicator of health behavior (Ham, Yore, Kruger, Heath, & Moeti, 2007;
Neighbors & Marquez, 2008) and health outcomes (Choi & Harachi, 2002; C. I. Cohen,
Berment, & Magai, 1997; Garbers & Chiasson, 2006; Gomez, Kesley, Glaser, Lee, &
Sidney, 2004). The cultural literature argues that culture, including socankstand
norms, protects immigrants from adverse conditions (Amaro & de la Torre, 2002).
Immigrants seem to have better health and report fewer chronic health prablems
compared to natives (Jasso, et al., 2002; Kandula, Kersey, & Lurie, 2004). The two
reasons clearly identified in literature to explain this phenomena are halatttivity and
culture , both of which buffer against risk behavior and environmental conditioss,(Jas
et al., 2002). Proponents of the healthy migrant effect argue that only those individuals
who exhibit good health outcomes are selected to migrate (Swerdlow, 1991). Iy a stud
of recently admitted legal permanent residents Akresh & Frank, (2008) fouriae gt
selectivity is informed by various factors including region of origin, visa type a
migration, gender, and socioeconomic status.

In addition, acculturation determines many behaviors, including health behaviors.
Constant interaction amongst groups results in the exchange of cultural traitssesspr
referred to as acculturation. Acculturation is therefore the process indsvaugtioups
of people undergo as they come into contact with others of a different cultural
orientation. This contact of cultures is characterized by interpersonaktaasl cultures
fight for dominance (Berry, 1990). There are different forms and stages ofusattah

namely integration, assimilation, separation, and marginalization. Itiegoecurs
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when an individual successfully reconciles and integrates both his/her culture aofd that
the dominant society (Mendoza & Martinez 1981). Assimilation, according to Berry
(1990) , is the process by which one culture overwhelms another and eliminates it.
Separation, also referred to as cultural alienation, occurs when the individysétzyn
shuns the dominant culture and chooses to retain his/her own cultural identity. Older
immigrants are much more likely to experience this form of acculturation
Marginalization occurs when an individual opts to abandon his/her culture so as to gain
acceptance in the dominant culture. Subsequently, both cultures shun the individual
leaving him/her with no culture to identify with (Cuellar, Arnold, & Maldonado, 1995).

Acculturation experienced by individuals involves the transformation of personal
values and beliefs at the behavioral, cognitive, and affective levels (B88Y; Cuellar,
et al., 1995). Behavioral level transformations include verbal and dietary chatiges. O
transformations include emotional changes and value alterations with regard to gende
and sex roles. Acculturation studies measure such constructs as proximitydo ethni
enclaves, personal interactions, employment rates and retention, duration and types of
public welfare access, and language skill acquisition (Berry, 1980; Cutlkdr, 1995).

The relationship between acculturation and immigrant health is complex. During
the acculturation process health behaviors are either reinforced od .afest, as
individuals begin to acculturate to the native population’s way of life, some of the
buffering mechanisms associated with the immigrant’s culture may bedsslting in a
decline in the negative change of health behaviors. Such is the case for immigrant
adolescents who are exposed to health risk behaviors as they begin to interdutivith t

mainstream peers (Mody, 2008). Overall changes in diet and a move towards argedent
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life style begin to exert a negative effect on immigrant health with isecea

acculturation. On the other hand, acculturation has been found to positively impact health
seeking behaviors (K. Larsen, 2007). Individuals who are more attuned to the culture of
the dominant group are more likely to interact with institutions, including heakh ca
providers. English proficiency is one common measure of acculturation that has been
found to be positively associated with ones interaction with the health care system
(Cuellar, et al., 1995; Majka & Mullan, 1992; Montgomery, 1996; Nicassio, 1983;

Padilla, 1980; Westermeyer, Callies, & Neider, 1990; Westermeyer & Her,.1996)
Another commonly used measure of acculturation is duration of residency in the
immigrant’s host society. Studies looking at this construct have found a positive
relationship between duration of residency and health seeking behavior (CHo&squi

Pati, 2004; Jacobs & Rapoport, 2002; Juon, Seung-Lee, & Klassen, 2003; Pandey &
Kagotho, forthcoming ). Immigrants who have resided in the United States loager a
more likely to access care, including secondary preventative care.

Taking into consideration the personal-level, community-level and structwell-|
factors that inform health, the following section looks at what is known about iamigr
health behaviors. The three behaviors of interest are physical activitygttegemoking,
and alcohol consumption. Health behaviors partially determine health outcomes.
Mortality is attributed to behaviors such as the use of tobacco, level of physicaya
consumption of alcohol, and dietary practices, to name a few (Mokdad, Marks, Stroup, &

Gerberding, 2004).

Physical activity
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Lack of physical activity could soon be the leading causes of mortality in the
United States (Mokdad, et al., 2004). It therefore follows that one objective set out by
Healthy People 2010 is to encourage daily regular moderate physical acth)ity tRe
adult population (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000a). Caspersen,
Powell & Christenson (1985) define physical activity as “any bodily movement mrdduc
by skeletal muscles that results in energy expenditure” (p. 126). Phydic#y & not to
be confused with exercise, —a subset of physical activity that is definedcsred
physical activity aimed at bolstering physical fithess (Caspeetal., 1985).

Physical activities are categorized by their metabolic equivaldaT) intensity
levels. A metabolic equivalent is defined as “the ratio of work metabolicaate t
standard resting metabolic rate” (Ainsworth, et al., 1993, p. S498). The Compendium of
Physical Activities is the widely accepted standardized instrumedttasessess energy
expenditure in epidemiological studies. The Compendium of Physical Activitiesli
range of activities which range from a MET of 0.9 (sleep) to 18 (running at 10.9 mph)
(Ainsworth, et al., 1993, p. S498). According to the Centers for Disease Control's
guidelines, physical activity is categorized into moderate and vigorgsscphactivities.
Moderate physical activities are those that are measured at an intér&ByMETSs and
which allow the participant to expend 3.5 to 7 kcal/min. Vigorous activities araineeas
at an intensity greater than 6 METs and allow participants to expend more than 7
kcal/min (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention®.nrAd2009 update of the 1995

physical activity and public health issued by the American College ofsSidedicine

' These categories are calculated for an average individual weighing 154 poundschnd ag
30-50 years (male) and 20-40 (female) (Centers for Disease Contraleargohfton, n.d).
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and the American Heart Association, sets the recommended physicay aessions at
20 minutes, 3 times a week at a vigorous level, or 30 minutes, 5 times a week at a
moderate level (Haskell & Lee, 2007).

Documented research is available on the positive role physical actiertyiex
plays in preventive health (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 1996).
Physical activity has been known to reduce risks of chronic diseases and intzease |
expectancy (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000a). There are health
outcome differences between light and vigorous physical activity. Whereasateoded
vigorous physical activity has been associated with lower mortalitisldight physical
activity has not (I. M. Lee & Paffenbarger, 2000). Other studies have found thedusg
physical activity is a protective factor against disease such as optwaat disease
(Sesso, Paffenbarger, & Lee, 2000). In addition, research further suggeatittsawho
engage in physical activities are also more apt to observe other positilth phactices
such as better diets (Blair, Jacobs, & Powell, 1985) , and less cigarette use{(Rla
1985; Pate, Heath, Dowda, & Trost, 1996). The reverse has also found to be true with
negative health practices, such as smoking reducing the likelihood of participating i
physical activities (Nagaya, Yoshida, Takahashi, & Kawai, 2007). As thigraimotion
strategy, exercise is infrequently used (Sohng, Sohng, & Yeom, 2002), a trend that is
even more pronounced in minority populations (Caspersen, Christenson, & Pollard, 1986;
Kandula & Lauderdale, 2005; U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000a).
Data drawn from the Healthy People 2010 indicates that African Ameriqams tiee

lowest exercise rates followed by Asian populations and American Indiaskaxi
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Natives. Whites report the highest rates of exercise among all sartipiedgroups
(U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000a).

Diversity in physical activity trends is also observable betweergerseration
and second generation immigrants. Studies have found that first generationamsnigr
are less likely to report leisure time physical activity when compar#tetr ethnic peers
born in the United States (Ham, et al., 2007; Wolin, Colditz, Stoddard, & Emmons,
2006). Research has also found physical activity heterogeneity amoray githilic
groups drawn from different geographic locations. For example, research among
American Latinos has found that physical activity varies by region ahqttam, et al.,
2007; Neighbors & Marquez, 2008).

Conceptualizing the meaning and benefits of physical activity also diffeosig
immigrant groups. Data from focus groups of older adults drawn from seven minority
groups Belza et al., (2004) found that people from the Philippines viewed exerarse as
offset to the high-fat American diet. Chinese, Korean, and Philippine respondents
considered exercise as vital in the aid of digestion. Chinese, Philippine, and \ésénam
respondents indicated that exercise was vital for blood circulation, while Latinos
considered it vital for mental health.

Acculturation, income, and education are significantly associated with physic
activity among immigrant groups. Acculturation measured with proxies suamgéste
language proficiency and age at immigration, increase immigrantgipation in
physical activities (Crespo, Smit, Carter-Pokras, & Andersen, 2001; Eversoneto,

& Ayala, 2004; Ham, et al., 2007; Wolin, et al., 2006). Education (Sohng, et al., 2002),
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chronic health conditions, and family support (Belza, et al., 2004) has also been
associated with physical activity.

In conclusion, minority populations are less likely to participate in physical
activities, and the concept of physical activity holds different meaningkfferent
cultural groups. However, this population’s placement in the manual labor sector could
preclude the fact that they do not engage in physical activity. Employméins settor
is often more physically demanding and may constitute some form of phydicayac
albeit not at the recommended levels. So while many do not report exercise, their dai

activities could constitute strenuous physical activity.

Cigarette smoking
Smoking is a leading cause of preventable mortality in the United States.

Cigarette smoking has been linked to cancers and diseases of the respiratory,
cardiovascular, and gastrointestinal systems (Fagerstrom, 2002). CurienaNdealth
Interview Survey (NHIS) data shows that 20.8% of adults 18 years and over ard curr
smokers (Centers for Disease Control, 2008a). Although smoking rates hanedlecl
between 1997-2007 (Centers for Disease Control, 2008a) prevalence rateshagh stil
Current Population Survey (CPS) data gathered in the late 1990s placed the national
smoking prevalence rate at 21.6% (Baluja, Park, & Myers, 2003). Cigarette smoking
varies by gender, education, age, and race and ethnicity (Centers for Qisaasé
2007).

National and community studies indicate variations in smoking both within
immigrant groups and between immigrants and the U.S.-born population (Ballja, et a

2003; Centers for Disease Control, 1992; Perez-Stable, et al., 2001). A study using CPS
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data found that smoking prevalence rates among U.S.-born respondents were close to
23% while among immigrants the rates were approximately 13% (Baluja, 20@8). In

the same sample, White-non-Hispanic immigrants reported the highestLGag%),
followed by Hispanic (13%) and Asian/Pacific Islanders (11.8%). Black nomaHis
immigrants reported the lowest smoking prevalence rates (Baluja, et al., 2003)
Variations have also been noted between first and second generation imnrguast g
(Centers for Disease Control, 1992; Perez-Stable, et al., 2001), with secoradigener
immigrants reporting higher smoking rates. These variations have been editibut

socio-cultural factors (Kandula, et al., 2004).

Alcohol consumption
Alcohol exacerbates many health conditions in the human body and is a leading

cause of life style death in America (Centers for Disease Control aneinfiom, 2008).
Alcohol consumption is related to long-term and short-term health risks, including
unintentional accidents, poisoning neurological disorders, and cancers. Excessive
drinking is used to refer to those who engage in heavy or binge drinking. Heavy drinkers
consume one or more drink per day on average (women) or two or more drinks per day
(men). Binge drinking is used to refer to those who consume four or more drinks a day
(women) or five or more drinks a day (men) (Centers for Disease Control, 2008b).
Distinct ethnic and nation of origin differences have been noted in alcohol
consumption patterns and rates (Dawson, 1998; Grant, et al., 2004). For instance,
immigrants consume alcohol at a significantly lower rate compared to hatie-
individuals. Data from the National Epidemiologic Survey on Alcohol and Related

Conditions (NESARC) indicates that Mexican and non-Hispanic White immignants
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a much lower risk of alcohol abuse and dependence compared to U.S.-born non-Hispanic
Whites. These trends are also similar within groups, with foreign born Mexicans
reporting lower risks of alcohol use when compared to U.S.-born Mexicans (Grant, et
2004). Such evidence and other anecdotal data would therefore seem to suggest a
cultural connection in alcohol consumption (Dawson, 1998). However, Gutmann,
(1999) cautions against stereotyping immigrant behaviors (in this case alcohol
consumption) based on ethnic or national origins and instead recommends maintaining
the focus on social, economic, and political factors.
Immigrants and wealth

Wealth accumulation in immigrant communities is determined by various factors
These include human capital characteristics, social capital, interaath financial
institutions, and adequate identification documentation. Most immigrants are active
participants in the U.S labor market with a desire to succeed financiglstr&egically
maximizing individual, family, and community resources, they seek to maxigtizens
on their human capital. Although a significant percentage of migrating populatiores
in the United States with limited skill sets, a substantial number are wekied, highly
trained, and bring with them several years of professional experiengsti&tahow that
immigrants are over represented on both ends of the educational and employment
continuum (Grieco, 2004). Compared to U.S natives and immigrants hailing from Mexico
and Central America, those who migrate from other parts of the world such as Europe
and Asia are much more likely to hold bachelor's and graduate degrees.

Americans access the health care system through employer provided iasuranc

and it is a well documented fact that immigrants are well represented in thet ¢abor
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market (Grieco, 2004). According to the Congressional Budget Office (GB@)04

one in every seven workers (approximately 21 million individuals) in the United States
were foreign-born, with 6.3 million of these estimated to be undocumented. It istpdoje
that the ratio of foreign-born to native worker will continue to increase as tlge bab
boomer generation exits the work force (CBO, 2005). Despite this fact, immsigrant
experience higher unemployment rates as compared to native-born Ameriapps, (C
Fortuny, & Fix, 2007) and are more likely to work at low-wage, temporary jobs
(Potocky-Tripodi, 2002), thus compromising their ability to access health carghhrou
the work place.

The unique policy, social, economic, and demographic circumstances immigrants
face make it imperative to understand their health behaviors and health outcomes over
time. The following chapter presents a review of the current healthuiteras it relates
to immigrants in the United States.

Income and assets

Two commonly used constructs in the study of health disparities are income and
assets. Sometimes used interchangeably, income and assets are two aistinct s
economic constructs that have different health outcome impacts (Deaton, 2002 Studie
have used income, socio-economic status, and assets to determine their mgdatiths
health outcomes (Pollack, et al., 2007; Ssewamala, Han, & Neilands, 2009). Health
outcomes such as morbidity and diminishing physical functioning are known to be
significantly negatively associated with these measures of economibeusdj (House,

Kessler, & Herzog, 1990; Kitagawa & Hauser, 1973; Menchik, 1993).
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Income is commonly defined as the summation of all earnings including wages,
interest payments, and profits. Indeed, the global community recognizes that an
individual's well-being is influenced by more than income (WHO, 2004). In health
studies, the construct is often operationalized as individual or household annual income.
Although income, both permanent and transient, remains a key determinant of mortality
still does not fully explain health disparities. Assets have been consideradra bet
measure of well-being, as compared to income. To this end, the researclogcpeutec
efforts into studying assets as opposed to income, as they relate to heatthasesse
defined as the accumulation of financial resources over one’s lifetime#8éey 1991)
with asset holdings exerting an impact on individual behavior and quality of life
(Sherraden, 1991).

A composite of income and assets is a better measure for health for several
reasons. First, the fluctuating nature of income makes it difficult to predicef
behavior and an individual’s security. The inadequacy of equating income to individual
well-being is further bolstered by Sherraden’s (1991) argument that &t efflassets on
the individual's welfare transcends consumption. He posits that in addition to the
immediate consumption benefits derived from the asset, individuals may begin to
experience and exhibit behavioral changes including the altering ohbfees as they
accumulate assets

Second, McDonough, Duncan, Williams & House (1997) argue that using
annual income may not adequately capture the full extent of lifetime resovadeble
to the individual as he/she makes lifetime health behavior decisions. To correc,for thi

their study uses a five-year average income to capture household incomeigslatili
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(McDonough, et al., 1997). Unlike income, assets are less likely to suffer ttis effe

life course events. The extended life course during which assets arailtedmmeans

that assets are less likely to suffer the effects of unexpecteddifésethat plague income
(Feinstein, 1993). This ability of accumulated assets to weather life courds sweh as
unexpected injury and loss of livelihood addresses some of the measurement problems
inherent in income. However, there have been documented exceptions to this rule, such
as in the case of severe illness or loss of employment that may leadgamdip into

their wealth reserves.

Although the study of income and asset differentials in health and mortality
continues to be a vibrant area of interest, discussion continues on the exact rtatare of
relationship. The most notable discussions revolve around the issues of reverse/ causalit
Endogenicity, and the moderator effect of income and assets on health outcomes and
disparities. There are two models that seek to explain the relationship ihstoe
economic status (SES) and health—the social causation and the social drift ¥gpothe
(Gallo & Matthews, 2003). The social causation hypothesis states that an incévidual
SES has a direct impact on health outcomes. SES therefore acts as a buffer agains
negative health outcomes; stated another way, SES facilitates positive healthesut
On the other hand, the social drift hypothesis attributes an individual’s soaial tetat
prevailing health conditions (Turner & Morton, 1967; Yen & Syme, 1999). For
example, poor health ultimately leads to lower earned income, more so if migevaili
health conditions adversely impact an individual’s ability engage in the labketmar
Poor health, therefore, detracts from an individual’s ability to ascend tleeesmmomic

ladder and in some cases causes drift down the rungs. Gallo & Matthews (20@B), fi
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that although social drift does offer an explanation to the health and wealth nexus, the
argument presented is insufficient to arrive at convincing argument for thenbgot

Some studies have shown a directional relationship between income and health
(House, et al., 1990; Kitagawa & Hauser, 1973; Menchik, 1993; Sloggett & Joshi, 1998).
Kitagawa & Hauser’s (1973) studies of 1960 data documented an inverse relationship
between income and mortality by age and gender. White males drawn frdgnuaits
with annual income levels of less than $2,000 reported an 80% higher mortality rate as
compared to those with incomes of $10,000 or more. Among comparable White women,
there was a 40% difference in mortality rates. Their research funtfieated that an
increase in age decreased mortality differences between low- anthéaghe earners.
For instance, the authors could not determine a relationship between family imambme a
mortality among White women 65 years and older (Kitagawa & Hauser, 1973).
Reverse causality

As noted above, there does not exist a simple causal relationship between income
and health outcomes (Deaton, 2002). Reverse causality, or selection as it is known in
public health literature, refers to the possible explanation that it is pdsalth
outcomes that determine individual resources and not the other way around. Foejnstanc
it would be logical to argue that poor health will cause one to reduce his/her contribution
to the workforce, thus resulting in lower income returns. Research has now lesthblis
that individuals that suffer from ill health are more likely to experience podills,
Bennett, & Gilson, 2008). Increased income allows individuals the resourcesge acce

preventive, curative, and rehabilitative services.

24



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

Endogenicity
Studies that look at the Endogenicity of wealth seek to evaluate the hypothesis

that wealth influences health outcomes while controlling for the possibility étisr

health also contributes to building wealth. For this reason, studies have used exogenous
shocks like non-earned income, such as inheritance and lottery winnings, and
investigated their impact on health. Meer, Miller & Rosen (2003), use data from the
Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID) and use inheritance and assditesdo
investigate the relationship between wealth and health. Several conclusierdraven

from this study. The study found that wealth increased more slowly among res{sonde
with poor health while those that reported illness in the course of the study adedimula
less wealth. Further, a small but statistically significant effeetezflth on health was
established. The study concludes that wealth does not exert an impact on health when
fluctuations occur in the short term (Meer, et al., 2003).

Other studies have found an association between non-earned income and health
(Gardner & Oswald, 2001; Gardner & Oswald, 2007). In a longitudinal Britisly stud
tracking lottery winners, Gardner & Oswald (2007) tested the associativedre
winnings and mental health. The study found that when compared to non-lottery winners
and small lottery winners, the mental health of medium-sized lottery wi(EE360-

120,000) improved over time.

Moderator effect
Income and wealth are not only directly associated with health outcomes but they

also act as a psychological buffer against the negative effects of tl-loeaihe

individual. Individuals with larger wealth reserves are less prone to ssessmciated
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with adverse life effects (Gallo & Matthews, 2003). Smith, Langa, Kabetb& U
(2005), found that respondents who had higher net worth were better protected from
the effects of a sudden disability.

As previously noted, as far as we know there is little in the literature that
documents the relationship between wealth and health within the immigrant community
in the United States. This study hopes to begin a dialogue in this area by providing a
starting point from which practitioners and researchers may begin to understand how
income and assets impact immigrants’ engagement in physical actigdyette

smoking, and alcohol consumption.
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CHAPTER 3
Health and Wealth Theories

This section presents the theoretical framework that was applied itutthys he
behavioral model of health services utilization for vulnerable populations was used to
frame the overall study and to help select control variables identified indfradre as
determinants of immigrant health behaviors. The asset effect model was \estchtalt
explain the relationship between assets and income on immigrant health. Fieally, t
model of acculturation was used in the construction of the language acculturatishevar
The behavioral model of health services utilization for vulnerable populations

The over arching framework of this study was drawn from a modified version of
the behavioral model of health services— ‘the behavioral model of health services use
for vulnerable populations’ (behavioral model) (Gelberg, et al., 2000). This conceptual
framework was first developed by Ronald Andersen in the late 1960s (Andersen, 1968,
1995). He developed the model to explain and measure health care access and
consequently shape health policies that created an environment within whickgamili
could more readily access care (Andersen, 1968). The model attributed healtbedare
a family’s inclination to seek care, the need for care, and factors théatadilor
impeded their ability to access care (Andersen, 1995).

The behavioral model states that the use of health care is a function of
predisposing, enabling, and need factors. Predisposing factors may be defirestas t
that point to a greater inclination to service use (Andersen, 1968). Past studieskdave us
variables such as demographic characteristics, social charac$easii health beliefs to

capture predisposing factors. Enabling factors are those that faalitempede access to
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services, such as health insurance, physical access to health care, atipcdaiaite,

and income. Need factors are characterized as an individual's discernntext béalth
care needs and physician recommendations for care. Components such asnphysici
referrals, current health needs, or a health crisis can be used to captufactbis One
of the strengths attributed to the behavioral model in policy research is itsanabfis
adjustable variables that allow the researcher to determine interventios thainivould
elicit behavioral change (Andersen, 1995). For instance, demographic and social
variables have low mutability, but health beliefs and enabling factors havermadd
high mutability, respectively. This means that health beliefs and enablingums sire
points around which practitioners can develop interventions. Further, unlike intrapersonal
theories (e.g. health belief model) that focus only on individual attributes asohetets
of health, the behavioral model captures environmental and institutional factorsssuc
social networks and social structures (Gehlert, 2006).

The behavioral model has undergone several modifications since it was originally
proposed in the 1960s. In the 1970s variables were added that recognized the importance
of the formal health care system in determining access. Also included in thesqgfha
alterations were variables that rated health services from a consumspeqbiee. In a
third phase of modifications, life style choices, such as diet and exercising, and
environmental systems, such as polity, were added (Andersen, 1995). In 2000 the
behavioral model for health services utilization for vulnerable populations wasplede
to include a vulnerable domain. Gelberg et al., (2000) hypothesized that the faator
contributed to a population’s vulnerability (in this case the homeless population) were

also apt to inform their health practices and health outcomes.
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The model has been applied in a number of immigrant and minority health studies
(Andersen, Harada, Chiu, & Makinodan, 1995; Atchinson & Gift, 1997; Kagotho & Tan,
2008; Leclere, Jensen, & Biddlecom, 1994; Shi, 1999). Atchinson and Gift (1997) used
predisposing, enabling, and need factors to determine individual self-ratedattial he
status among White, Hispanic, African-American, and Native American pamgathi
(1999), applied factors derived from the behavioral model to determine the expeimences
health care system across racial groups.

Assets effect model

Research has shown that asset holdings have an impact on psychological,
economic, and social outcomes (Sherraden, 1991). The assets effect model is based on
the premise that assets are best measured cumulatively over one’s like tals®
posits that asset effects transcend daily consumption, meaning that above and beyond
daily expenditures, assets provide individuals and families with other non-material
benefits. Sherraden (1991) theorizes a set of welfare effects that steasfetn
including the change in an individual’s orientation toward their future (p. 148) Need one
to be consistent with APA style. The accumulation of assets influences thptjperodé
what is possible in one’s future. Shobe and Page-Adams (2001), extend this discussion
by arguing that future orientation mediates other positive social and ecoogtcanes.
Assets give individuals the means to circumvent those structural barriecsuicht
otherwise impede their ability to dream about their future.

Studies that draw upon the asset effect theory have begun to show encouraging
health outcome results. A study conducted with HIV/AIDS orphans in Uganda shows the

positive effects assets have on preventative health (Ssewamala, Bhoeen, &
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Ismayilova, 2008). Youths receiving assets in the form of matched savings acecalints a
life skills, among other services, were found to exhibit a better perception of HIV
prevention methods as compared to those who received life skills only (Ssewamlala, e
2008). The promise of future economic security would therefore increaseaitery
leading to positive steps to improve life outcomes.
Acculturation models

Models that measure acculturation fall into two distinct groups: those that
measure acculturation in a linear fashion, and those that are multidimensiortatén na
(Cabassa, 2003; Cuellar, et al., 1995; Padilla, 1980). A linear acculturation model, also
referred to as a uni-dimensional model, is centered on the assumption that the
acculturation process occurs along a continuum. On this continuum, a decrease in one’s
competence in one culture corresponds to an increase in the competence of another
(Cabassa, 2003; Cuellar, et al., 1995). Critics of linear models such as the ARS®A s
that by measuring acculturation in a linear fashion, one assumes that an individual
community experiences acculturation on a continuous scale. In the case of tMAARS
for example, the model assumes that a person classified as Anglo Orientkar&8ibas
decreased Mexican cultural characteristics as compared to a persiffedas Very
Mexicano. This model therefore states that one has to lose Mexican cuéaorahts to
progress successfully along the continuum. Secondly, this model does not identify those
individuals who have characteristics derived from both cultures—that is Mexican and
Anglo culture. To address some of these issues, multidimensional acculturation models

have been developed.
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Multidimensional acculturation models on the other hand postulate that not only
does the individual acquire cultural traits from the culture they are in contadbwtithat
they also retain aspects of their own culture (Cabassa, 2003; Cuellar1 293].Padilla,
1980). An example of a multidimensional model is Padilla’s acculturation modklaPa
(1980) states that acculturation is driven by an individual's level of cultusieaess
and loyalty to their ethnic community. The stronger these two aspects amgrine
difficult it is to reconcile one’s culture with that of another.

To incorporate a multidimensional acculturation model, the current study drew
from the acculturation scale for Southeast Asians developed by Anderson et alirf1993)
the creation of the language acculturation variable. This variable méastegspondent’s
competency in both English and their native language. The resulting varialdd plac
respondents in one of four acculturation categories— integration, assimilation,

separation, or marginalization.

Study questions
This study investigated the role of wealth (income and assets) on health
behaviors. The following research questions were answered:
A. What arethe health characteristics of the PSID immigrant sample?
B. Doeswealth impact health behaviorsamong immigrants?
B.1 Higher income levels will increase the likelihood of engaging in leisure
time physical activity
B.2  Assets will increase the likelihood of engaging in recreational igathys

activity
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B.3 Higher income levels will increase the likelihood of smoking abstinence
B.4 Assets will increase the likelihood of smoking abstinence
B.5 Higher income levels will decrease the likelihood of alcohol consumption

B.6 Assets will decrease the likelihood of alcohol consumption
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CHAPTER 4
Methodology

The project utilized the Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID), a longitudinal
study of non-institutionalized United States householders. In addition to PSID, other
panel and longitudinal datasets appear in the literature, including the Survegroéinc
and Program Patrticipation (SIPP). SIPP is a panel study that gathenal seaves of
data within each panel. Each panel is collected over a forty-month period, @ach fr
different cohort of respondents. This is unlike PSID, which has followed the same
respondents since 1968. Further, the PSID allowed the study a greater timetsjpan wi
which to address the questions posed, at the time of data analysis the ddiéeavaila
spanned nine years (1997-2005). Although SIPP collects detailed information on health,
assets, and income, data pertaining to health behaviors is lacking includiatjoeate
physical activity, and smoking and drinking behaviors. Finally, because mbss of t
study’s variables of interest are collected in the topical modules, thdakaMy is not
consistently guaranteed throughout the SIPP data collection period. This is unlike the
PSID where the variables of interest are found in each wave of data colledtioa {ew
exceptions in the 1997 wave).

A noteworthy point in regard to the structure of the PSID is its design, which
results in an over sampling of low-income families and households. Due to the over
representation of low income and minority families weighting is used to emsurihe

results are able to be generalized to the entire population.
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Variable operationalization

Figure 1 Research model including independent, outcome and control variables

Population Characteristics Health behaviors
4 Predisposing \

Gender

Age

Marital status
Education
Region of birth

Enabling
Total taxable income
Assets
Education
Employment status. L 5
Cutrrent visa status
Language acculturation
Duration in the U.S.
Health insurance status

Light physical activity
Vigorous physical activity
Aleobol consumption
Cigarette Smoking

Need
Diagnosed chronic health
conditions
Self rated health status

\_ J

Outcome variables

The unit of analysis was the head of household (N=511) with a breakdown of
78% men and 22% womeno determine the relationship between accumulated wealth
and income on health behaviors, this study used recreational physical activity, smoking

and alcohol consumption as outcome variables.
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Physical activity This variable was created from questions that record the
frequency of engaging in light and vigorous physical activities. Coding of thélesria
was based on the American College of Sports Medicine and the American Heart
Association recommendations (Haskell & Lee, 2007). Respondents who engaged in
vigorous physical activity at least once a day or three times or morekanees coded
as vigorous physical activity=2 (high levels of vigorous activity). Those who edgag
vigorous physical activity less than three times a week were coded asuggdysical
activity =1 (lower levels of vigorous activity). Those who did not engage iricany of
vigorous physical activity were coded as 0.

Respondents who reported engaging in light physical activity daily or afileast
days a week were coded as light physical activity =2 (high levels ofdigtsical
activity). Those who engaged in light physical activity less than five @nvesek were
coded as light physical activity =1 (lower levels of light physical agjiwrhile those
who reported no light physical activity were coded as O.

Smokingvas coded as a dichotomous variable. Respondents who had never
smoked cigarettes in their lifetime and those who reported ever smokingteig)éng
did not currently smoke were coded as 0. Those who reported that they currentlg smoke
were coded as current smokers. Due to limited cell sizes the study was tanatglate a
four-level variable denoting those who had never smoked, those who had quit smoking,
those who had quit and relapsed, and finally, those who were current smokers.

Alcohol consumptiowas also coded as a dichotomous variable. Excessive
drinking is used to refer to those who engage in heavy or binge drinking. Heavy drinkers

consume one or more drink per day on average (women) or two or more drinks per day
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(men). Binge drinking is used to refer to those who consume 4 or more drinks a day
(women) or five or more drinks a day (men) (Centers for Disease Control, 2008l Due
small cell sizes, the study was unable to adhere to this classificationcire#tion of the
alcohol consumption variable. Those who reported that they drank alcohol (beer, wine,
liquor) were coded as 1 while those who indicated that they did consume alcohol were
coded as 0.
Independent variables

The assets and income variables were selected as the independent vamables. N
wealth with main home equity include@s a continuous variable a compilation of
houses and real estate, farms, businesses, vehicles, stocks, and cash accdahts.less
Net wealth (hereafter referred to as assets) was log transforméol skesvenesd.otal
taxable incomas the second independent variable was a compilation of earnings and
business profits as reported by the head of household and spouse. Due to skeweness in
the income variable, the study performed a log transformation that was sublseggsesht
in the multiple regression and longitudinal modes. It should be noted that it was possible
for respondents to declare negative assets and/or income. Negative income@nd ass
were converted to zero and a constant was added to allow for a log transforngifion. P
household income information does not include income information from individuals
who are not recognized as family members (Gouskova & Schoeni, 2007). We, however,
know that immigrants are likely to reside in households with extended family member
(Blank & Ramon, 1998) who would not be recognized as immediate family by the PSID.

Caution should therefore be used in interpreting these results, as households could be
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drawing in additional income from extended family/household members who are not
included in the calculation.
Control variables

Drawing from the behavioral model, the study controlled for the following
predisposing, enabling, and need characteristics. Predisposing charesiegkided
age, gender, marital status, education, and geographic region oEbattiing
characteristics were health insurance status, current employmueist stnd current
immigration status. Language acculturation and duration in thevek&used as proxies
for acculturation. The need characteristics included in the study were rhedical
diagnosed chronic health condition as a proxy for evaluated need, and self-rated healt
status as proxy for perceived health status.

Gendemwas coded as female=1 and male=0. Age as used in the study was a
continuous variable measured as the respondent’s age at last birthday. Maugalasa
collapsed into a dichotomous variable, with respondents who self identified asdmarrie
coded as 1, and those who identified as single/never married, and
divorced/widowed/separated coded as 0. Research has documented a positive rplationshi
between marital status and physical health (Murphy, Glaser, & Grundy, R8s,
Mirowsky, & Goldsteen, 1990), with married individuals more likely to experiencerlow
mortality rates as compared to their non-married counterparts. Yearscdton was
used as a continuous variable. However, due to the nature of the variable as it isghresent
by the PSID, those respondents who reported as having earned more than an
undergraduate college degree were coded as 17. Region of origin was collapsedento t

regions namely the Americas, South and East Asia, and “Other” (Europe and Central
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Asia, and Africa and the Middle East). Past studies looking at the generghfbogn
population have used these categorizations in their analysis. Although very broad in
nature, socio-cultural factors are often the reason behind these regionatatemsr
Health insurance was created from the variable that indicated the resfgndent

first mention of health insurance. The resulting dichotomous variable consisted of
respondents who mentioned any type of health insurance (employer provided, private
insurance, state provided insurance, veterans, and insurance provided by foreign
governments) coded as 1, and those who at first mention indicated that they did not have
any form of health insurance coded as 0. Past research has found health dgfetsst
comparing respondents with private health insurance verses those with pulbfic heal
insurance. Although the study differentiated between private and public healdmiresur
at the univariate level, the variable was dichotomized at the bivariate andanfatiée
levels.

Literature proposes a twofold relationship between employment and healthe O
one hand, employed respondents are known to engage in positive health behaviors (King,
et al., 2000)—a fact that could be attributed to the social support derived from one’s work
place. On the other hand, stress associated with the multiple social rde®leagative
health behavior. To investigate the relationship between employment and health
behaviors, a dichotomous employment status variable was created. Current eenploym
status was used to capture whether or not the head of household was currently @ngaged i
any income generating ventures. Respondents who indicated that they wemnéycur
working were coded as 1, all others— including those who were temporarily laid off,

unemployed, retired, home makers, and students—were coded as 0.
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As previously discussed, immigration status determines the type of semices
individual has access to. To capture these differences, a variable denotinactioé he
household’s immigration status was constructed to identify the respondentssatisa
Respondents were classified as being naturalized American citizgagyéemanent
residents or migrants. The two measures of acculturation were languagepeygfand
amount of time spent in the United States. Language proficesaged in the study was
a compilation of two sets of language questions, how well the respondent indicated that
they read and wrote in English, and how well the respondent rated their ability to read
and write in their native language. Drawing from the acculturation scakoigheast
Asians developed by Anderson et al. (1993), the study created a new language
acculturation variable that incorporated both English and native-languagge. #ilit
ordinal level variable was created by taking the median of the two sets ofdangua
variables. This was done in an attempt to capture the four dimensions of a bi-dinensiona
acculturation measure (Cuellar, et al., 1995). Respondents were identifiedwaoh) |
English high on native language also referred to as separated; 2) low proficiencly on bot
English and native language, also referred to as marginalized, ;3) high Englisim, low
native language, also referred to as assimilated; and 4) high on Englishiaad nat
language, or integrated. Duration in the United States, a continuous variabletedlcula
based on time in the United States from last entry, was the second variable used t
operationalize acculturation.

Self rated health stat{SRHS) was a likert scale variable that measured the
respondent’s rating of overall health. The scale responses run from 1 to 5 (Poor=1,

Fair=2, Good=3, Very good=4, Excellent=5). Due to small cell sizes the ‘poorfarid’
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categories were collapsed into one category. A variable measuring thieeace of a
medically diagnosed health condition was created to denote the need factor. dlble vari
was a compilation of eleven physical and mental health conditions, including stroke, high
blood pressure, diabetes, cancer, lung disease, heart attack, emotional protiatiss, a
asthma, mental loss, and learning disorders.

Other variables used in the descriptive and bivariate analysis, but not included in
the final longitudinal models, included race, living arrangements, number of individuals
in the household, and number of children in the household. Living arrangements was a
dichotomous variable with homeowners coded as 1 and renters and those who lived for
free coded as 0. All data used in the study was weighted using cross-$eatidna
longitudinal weights were applicable.

The structure of PSID

PSID was first collected in 1968 and data was collected annually until 1997 when
data collection became biennial. With the use of computer aided telephone surveys the
data follows a sample of individuals and their family units and focuses on
intergenerational wealth transfers. It poses questions that relate to dpmogr
economic, social, and psychological factors. By 2005, a total of 7,400 families were
surveyed—up from the 4,800 that were surveyed in 1968 when collection begun. The
PSID is a combination of two probability samples, a cross-sectional nationaesam
drawn from the Survey Research Center, and a sample of low-income famikesecbll
by the Census Bureau (Hill, 1992). Starting in 1990 the PSID stores data in sya file
cross-year individual level file consisting of an individual respondent’s ddectaa

from 1968 onward, and a single-year family level file consisting of family clallected
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in a specific year (Panel Study of Income Dynamics, n.d-b). Sincel1999 atynafjtine
data was collected through telephone interviews with the use of computer aided
instruments.

Variables selected for study were drawn from the family and the-geass
individual files. In 1997, PSID introduced a sample of nationally representative
immigrant households (Heeringa & Connor, 1999). This was done to make the PSID a
more representative dataset by including immigrant families who would wet ha
originally qualified for the original sample (Heeringa & Connor, 1999). Theria for
inclusion into the PSID were those families with heads of households who migiteted
1968 and who are not spouses of individuals who resided in the United States in 1968.
The sample was drawn from the Survey Research Center’s (SRC) 1990 samplewThe
sample consists of 511 immigrant families, 441 introduced in 1997 and 70 in 1999. With
the additional split of several families the 2005 final sample has a total of 578ramini
families (Gouskova, et al., 2008). Within the sample, 52.4% of the heads of households
self identify as Latino, 21.1% as Asian, 11.7% as White, 7.8% as Black, and 6.8% as
Other. Immigrant households are over sampled from areas with high ratesigfantm
households (Gouskova, et al., 2008). After weighting, the immigrant sample represents
7% of the PSID sample, which is the estimated percentage of immigrant houskeablds t
have migrated to the United States between 1968 to 1997 (Gouskova, et al., 2008). To
adjust for non-response and sample selection, weights are calculated and inclhded in t
PSID data files. The immigrant sample is weighted separately froooted®?SID sample
each year after which the two samples are combined. All univariate anite\aoss-

sectional analysis is weighted using the individual cross-sectional weigigeRe
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longitudinal weights, which are available for 1993-2005 panel years, were used in the
longitudinal analysis.
Subsetting data

As mentioned, the PSDI has enrolled a total of 572 immigrant families between 1997
and 2005. However, immigration information was only collected for those fanhéées t
were enrolled in 1997 and the re-contact families of 1999. As immigration chiestézte
are key to informing institutional interaction, this study opted to subset only those
individuals for whom this immigration information was available. This study, fitvere
analyzed information for those individuals who:

e were in the original 1997 and 1999 sample

e were heads of households in any of the subsequent study years

1997 to 2005 data were downloaded from the PSID web site for all immigrant
families, i.e, those families whose 1968 family ID number was between 3001-3511.

Due to attrition (death, moving out of household both permanently and temporarily,
ceasing to be head of household), family members other than the original head of
household (from whom immigration information was originally collected) could be
enrolled and interviewed as household head at subsequent time points by PSID. To
identify only those heads of household interviewed in 1997 and 1999, thereby creating a
baseline sample, a unique identifier for each individual (Immigrant ID) veased by
concatenating 1968 family ID and 1968 individual ID number (although the immigrant
sample was not included in PSID until the late nineties each family and individsia
assigned a unique 1968 family and individual ID number for easy identification). Taking

into consideration all heads of households interviewed at any point between 1997 and
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2005 resulted in a gross sample of 770 unique individuals, of which only 511 were
eligible for analysis.
Missing data

Multiple imputation in this study was conducted not only to handle item non response
but also sample attrition. To handle sample attrition thereby ensuring@esuffample
size, the study imputed the data of those respondents missing from each wave.
Individuals with 80% or more missing data are not included in the multiple imputation,
leading to the exclusion of 68 individuals. These 68 individuals were only included in
the years that they participated in the study. Through the course of theafres, 171
were coded as ‘mover out,’ that is, at one point or other they were coded as having
moved out of the family with their absence having been for a year or more. In 1999, 86
respondents had become non-responders. In addition, although four of the respondents
had moved out of the household, their absences had not been for a year or longer. In
2001, 103 had been missing for a year or more, with one respondent coded as
‘institutionalized’. In 2003, 109 of them had been out of the family for more than one
year and of these, 26 were coded as absent for the very first time sinemtbkirent in
the study. In 2005, one respondent was coded as ‘institutionalized,” with an additional
23 respondents missing from the study as first-time non-responders. Findlguga
their data was not missing—in the course of the study, 330 individuals were recorded as
being out of the home for duration of time that did not exceed one year.
Imputation

Using the imputation of chained equation (ICE) method in Stata cross-sectional

data were imputed. ICE uses all other variables in the dataset as presdittersissing

43



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

variables. In the current study, due to multicollinierity issues across tresytae

individual cross-sectional data were imputed and then a multiple imputation merge wa
done to consolidate all five waves. The data were imputed 10 times therelygyi)
individual implicate datasets. Rubin (1987) suggests creating between two and 10
imputed datasets. Data were not only imputed for missing variables but also for
respondents who were missing for no more than 80% of the study period. Whereas
multiple imputation strengthens analysis of data that are missing itadsselieral
documented drawbacks, studies have used multiple imputation and have found it to be a
credible mechanism for rectifying data that is missing at random (Rubin, 189§e5&
Graham, 2002). Multiple imputation is known to be a robust defense against departures
from normality. It generates unbiased estimates, even in instances wheraréeigh

rates of missing data (Wayman, 2003). On the other hand, multiple imputation has
several shortcomings including taking up a substantial amount of disk storage space,
more so in this case, where 10 separate imputed datasets were creatdgidisr ana
purposes. Second, several statistical analysis commonly used at the univanaatgebi

and multivariate levels are unavailable for use with imputed data. Imputed atevdaia
was compared with the original un-imputed dataset and the results were found to be
relatively similar.

In working with imputed data, Stata has the ability to combine the analyzed
results of all implicates, thereby producing a statistic that is hestsentative of the 10
implicates. This procedure was used to analyze the data at the univariatafd>evadi
cross-sectional levels. Due to the fact that the generalized lineardatentixed models

(GLLAMM) program in Stata is unable to analyze separate implicatepraddce a
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single statistics, individual implicates were analyzed and an average ajdfficients

and z scores were hand calculated. Further, because of Stata’s inabditutate

overall fit statistics and post-estimation statistics for bivariatssesectional, and
longitudinal models, individual implicates were analyzed and hand calculation used to
determine each model’s fit statistic.

To determine if there was indeed a difference between the results obtamed fr
the multiply imputed data as compared to listwise deletion models. To do this all the
univariate and longitudinal models were re-constructed using the originsétiataithe
univariate level the percentages were relatively comparable to thoséhizomultiply
imputed datasets. At the longitudinal level goodness of fit tests wereexkaesisall the
models fit the data well. The results at the longitudinal level differed tinose attained
from the imputed dataset. This is an indication that multiple imputation wasaecés
this analysis. With the exception of the 68 respondents who were excluded for having an
80% non response rate, multiple imputation allowed this study to retain infornfetton t
would have otherwise been lost thereby reducing the amount of bias that would have
been introduced had they been excluded from the analysis.

Data analysis

All data were weighted using cross-sectional and longitudinal weights, where
applicable. The MIM prefix was used in Stata commands so as to allow for the
calculation and combination of results from several imputed datasets. Univataie da
presented for all years (1997 to 2005). However, since not all variables of itdetest
study were asked in 1997 (health insurance, smoking, alcohol consumption, and vigorous

and light physical activity), at the bivariate level, logit and multinohoigit models were
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constructed to determine variable relationships. Multicollinearity diagisostithe cross-
sectional level determined that none of the predictor variables were higldiatedrto
each other.

Linearity diagnostics were run to investigate linearity in the models. To do this
the study obtained each model’s fitted values then re-fit the models includintpenly
outcome variable, the fitted value and its square. As none of the square terms were
significant non-linearity was refuted.

At the longitudinal level, generalized linear latent and mixed models (MMA
were constructed to determine the longitudinal impact of wealth on health behaviors.
GLLAMM was used to construct models with random effect estimators to datermi
change over time of the outcome variables. GLLAMM was selected forategasons
including the method'’s ability to construct longitudinal models that can handle
dichotomous and ordinal outcome variables. In addition, the method allows for a random
intercept model. Fitting a random intercept model takes into consideration data

heterogeneity, thus leading to less biased parameter estimates.
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CHAPTERS
Results

This chapter presents the study results in three major sections. Thecfimst se
introduces the PSID immigrant sample by analyzing non-imputed baseline itilorma
Baseline information is a composite of 1997 and 1999 data gathered at the point of entry
for every respondent. The second section consists of a presentation of univariate and
bivariate statistics of the 1997 to 2005 data. The final section consists of longitudinal
models constructed to establish the determinants of engaging in thedstacteealth

behaviors.

Immigration information at baseline
This section looks at the immigrant sample at baseline (1997 & 1999). The

baseline data presented in this section is raw data that has not undergondiptey mul
imputation. Weighted univariate statistics were run to determine the intioigra
characteristics of the baseline sample. Respondents ranged in age from a8 &bdye
with an average age of 40 years.. At baseline the sample consists of 78.2% male
respondents, with more than half the respondents currently married (65.6%) and 17.6%
never having married. The remaining 16.8% were widowed, divorced, or separated. On
average, respondents lived in households with 3.7 individuals. Those who reported non-
family household members lived with one to four individuals.

Although PSID immigrant data is not designed to be representative of the
individual ethnic and racial immigrant groups, baseline results indicate @ inyof
these data with current national numbers. Within the sample, 52.8% identifiedras Lat
21.1% as Asian, 11.7% as White, 7.8% as Black and 6.8% as Other. The Americas region

was the largest sending region (n=341), followed by East and Southern Asia (n=105)
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Other respondents hailed from Europe and Central Asia (n=31), Middle East (n=13),
Africa (n=10), and Oceania (n=1). Based on these nationality numbers it was not
surprising, therefore, that the largest sending country was Mexico (n=20gl)\wa#$i
followed by Cuba (n=26) and the Philippines (n=19).

Results indicate that the respondents did not engage in cyclical migration, with
92% of the sample currently in the country on their first migration trip. Approgignat
32% of the respondents were naturalized U.S. citizens. Of those who were not
naturalized, 77.5% planned on acquiring citizenship within a five-year period, 18.5%
had no plans of naturalizing, and 4% did not know. In addition, 47% indicated that they
were legal permanent residents, approximately 7% were undocumented, and 5% were
temporary residents. Economic immigrants are well represented in tipgesarth the
two most commonly cited reason for migration being work purposes (31%), and to seek a
better life and more opportunities (27.4%). Family reunification and persecutien wer
also cited (9.9% and 10.8% respectively) as migration reasons. Social netwagks wer
integral in explaining the sample’s migration experiences. When asked who was
primarily responsible for their migration into the United States, approxiyrz4&s cited
a relative and 12% a non-related individual. Thirty percent of the respondentsdeport
having no help migrating into the United States.

The foreign-born migrate with human capital received in other countries, and
some then proceed to supplement this capital with activities in the receiving céuntry
baseline, 23% reported having received their education in both the United States and in
foreign countries. Approximately 66% of the respondents reported receivihgiall

education outside of the United States with only 6% having received all their edupati
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the U.S. The average respondent had a less then high school education (M=10; SD
=25.8), with a range of no education to some graduate education.

Two variables were used as proxy for acculturation: duration in the United State
language acculturation. The average respondent had been in the United States
approximately 14 years (M= 13.8; SD=7.3) since their last migration trip. bard of
time reported on this current migration trip ranged from 1 to 39 years, with 18
respondents opting out of providing an answer to this question. In the construction of the
language acculturation variable, English and other language proficienalylea were
used. The variable means for English reading abilities were missing ®Reediihg? (M=
2.6; SD= 1.66) and writing (M= 2.88; SD=1.78). The variable mean for the “other
language” reading abilities were (M=1.35; SD=1.26) and “other writing”(I48&; SD=
1.32). The cumulative score of these two sets of variables was calculated \siitiiage
mean of 5.51 in English proficiency and 2.74 in the “other language” proficiency.
Integrated respondents had a mean English reading and writing score of oneesamd a m
score of 0.6 in both reading and writing in their “other language”. Assimilated
respondents reported “other language” reading scores of (M= 3.06; SD=1.37) and “other
language” writing scores of (M=3.255; SD= 1.52). Marginalized individuals regart
mean English reading and writing score of 4.3 and 4.6 respectively, and an “other
language” reading and writing mean score of 2.8 and 2.9, respectively. Sg¢¢parate
individuals had a mean English reading and writing score of 3.8 and 4.3, respectively,

and “other language” average scores of 0.8.
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Univariate Analysis of imputed data (1997-2005)
Table 1: Univariate analysis—variable description by year (1997-2005)

1997 1999 2001 2003 2005

Categorical % SE % SE % SE % SE % SE
variables
Gender

Male 78.30% 0.021 75.21% 0.024 76.15% 0.025 72.57% 0.026 75.02% 0.03

Female 21.70% 0.021 24.79% 0.024 23.85% 0.025 27.43% 0.026 24.98% 0.03
Marital status

Not married 36.12% 0.024 39.80% 0.025 39.68% 0.025 43.41% 0.025 46.18% 0.026

Married 63.88% 0.024 60.20% 0.025 60.32% 0.025 56.59% 0.025 53.82% 0.026
Race

White 11.18% 0.016 12.00% 0.018 15.12% 0.022 15.54% 0.029 14.88% 0.057

Asian 20.51% 0.020 19.31% 0.020 18.71% 0.021 19.09% 0.023 16.76% 0.028

Latino 55.47% 0.024 53.69% 0.026 53.06% 0.026 51.81% 0.028 56.07% 0.041

Other 12.83% 0.016 14.99% 0.019 13.11% 0.019 13.56% 0.024 12.28% 0.032
Health status

Poor 15.69% 0.018 24.48% 0.023 25.28% 0.026 26.50% 0.028 28.61% 0.031

Good 31.26% 0.023 30.33% 0.024 35.21% 0.026 31.79% 0.027 34.94% 0.034

Very good 25.25% 0.021 24.95% 0.023 21.65% 0.023 23.77% 0.023 18.15% 0.023

Excellent 27.80% 0.022 20.23% 0.022 17.86% 0.022 17.94% 0.022 18.29% 0.033
Health insurance

None N/A N/A  35.28% 0.026 32.41% 0.028 31.28% 0.027 29.38%  0.032

Employer 48.08%  0.027 51.18% 0.028 49.06% 0.030 46.65% 0.028

Other 16.64% 0.020 16.41% 0.023 19.66% 0.024 23.98% 0.029
Home ownership

No 60.60% 0.025 55.37% 0.026 48.41% 0.029 45.95% 0.029 44.14% 0.037

Yes 39.40% 0.025 44.63% 0.026 51.59% 0.029 54.05% 0.029 55.86% 0.037
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1997 1999 2001 2003 2005
Categorical % SE % SE % SE % SE % SE
variables
Employment
status
No 21.38% 0.021 20.85% 0.022 19.30% 0.021 19.79% 0.021 18.74% 0.022
Yes 78.62% 0.021 79.15% 0.022 80.70% 0.021 82.21% 0.021 81.26%  0.022
Diagnoses N/A N/A  6852% 0.025 62.74% 0.029 60.98% 0.03 55.44% 0.039
No 31.48%  0.025 37.26% 0.029 39.03% 0.03 44.56% 0.039
Yes
Smoking
Does not N/A N/A  85.18% 0.018 82.75% 0.241 81.15% 0.026 84.40% 0.213
smoke 14.82% 0.018 17.25% 0.241 1850% 0.026 15.59% 0.213
Current
Drinking N/A N/A
No 44.79%  0.027 43.85% 0.03 42.79% 0.03 47.94% 0.04
Yes 55.21%  0.027 56.15% 0.03 57.21% 0.03 52.06% 0.04
Light Physical N/A N/A
No 16.04% 0.020 23.42% 0.022 16.92% 0.02 35.84% 0.028
<5 days 34.43% 0.025 36.26% 0.026 47.51% 0.027 29.62% 0.025
5 days > 4953% 0.028 40.33% 0.026 35.57% 0.025 34.54% 0.027
Vigorous physical
No
< 3 days N/A N/A 51.47%  0.027 52.64% 0.026 54.95% 0.027 55.12% 0.027
3 days > 27.86%  0.023 2549% 0.022 26.26% 0.023 20.31% 0.022

20.66%  0.021 21.87% 0.022 18.82% 0.020 24.56%  0.022
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Continuous

Age, y
Education, y
Household size
Number of kids
Income $
Assets $

1997
%

40.19
10.42
3.74
1.49
34,795.6
N/A

SE

0.620
0.252
0.087
0.071
1945
N/A

1999

% SE
42.93 0.7
10.03 0.28
3.60 0.094
1.37 0.074

31,879.0 1902
88,152.2 21468

2001 2003

% SE % SE
44.90 0.69 46.97 0.72
10.62 0.310 10.40 0.28
3.56 0.117 3.47 0.112
1.37 0.082 1.30 0.081

43,767.0 5664 39,993.0 2836
156,377.0 58359 107,116.0 15542

2005

% SE
49.04 0.97
11.00 0.40
3.41 0.126
1.23 0.086

49,288.9 3566
173,569.0 17540
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Data was analyzed cross-sectionally from 1997 through 2005. This was done to
understand the distribution of the variables and the bivariate relationships between the
outcome and independent variables. There was a dramatic shift in the number of
respondents who reported not engaging in any light physical recreational altivity.

1999, 16% did not engage in any light recreational activity, while in 2005, 36% did not.
Fewer respondents engaged in vigorous recreational activities, as conodagled t
recreational activities. Approximately 50% of the respondents through all tuasvdid

not report any type of vigorous physical activity. Between 15% and 18% of the sample
were current smokers. In 2003, 42% were non-social drinkers, and in 2005 47% were
non-social drinkers.

The 1997 immigrant sample consisted of 441 individuals, 22% of whom were
women, and 64% of whom were married. The average respondent reported living in a
household with an average of 3.7 individuals and an average of 1.5 children. The mean
age in the 1997 sample was 40 years, with the average respondent not holding a high
school diploma holder (M=10.4 years). As in years to follow, Latino respondents made
up the bulk of the respondents (55%) with 20% Asian, 11% White, and 13% Other. Only
15% of the respondents rate their health as poor, and 31% rated their health as good.
Sixty one percent were either renters or live in their current residéardese. The
average head of household and wife income were $34,795.

With the inclusion of the 70 re-contact families, and the exclusion of some of the
chronic missing heads of households, the 1999 sample consisted of 452 individuals.
Twenty four percent of the head of households were women and in the entire sample 60%

were married. The mean age was 43 years old. The mean household consisted of 3.6
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individuals, with an average of 1.4 children. As in the previous year, the average
respondent did not have a high school diploma (M=10 years). Latino respondents made
up approximately 54% of the respondents, 19% self identified as Asian, 12 % as White,
and 15% as Other. In 1999, there was a slight increase in the number of homeowners.
Approximately 45% were homeowners while 55% were either renters or ivihgir
residence for free. Seventy nine percent of the respondents in 1999 were currently
employed. The median head of household and wife income was $31,879 and the median
family assets were $88,152.20.

Thirty five percent did not have any form of health insurance, while 48% had
employer-based insurance, and 17% reported some other form of insurance. Twenty four
percent of the sample reported poor health, and 31% reported one medically diagnosed
disease. Fifty seven percent had never smoked a cigarette, 27% were formes,samoke
approximately 15% were current smokers. More than half the sample reported alcohol
consumption (55%). Sixteen percent reported that they did not engage in any type of light
physical activity. However, 34% of the sample engaged in physical astieiie than
five times a week, while 50% reported activity at five or more times a.week
Approximately 21% reported engaging in vigorous physical activitieg tbr more times
a week, while 51% did not engage in vigorous physical activity at all.

The imputed 2001 to 2005 data sample remained consistent at 443 individuals with
24% women and 76% men. In 2001, as in past years, 60% remained in marital
relationships. Approximately 53% self identified as Latino, 19% as Asian, 13%his,
and 13% as Other. The average age was approximately 45 years. Mean educedtn gai

was 10.6 years. The average household contained 3.6 individuals, with 1.4 children on
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average per household. Approximately 52% indicated that they were homeowners while
48% lived in their residence for free. The median income was $43,767 while the median
household assets stood at $156,377.

There was a slight increase in the number or respondents who indicated employer-
provided insurance (51%). Thirty two percent did not have any health insurance, while
16% reported other forms of health insurance. Twenty five percent self cefoeie
health as poor, 35% as good, 22% as very good, and 18% as excellent. Sixty two percent
did not have any medically diagnosed conditions. There was a slight increase in the
number of current smokers from the previous year (17%), and 56% were current alcohol
consumers. Finally 23% did not engage in any light physical activity, while 40%geshga
in physical activity five or more times a week. Approximately 22% regquéeticipating
in vigorous physical activity three or more times a week, and 53% did not engaye in a
vigorous physical activity at all.

In 2003, the mean age was 46 years. The average household consisted of 3.4
individuals with an average of 1.3 children. Fifty six percent were curreatiyiad.

52% were Latino, 19% Asian, and 15% White. Fifty four percent were homeowners with

a median household income of $39,992.90 and median family assets of $107,116. Eighty
two percent of the respondents were currently employed, and 49% receilted hea
insurance through their employment. Within the sample, 31% did not have health
insurance while 26% reported poor health, and 39% reported having a medically
diagnosed condition. Nineteen percent were current smokers and 57% consumed alcohol.
Of the respondents, 36% engaged in light physical activity five or more timeska w

while 17% did not engage in any form of light physical activity. Approximately 18%
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reported vigorous physical activity three or more times a week, while 55% did @ofeeng
in any form of vigorous physical activity.

In 2005, 54% of the respondents were married. More than half were homeowners
(55%)—a slight increase from previous years. The median household income was
$49,288.90, and median family net wealth was $173,569. Employed respondents stood at
82%. There was a decrease in the number of respondents who indicated that they did not
have health insurance (29%). Approximately 47% received their health insén@nce
their employer. Twenty nine percent reported their health as poor, 35% as good, 18% as
very good, and 18% as excellent. There was a slight increase in the number of
respondents who indicated a diagnosed condition (44%). Within the sample, 15.5% were
current smokers, 28% were former smokers while 56% had never smoked.
Approximately 52% were current alcohol consumers. Finally 36% and 55% did not

engage in any form of light and vigorous PA respectively.
Bivariate Analysis (1999 and 2005)

This section presents bivariate information for 1999 and 2005. Data frothex years
may be found in the appendix section of this document.

Table 2: Bivariate analysis—association between light physicaitgaind study
variables (1999 and 2005)

Variable OR OR OR OR
t t t t
1999 2005
Lessthen5 5 days and more Lessthen5 5 days and
days days more
Gender 0.65 -099 1.28 0.64 0.80 -0.62 096 -0.13
(Male=0)
Age 0.98 -1.88 0.98 -1.54 0.98 -1.40 099 -0.24
Married 1.77 1.64 0.78 -0.78 1.14 0.49 1.0 0.01
(No=0)
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Employment status 2.40 2.37* 2.2 2.24* 1.03 0.09 144 0.99

(No=0)

Race
Asian 1.58 0.82 1.95 1.16 0.63 -0.87 0.66 -0.83
Latino 1.01 0.02 1.70 1.09 0.59 -1.17 056 -1.33
Other 0.63 -0.77 151 0.70 1.09 0.13 092 -0.14
(White=0)

Region of origin
S&E Asian 152 1.08 0.88 -0.33 1.08 0.23 1.19 0.54
Other 1.18 0.36 1.15 0.31 1.82 1.37 1.38 0.71
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.96 -2.16* 0.96 -2.20* | 0.98 -1.04 099 -0.43

Visa status
LPR 0.89 -0.33 0.95 -0.16 0.79 -0.71 055 -1.91
Migrants 0.79 -051 1.02 0.06 0.74 -0.68 0.73 -0.74
(Naturalized=0)

Language

Acculturation 0.86 -0.35 0.63 -1.14 0.97 -0.07 1.01 0.05
Marginalized 0.92 -0.15 1.02 0.04 0.72 -0.64 1.12 0.27
Assimilated 2.01 1.75 1.70 1.38 1.89 1.80 224  2.38*
Integrated
(separated =0)

Education 1.01 2.61** 1.05 1.73 1.07 2.31* 1.07 2.31*

Living arrangements
homeowner 225 257 114 0.44 1.35 1.06 144 1.35
(Renter/free=0)

Log income 1.14 2.32* 1.06 1.31 1.07 1.51 1.04 0.88
Log assets 1.173.5*** 1.05 1.5 1.04 134 1.04 1.42
Health insurance
Yes 1.37 0.95 1.25 0.73 1.66 1.77 145 1.27
(No=0)
Diagnosed medical
Yes 0.56 -1.76 0.47 -2.40* 0.73 -1.13 1.14 0.49
(No=0)
Health status
Good 3.36 2.95** 2.79 2.63** 1.28 0.73 1.07 0.20
Very good 241 1.95 3.69 3.23** | 1.79 1.54 1.42 0.91
Excellent 2.81 2.00* 3.56 2.61** 1.33 0.69 2.17 2.07

(poor/fair=0)

*<,05 **<.01 ***<.001 ****<.0001

Maximum-likelihood multinomial logit models and logistic models were
constructed to determine the relationship between the outcome variables and the
independent and control variables. Data presented here is from 1999 and 2005; data from
other waves can be found in the appendix.
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Bivariate analysis of light physical activity indicated that incomeasseéts employment
status, education, duration in the United States, diagnosed medical condition, and health
status were significantly related to light physical activity.

The odds of participating in low levels of light physical activity incrddsel.14
(t=2.32, p= 0.023) for each log unit increase in income and 1.17 (t=3.52, p= 0.001) for
each log unit increase in household assets. Respondents who were currently employed
were more likely to participate in both types of light physical activity. The ofids
participating in levels of light physical activity at or below four daygeak increased by
2.4, and the odds of participating five or more times a week were increased by 2.2.
Respondents who had been in the country for a longer duration of time were less likely to
participate in either form of light physical activity. The odds of pamiiiy in light
physical activity less than five times a week were increased by 0.261@+p= 0.031 &
t=-2.20, p= 0.028). Finally, respondents who rated their health as good, very good, and
excellent were more likely to participate in light physical atiési

Table 3: Bivariate analysis—association between vigorous physical activitytadg s
variables (1999 and 2005)

Variable OR t OR OR OR
t t t
1999
2005
Lessthen 3 3 days and more Less then 3 days and
days 3days more
Gender 1.05 0.18 1.03 0.09| 051 -1.53 0.78 -0.75
(Male=0)
Age 0.94 -4.9%* (.95 -3.9%%** 0.97 -1.97* 0.97 -2.30*
Married 0.79 -0.90 0.78 -0.88| 1.61 155 116 0.61
(No=0)
Employment status 3.58 3.6%*** 3.0 2.93** 3.2 2.61* 3.63 3.03*
(No=0) *
Race
Asian 0.69 -0.83 1.57 0.80| 0.46 -144 09 -0.18
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Latino 0.52 -1.64 1.12 0.22| 0.311 -2.55* 0.76 -0.54
Other 0.58 -1.19 1.33 0.50| 0.93 -0.11 0.97 -0.06
(White=0)

Region of origin
S&E Asian 1.19 0.56 1.26 0.69| 1.97 0.5 1.18 0.50
Other 2.06 1.89 0.56 -0.97| 3.67 3.27 1.11 0.23
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.94 -3.4*** 0.95 -2.35% 096 -2.17* 0.97 -1.42

Visa status
LPR 0.80 -0.76 0.91 -0.29| 056 -1.70 0.93 -0.23
Migrants 1.21 0.58 1.04 0.09| 0.69 -091 1.09 0.24
(Naturalized=0)

Language

Acculturation 0.36 -2.62** 0.41 -2.16*| 0.73 -0.65 054 -1.34
Marginalized 1.39 0.77 1.69 1.07| 1.66 098 1.0 0.02
Assimilated 1.64 1.67 1.59 1.45| 354 3.71* 175 181
Integrated *x
(separated =0)

Education 1.13 4.7#**  1.10 3.4k 1.13 3.6%%** 1.1 3.1*

Living

arrangements 0.97 0.23 0.88 0.23 1.7 1.7 14 1.14
homeowner
(Renter/free=0)

Log income 1.19 2.46* 1.07 1.5 1.2 166 1.14 1.63

Log assets 1.02 0.67 1.01 0.40 1.1 1.70 1.0 0.73

Health insurance
Yes 1.71 2.04* 1.24 0.74| 1.92 1.26 1.88 0.79
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical
Yes 0.38 -3.2*** 0.44 -2.56*| 0.88 -0.39 0.70 -1.22
(No=0)

Health status
Good 2.52 2.55* 1.44 0.88| 1.50 096 1.67 1.22
Very good 3.91 3.50*** 3.47 2.99* | 287 232 180 1.37
Excellent 435 3.6%** 278 2.46%| 2.49 1.92 2.68 2.10*
(poor/fair=0)

*< 05 **<.01 ***<.,001 ***<.0001
Bivariate analysis for vigorous physical activity indicated that empéoyratatus,

education, region of origin, duration in the United States, language acculturation, and self
evaluated and medically evaluated health status were significartlyiass with

vigorous physical activities. In 1999, an increase in income resulted in a highaobkkl

of participating in lower levels of vigorous physical activity. There was, haweae

significant relationship between assets and vigorous physical adtiviigth 1999 and
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2005, employed respondents were more likely to participate in both forms of vigorous
physical activity. The odds of participating in vigorous physical actimtygased by
approximately 3 for employed respondents. Similarly, across both yearstieauca
increased the likelihood of participating in vigorous physical activity9®91the odds

of vigorous physical activity increased by 1.13 and 1.1 while in 2005, the odds increased
by 1.13and 1.1. In 1999, a medically diagnosed condition resulted in a decreased
likelihood of participating in vigorous physical activities. On the other hand, a better
rating of health resulted in a higher likelihood of participating in vigorous gdlysi

activity.

Table 4: Bivariate analysis—association between cigarette smokingualydvariables
(1999 and 2005)

Variable OR OR
t t
1999 Cigarette 2005 Cigarette smoking
smoking
Gender Gender
(Male=0) 0.29 -2.63** (Male=0) 0.14 -2.18*
Age 0.97 -0.98 Age 0.99 -0.51
Married 1.24 0.72 Married 1.53 1.17
(No=0) (No=0)
Employment status 0.80 -0.66 Employment status 0.84 -0.49
(No=0) (No=0)
Race Race
Asian 1.17 0.30 Asian 1.41 0.40
Latino 1.38 0.70 Latino 1.56 0.57
Other 0.89 -0.21 Other 0.86 -0.16
(White=0) (White=0)
Region of origin Region of origin
S&E Asian 0.74 -0.79 S&E Asian 0.97 -0.06
Other 0.95 -0.13 Other 0.95 -0.10
(Americas=0) (Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.99 -0.47 Duration in US 1.00 0.03
Visa status Visa status
LPR 1.96 1.91* LPR 1.56 1.20
Migrants 275 2.49* Migrants 2.14 1.67
(Naturalized=0) (Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation Language Acculturation
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Marginalized 1.54 1.18 Marginalized 1.52 1.00
Assimilated 0.21 -2.01* Assimilated 0.89 -0.20
Integrated 0.71 -0.98 Integrated 1.05 0.13
(separated =0) (separated =0)

Education Education

Living arrangements Living arrangements

homeowner 0.59 -1.79 homeowner 0.70 -1.14
(Renter/free=0) (Renter/free=0)

Log income 1.12 Log income 1.51

1.06 1.1
Log assets -0.39 Log assets 0.99 -0.65
0.99

Health insurance Health insurance
Yes 0.64 -1.55 Yes 0.66 -1.27
(No=0) (No=0)

Diagnosed medical Diagnosed medical
Yes 1.04 0.14 Yes 0.93 -0.24
(No=0) (No=0)

Health status Health status
Good 1.17 0.40 Good 0.64 -1.12
Very good 0.84 -0.41 Very good 0.41 -1.72
Excellent 0.93 -0.16 Excellent 0.85 -0.37
(poor/fair=0) (poor/fair=0)

*<, 05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<,0001

Income and assets were not significantly associated with smoking. lBenate and
linguistically assimilated reduced the odds of cigarette smoking. In 1999 and 2905, t
odds of being a female smoker increased by 0.29 and 0.14 respectively. Legal
permanent residents and migrants were more likely to smoke cigaredecampared

to naturalized respondents.

Bivariate determinants of alcohol consumption included income and assets,
gender, age, employment status, and education attainment. In 1999, an increase in log
income and log household assets resulted in multiplied odds of alcohol consumption by
1.1 (t=3.19, p=0.002 & t=2.58, p= 0.010). In the 2005 data, the relationship was only

significant for the log of income but not log of assets (t=3.24, p= 0.002). Women were
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less likely to report alcohol consumption. The odds of reporting alcohol consumption

increased by 0.39 in 1999 and 0.44 in 2005.

Table 5: Bivariate analysis—association between alcohol consumption and study

variables (1999& 2005

Variable OR t OR
t
1999 2005
Alcohol Alcohol
consumption consumption
Gender 0.39 -3.24** | Gender 0.44 -2.33*
(Male=0) (Male=0)
Age 1.04 1.76| Age 1.07 2.53*
Married 15 1.79| Married 1.29 0.77
(No=0) (No=0)
Employment status 1.49 1.51| Employment status 1.84 2.05*
(No=0) (No=0)
Race Race
Asian 0.66 -1.01 Asian 0.98 -0.03
Latino 0.86 -0.42 Latino 0.66 -0.77
Other 1.00 0.01 Other 1.29 0.44
(White=0) (White=0)
Region of origin Region of origin
S&E Asian 0.76 -1.03 S&E Asian 1.04 0.14
Other 1.56 1.28 Other 1.26 0.62
(Americas=0) (Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.99 -0.13| Duration in US 0.98 -1.04
Visa status Visa status
LPR 1.03 0.13 LPR 1.04 0.14
Migrants 1.02 0.08 Migrants 0.83 -0.57
(Naturalized=0) (Naturalized=0)
Language Language
Acculturation 1.38 1.12| Acculturation 0.75 -0.90
Marginalized 1.59 1.25 Marginalized 1.53 1.03
Assimilated 1.79 2.35* Assimilated 1.61 1.87
Integrated Integrated
(separated =0) (separated =0)
Education 1.03 1.76 | Education 1.07 2.53*
Living arrangements Living arrangements
homeowner 1.77 2.67** | homeowner 1.0 0
(Renter/free=0) (Renter/free=0)
Log income 1.14 3.19** | Log income 1.18 3.24*
Log assets 1.07 2.58* | Log assets 1.02 1.01
Health insurance Health insurance
Yes 0.94 -0.28 Yes 1.30 1.13
(No=0) (No=0)
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Diagnosed medical

Diagnosed medical

Yes 0.68 -1.72 Yes 0.71 -1.39
(No=0) (No=0)

Health status Health status
Good 1.48 1.33 Good 1.66 1.83
Very good 1.27 0.79 Very good 2.42 2.40*
Excellent 1.89 1.96 Excellent 1.96 1.92
(poor/fair=0) (poor/fair=0)

*<,05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<,0001

Conclusion

The table below lists the independent and control variables that informed health

practices at the bivariate level.

Table 6: Bivariate conclusions

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of light physical activities

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of light physical activities

Higher household assets
Higher household income
Being employed

Higher education

Linguistic integration

Better self rated health status

Longer duration in the United States
Diagnosed medical condition

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of vigorous physical
activities

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of vigorous physical
activities

Increased household income
Being employed

Higher education

South & East Asian
Linguistic integration

Having health insurance
Better self rated health status

Latino

Longer duration in the United States
Linguistic marginalized

Diagnosed medical condition

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of alcohol consumption

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of alcohol consumption

Increased household assets
Increased household income
Higher age

Being employed

Better self rated health status

Being female

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of cigarette smoking

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood cigarette smoking
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Legal permanent residency Being female

Migrant Linguistic assimilation
Longitudinal analysis

To determine the relationship between wealth and immigrant health behaviors, the

study constructed a series of cross-sectional and longitudinal models, with head of
household and spouse taxable income/family assets as the two main independent
variables. Light physical activity, vigorous physical activity, alcohol aor#ion, and
cigarette smoking, were the outcome variables. As many variables were ifadilava
the 1997 dataset, cross-sectional models were only constructed from 1999 through2005.
To determine model fit, all individual implicate models were compared to a nullmode
A null model, or an intercept only model, fits a model where all parameters éoe se
zero, with the exception of the intercept. Goodness of fit tests were then used to
determine the data with the better fit—the null model or the model with parameters
included. In this study, the log likelihood of the null model was compared to the log
likelihood of the study model, and the difference was multiplied by two. A chi square

distribution table was then consulted to determine whether the result wdisaigni

Income and health behaviors
The likelihood ratiq(2 for the GLLAMM models, with light physical activity as

the outcome variable and household income as the independent variable, indicated that all
five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Respondents who did not engage in
light physical activity were modeled as the comparison group (light phgsitaty =0).

Table 7: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between income dnd lig
physical activity

Variable B OR Z B OR Z
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Less then 5 days 5 days and more

Log income -0.01 0.99 -0.20 -0.04 0.96 -0.99

Gender -0.31 0.73 -1.14 0.01 1.01 -0.22
(Male=0)

Age -0.04 0.96 -2.66** -0.04 0.96 -2.29*

Married 0.35 1.42 1.47 0.25 1.28 0.98
(No=0)

Employment status -0.79 0.45 -2.72*  -0.72 0.49 -2.32*
(No=0)

Education 0.01 1.01 0.56 -0.03 0.97 -1.08

Region of origin
S&E Asian 0.67 1.95 2.32* 0.51 1.67 1.65
Other 0.20 1.22 0.66 0.63 1.87 2.40**
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.00 1.00 -0.85 0.02 1.02 0.94

Visa status
LPR -0.05 0.96 -0.34 -0.25 0.77 -1.62
Migrants 0.06 1.07 0.13 -0.08 0.92 -0.21
(Naturalized=0)

Language Acculturation  -0.25 0.78 -0.83 -0.68 0.51 -2.90**
Marginalized
Assimilated 0.75 2.12 2.34* 0.57 1.77 2.22
Integrated 1.52 4.56 6.88*** 157 4.83 7.60%+**

(separated =0)
Health insurance

Yes 0.24 1.28 0.96 0.07 1.07 0.24
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical
Yes -0.08 0.92 -0.35 -0.09 0.92 -0.32
(No=0)

Health status
Good -0.15 0.86 -0.50 -0.07 0.93 -0.21
Very good 0.20 1.22 0.65 0.49 1.63 1.45
Excellent 0.60 1.82 142 1.14 3.11 3.05**
(poor/fair=0)

cons 3.15 3.00 3.55 3.41

*<,05*<.01 **<.001 ***<.0001

Log income was not significantly associated with light physicaviies. Older
immigrants, those who were employed, and those who were linguisticallynalagd
were less likely to participate in light physical activities. Asiarspeadents who were
both linguistically assimilated and integrated, and those in excellent heakmveore

likely to be physically active.
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Good health was associated with light physical activities. As previously
discussed, health behaviors are strongly linked to health outcomes. This modetsndicat
that individuals who rated their health as excellent were more likely to patgan
higher levels of light physical activities, when compared to those who rate theiadtin
as poor/fair. Holding all else in the model constant, the odds of participatigtn li
physical activities for five days or more increased by 3.1 for respondeatsated their
health as excellent as compared to those who rated their health as poor/fair.

Language acculturation was a significantly associated with lighiqalys
activities. Individuals who had high levels of English language capabiliges more
likely to report engaging in physical activities. When compared to respencizaed as
linguistically separated, linguistically assimilated, and lingcadly integrated,
respondents were more likely to participate in light physical activities.ofds of
participating in lower levels and higher levels of light physical agtintreased by 2.12
and 1.7 for those coded as assimilated and 4.6 and 4.8 for those coded as integrated. On
the other hand, not only was English proficiency a determinant of light physicatya
but so was knowledge of a respondent’s “other” language. Those who had lower levels of
English proficiency and lower levels of “other” language abilities werélilesdy to
report light physical activities. As compared to respondents coded as sephosed, t
coded as linguistically marginalized were less likely to engage ingloygical activity,
ceteris peribus. These results point to more than a mere ability to commumicate i
English, but also the ability to interact with different groups of people. For irmsttiec

inability of marginalized respondents to interact with both their native comyramak
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mainstream American society could explain why they are more vulnecalole
physical activities, as compared to separated respondents.

The second groups of models constructed in this series were those that
investigated the relationship between income and vigorous recreationalgblagsivty.
The likelihood ratiq(2 for the GLLAMM models, with vigorous physical activity as the
outcome variable and household income as the independent variable, indicated that all
five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Respondents who did not engage in
vigorous activities were modeled as the comparison group (vigorous physiigy act
=0).

Table 8: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between income and vigorous
physical activity

Variable § OR Z B OR Z

Less then 3 days 3 days and more

L og income 0.00 1.00 -0.12| 0.00 1.00 -0.07

Gender -1.67 0.19 -5.83**** | -0.91 0.40  -3.39***
(Male=0)

Age -0.02 0.98 -1.42| -0.02 0.98 -1.20

Married -0.54 0.58 -2.40* | -0.54 0.58 -2.10*
(No=0)

Employment status 0.81 2.25 1.95| 0.89 2.44 2.25*
(No=0)

Education -0.01 0.99 -0.45| -0.02 0.99 -0.66

Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.53 0.59 -2.44*% | -0.27 0.76 -1.33
Other 0.41 1.50 1.58| -0.20 0.82 -0.46
(Americas=0)

Duration in US -0.08 0.92 -5.39*** | -0.03 0.97 -2.29*

Visa status -0.71 0.49 -3.51*** | -0.58 0.56 -2.89
LPR -0.04 0.96 -0.23| 0.12 1.13 0.24
Migrants
(Naturalized=0)

Language Acculturation
Marginalized -1.34 0.26 -4.86*** | -1.20 0.30 -4.57
Assimilated 0.66 1.94 2.44* | 0.48 1.62 1.60
Integrated 0.72 2.06 3.56%** 0.84 2.32 3.69
(separated =0)
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Health insurance 0.37 1.44 1.35| 0.13 1.14 0.42
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.30 1.36 0.96| 0.19 1.21 0.69
(No=0)

Health status -0.15 0.86 -0.47| -0.21 0.81 -0.67
Good 0.05 1.05 0.12| -0.13 0.88 -0.35
Very good 0.70 2.02 1.69| 0.27 1.31 0.74
Excellent
(poor/fair=0)

cons 0.61 1.83 0.69| -0.12 0.89 -0.14

*<.05 **<.01 **<.001 ***<,0001

Log income was not significantly associated with vigorous physicaitses.
Gender, marital status, employment status, duration in the country, visa status, and
language were significantly associated with vigorous physical gctivie likelihood of
engaging in either form of vigorous physical activity was lower for lingaky
marginalized respondents but higher for integrated and assimilated respordshisy
all else constant in the model, when compared to separated respondents, the odds of
participating in lower levels and higher levels of vigorous physical &esvincreased by
0.26 and 0.30 for marginalized respondents, respectively.

The work setting demonstrated an interesting relationship with high recraati
physical activities. Respondents who were employed reported a higher likelihood of
participating in vigorous physical activities. Holding all else constatite model, when
compared to those who were un-employed, the odds of lower levels increase by 2 and
the odds of higher levels of physical activities increased by 2 for emplegpdndents.
Finally, gender also had an effect of determining whether a respondecippted in
high levels of recreational physical activity. When compared to maleréepts,

women were less likely to participate in vigorous physical activities.

68



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

The study constructed models to determine the relationship between alcohol
consumption and household income. The likelihood rétior the GLLAMM models,
with alcohol consumption as the outcome variable and household income as the
independent variable, indicated that all five implicates fit the data betteathell
model. Respondents who did not report alcohol consumption were modeled as the
comparison group.

Table 9: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between income and alcohol
consumption

Variable B OR Z
L og income 0.06 1.06 143
Gender -2.31 0.10 -8.77
(Male=0)
Age -0.04 0.96 -2.82*
Married 0.31 1.36 1.07
(No=0)
Employment status -0.69 0.50 -2.16*
(No=0)
Education 0.11 1.12 2.65**
Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.66 0.52 -4 4 2% rx*
Other -0.18 0.84 0.38
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.06 1.06 4.23****
Visa status
LPR 0.95 2.57 4, 43F***
Migrants 0.20 1.22 1.22

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized 0.68 1.96 3.08**
Assimilated 0.97 2.64 4.69%***
Integrated 1.94 6.98 8.31**
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.23 0.80 -1.01
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical -0.08 0.92 -0.32
(No=0)
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Health status

Good 0.05 1.05 0.20
Very good 0.06 1.06 0.11
Excellent 0.39 1.48 0.84
(poor/fair=0)

cons -0.29 -0.20

*<.05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<.0001

As previously discussed, alcohol consumption captured levels of social drinking
as opposed to levels of problem drinking, including heavy and binge drinking. The log of
income as in previous health behavior models was not a significant contributor to the
model. Women, older immigrants, those who were currently employed, and those who
were from South and East Asia were less likely to engage in social drinking.

Culture had an effect on social drinking. First, the study found that women were less
likely to report the consumption of alcoholic beverages—a fact that has beesuphgvi
well-documented in the literature. The odds of alcohol consumption increased by 0.1 for
women, ceteris peribus. These results are attributed to gender roles, witichusedy
determined. Culture as a significant factor was also evident in the nestutiging to

region of origin. Individuals from South and East Asia were less likely to consume
alcoholic beverages when compared to those from the Americas. The odds of alcoholic
consumption increased by 0.52 for South and East Asian respondents, holding all else in
the model constant.

Finally, each additional year in age resulted in a decrease in social drinking
Holding all else constant in the model, older respondents were less likely toneons
alcoholic beverages with the odds multiplied by 0.96 with each unit increase irFage (

2.82, p= 0.004).
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The final model in this series investigated the relationship between income and
cigarette smoking. The likelihood rat)tf)for the GLLAMM models, with cigarette
smoking as the outcome variable and household income as the independent variable,
indicated that all five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Non-ssnokee
modeled as the comparison group.

Table 10: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between income amdttega
smoking

Variable B OR Z
L og income 0.11 111 0.93
Gender -0.32 0.72 -1.51
(Male=0)
Age -0.03 0.97 -0.89
Married 0.74 2.10 1.73
(No=0)
Employment status 1.03 2.79 2.16*
(No=0)
Education -0.02 0.98 -0.26
Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.31 0.73 0.92
Other -0.21 0.81 -1.03
(Americas=0)
Duration in US -0.01 0.99 -2.73**
Visa status
LPR 0.33 1.40 1.11
Migrants 1.49 4.45 2.15*

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized 0.09 1.10 -0.02
Assimilated -2.39 0.09 -3.29%**
Integrated -1.53 0.22 -3.88****
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.61 0.54 -1.54
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.27 1.31 0.34
(No=0)

Health status
Good 0.50 1.64 0.56
Very good -0.37 0.69 -0.64
Excellent -0.25 0.78 -0.46
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(poor/fair=0)
cons -3.71 -1.40

*<.05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<.0001

As in the previous three models, income was not a significant predictor of
cigarette smoking for this sample. Duration in the United States, being liogliysti
assimilated and linguistically integrated were protective factoraistgsinoking.

Employed individuals and migrants were more likely to report cigarette sgoki

Culture was again a factor in cigarette smoking, as evidenced by the resfgondent
duration in the country and language acculturation. Respondents who had been in the
country longer, and had therefore had more chances to interact with mainstogsgtyy s
reported lower chances of smoking as compared to those who had more recestly arri
Holding all else constant in the model, each additional year in the Diaspoialiedithe
odds of smoking by 0.9. On the same vein, when compared to linguistically separated
immigrants, assimilated and integrated individuals were less likely to simoka.29,
p= 0.001 and z= -3.88, p= 0.0001), respectively. Due to their higher levels of English
proficiency, linguistically assimilated and linguistically intetgd individuals are more
likely to have opportunities for interaction with native-born Americans. Finaly, a
compared to naturalized citizens, migrants were more likely to repoentcwigarette
smoking. Holding all else constant in the model, the odds of current smoking increased
by 4.4 for migrants. One explanation for this result could be that naturalized<itize
have access to more resources, as compared to migrants, which could include smoking

cessation information and programs.
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In conclusion, this first series of models indicated that household income did not
significantly inform immigrant health behaviors. Some of the reasons posted ar
explored further in the following discussion section. Culture, language prafyciand
employment status were shown to significantly explain some of the varatio

recreational physical activity, alcohol consumption, and smoking.

Assets and health behaviors
The next series of models constructed were aimed at determining ttte effe

household assets had on the health behaviors of the foreign-born. As discussed
previously, the variable “assets” was a compilation of a household’'s net wealth
(including home equity) and was log transformed due to the original varfablies to

meet the assumptions of normality. The likelihood rgtior the GLLAMM models,

with light physical activity as the outcome variable and the log of houselsat$ &s

the independent variable, indicated that all five implicates fit the data thettea null
model. Respondents who did not engage in light physical activity were modeled as the
comparison group (light physical activity =0). Unlike household income, household
assets were significantly associated with light physical aesviti

Table 11: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between assets laind lig
physical activity

Variable B Z B Z
dsethen 5 days 5 days and more

L og assets 0.07 1.07 2.26* -0.01 0.99 -0.27

Gender -0.11 0.90 -0.11 019 1.21 0.87
(Male=0)

Age -0.04 0.96  -3.09** -0.03 0.97 -2.33**

Married 0.19 1.21 1.01 0.18 1.20 0.90
(No=0)

Employment status -0.77 0.46  -2.76** -0.71 0.49 -2.28*
(No=0)

Education 0.01 1.01 0.45 -0.03 0.97 -1.31
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Region of origin

S&E Asian -0.22 0.81 -0.80 -0.34 0.71 -1.26
Other 0.90 2.47 3.59%** 1.36 3.88 5.65%***
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.01 1.01 0.45 0.03 1.03 2.92%*
Visa status
LPR 0.52 1.68 2.57** 0.24 1.27 1.03
Migrants -0.39 0.67 -1.80 -0.61 0.54 -2.61**

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized 0.30 1.35 1.19 -0.18 0.83 -0.87
Assimilated 1.01 2.75 2.96** 0.78 2.18 2.35**
Integrated 199 7.31 8.27** 207 794 9.18
(separated =0)

Health insurance 0.24 1.27 1.00 0.14 1.15 0.59
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical -0.08 0.93 -0.18 -0.08 0.92 -0.15
(No=0)

Health status
Good -0.19 0.83 -0.60 -0.10 0.90 -0.33
Very good 0.21 1.24 0.68 0.53 1.69 1.53
Excellent 0.51 1.66 1.22 1.04 283 2.85**
(poor/fair=0)

cons 1.73 1.92 2.18 2.38**

*<.05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<.0001

Holding all else constant in the model, the odds of participating in lower levels of
light physical activity increased by 1.07 (z=2.26, p=0.02) for respondents with higher
family assets. The relationship between light physical activity and otimtrol variables
remained fairly similar to those found in the income model above, with the major
exceptions being duration in the United States and visa status. As in the previous model,
when investigating the determinants of light recreational physical tggctage was a
significant contributor. An increase in age was associated with lesatienes activity.
Holding all else constant in the model, each year increase in age idcieaselds of
physical activity increased by approximately 0.9 for lower and highelslefdéght

physical activities.Finally, respondents who were migrants were less likely to be
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physically active as compared to naturalized citizens. The odds of pantigipatight
physical activity three or more times a week increased by 0.54 for nagcateris
peribus. Again, these results could be attributed to the level or quality of resources
available to these groups of individuals.

The likelihood ratiq(2 for the GLLAMM models, with vigorous physical activity
as the outcome variable and the log of household assets as the independent variable,
indicated that all five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Respomdents
did not engage in vigorous activities were modeled as the comparison group (vigorous

physical activity =0).

Table 12: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between assets amabgigor
physical activity

Variable B OR Z B OR Z
dsethen 3 days 3 days and more

L og assets -0.02 0.98 -056 -0.04 0.96 -1.06

Gender -1.39 0.25  -3.03** -0.64 0.53 -1.43
(Male=0)

Age -0.03 0.97 -1.59 -0.02 0.98 -1.21

Married -0.46 0.63 -1.42  -0.43 0.65 -1.24
(No=0)

Employment status 0.88 241 1.70 0.99 2.68 2.01*
(No=0)

Education -0.03 0.97 -0.65 -0.04 0.96 -0.80

Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.34 0.71 -0.77 -0.09 0.92 -0.09
Other 056 1.74 0.94 -0.06 0.95 -0.25
(Americas=0)

Duration in US -0.10 0.91 -4.93**  -0.05 0.95 -2.52*

Visa status -
LPR -0.54 0.58 -1.58 -0.45 0.64 1.18
Migrants 0.06 1.06 0.01 0.16 1.17 0.26

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized -1.00 0.37 -2.86** -0.85 0.43 -2.60**
Assimilated 0.62 1.86 1.94* 041 1.50 1.26
Integrated 1.33 3.79 4.79%%* 1.48 4.38  4.63%***

(separated =0)
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Health insurance 0.39 1.48 1.15 0.16 1.18 0.50
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.37 1.44 1.17 0.20 1.22 0.75
(No=0)

Health status
Good -0.06 0.94 -0.07 -0.11 0.89 -0.23
Very good 0.16 1.17 0.44 -0.04 0.96 -0.01
Excellent 0.88 241 1.67 0.39 1.47 0.84
(poor/fair=0)

cons 1.20 1.35 0.61 0.70

*<05 **<.01 **<001 ****<.0001
Log assets were not significantly associated with engaging in vigorgasah

activity. Consistent with results from previous models, an individual’'s employment
status increased the likelihood of engaging in vigorous physical activigyresults
indicated that within the foreign-born population the odds of participating in high levels
of recreational physical activities at three times or more a weelagentdy
approximately 2.7. The effect of the workplace on health behavior is discussedlin detai
below with additional cross-sectional data presented to show why the workplaceeould b
an integral point of intervention. A second notable mention in this model was the
relationship between the outcome variable and duration of residence in the Uaiiésd St
The models indicated that the longer an individual reported residence in the United
States, the less likely they were to report participation in vigorous phygsitbaties.

The next series of models were constructed to determine the relationshiprbetwe
alcohol consumption and a household’s log assets. The likelihoog/*iche
GLLAMM models, with alcohol consumption as the outcome variable and assets as the
independent variable, indicated that all five implicates fit the data betteathell
model.

Table 13: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between assets ahdlalc
consumption

76

Variable B OR Z




Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

L og assets -0.01 0.99 -0.21
Gender -1.60 0.20  -5.94x***
(Male=0)
Age -0.04 0.96 -3.19%**
Married 0.54 1.71 2.00
(No=0)
Employment status -0.71 0.49 -2.66**
(No=0)
Education 0.11 1.12 3.59%**
Region of origin
S&E Asian -2.14 0.12 -9.70
Other -0.95 0.39 -3.61%**
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.01 1.01 0.55
Visa status
LPR 0.50 1.65 2.46**
Migrants 0.68 1.98 2.12*

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized 0.17 1.18 0.66
Assimilated 1.71 5.51  7.08****
Integrated 0.30 1.36 2.10*
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.10 0.90 -0.49
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical -0.17 0.84 -0.50
(No=0)

Health status
Good 0.05 1.05 0.20
Very good 0.12 1.13 0.38
Excellent 0.41 1.51 1.09
(poor/fair=0)

cons 1.68 1.61

*<05 **<.01 **<.001 ****<.0001

Assets were not a significant predictor to this model. Marriage, education, visa
status, and acculturation increased the likelihood of alcohol consumption. Being female,
older, employed, and from South and East Asia were protective factors. Cultame, as
institution, again demonstrated a relationship with being a social drinker, ascaddsy

the role played by gender, region of origin, and language acculturation in the model. The
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odds of drinking alcoholic beverages increased by 0.2 for female respondenits, ceter
peribus. This relationship can again be attributed to cultural expectations on the genders.
Immigrants from South and East Asia and those collapsed into the ‘Other’ catesgyery

less likely to consume alcohol when compared to immigrants from the Americase Thos
who had more interaction with mainstream America were more likely todesifiy as

social drinkers. Assimilated and integrated respondents were more likelysonce

alcoholic beverages when compared to respondents who were coded as linguisticall
separated.

A final interesting result from this model was the relationship between
employment status and alcohol consumption. Controlling for log household assets,
respondents who were employed were also less likely to report alcohol comsumpti
holding all else constant in the model (z=-2.66, p= 0.008).

The final model, constructed to determine the effect of log household assets on
the health behaviors of the foreign-born, was one to examine the effect ofoaissets
cigarette smoking. The likelihood ratidfor the GLLAMM models, with cigarette
smoking as the outcome variable and assets as the independent variable, indicalled tha
five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Log assets were igoifacant
contributor to this model. Being female and highly acculturated reduced the likelihood of
being a current smoker.

Table 14: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between assets arelteiga
smoking

Variable B OR Z

L og assets 0.00 1.00 -0.10
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Gender -1.42 0.24 -3.91%**
(Male=0)

Age -0.03 0.97 -1.69

Married 0.93 2.53 2.08*
(No=0)

Employment status 0.67 1.95 1.69
(No=0)

Education -0.03 0.97 -0.70

Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.56 0.57 -1.16
Other -0.87 0.42 -2.77*
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.08 1.08 2.06*

Visa status
LPR -0.28 0.76 -0.93
Migrants 0.83 2.30 2.17*

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized -0.40 0.67 -0.65
Assimilated -3.04 0.05 -5.33%***
Integrated -1.08 0.34 -2.73**
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.47 0.63 -1.43
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.25 1.29 0.51
(No=0)

Health status
Good 0.44 156 1.02
Very good -0.26 0.77 -0.58
Excellent -0.34 0.71 -0.65
(poor/fair=0)

Cons -3.02 -1.53

*<05 **<01 **<001 ***<.0001

Marriage, duration in the United States, and being a migrant all increased the odds
of ever having interacted with cigarettes. Protective factorsstgsinoking included
gender, age, and acculturation. The odds of being a current smoker were reduced for
women and for each additional year in age. Respondents coded as assimilated and

integrated were less likely to be current smokers. Holding all elseacomsithe model,
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the odds of cigarette smoking increased by 0.05 for assimilated respondents, and 0.34 for

integrated individuals.

Wealth and health behaviors
To determine the combined contribution of household wealth, new models were

constructed using a wealth construct—a composite of head of household and spouse
taxable income and assets. Not surprisingly, controlling for both income anddidsets
little to change the relationship between the outcome and other control variables.
Modeling the determinants of light recreational physical activity, ae&se in
household assets, a longer length of stay in the country, high English and ‘other’
language capabilities, and a better rating of one’s health all incréeseldances of
participating in physical activities. Respondents who were currently eathlapd again,
those who were linguistically integrated were all more likely to report @igor
recreational activities, even after controlling for both household income and household
assets. Social drinkers were more highly educated, had high proficiency imglishE
language, and were migrants. Women, those who were currently employed, and older
respondents were less likely to report consumption of alcoholic beverages., kiniléy
model investigating the effect of household wealth on cigarette smoking, those veho we
coded as linguistically integrated or assimilated were lesy likeleport cigarette use,
holding all else in the models constant.

The likelihood ratiq(2 for the GLLAMM maodels, with light physical activity as
the outcome variable and wealth as the independent construct, indicated that all five
implicates fit the data better then a null model. Income was not significaredmis alid

contribute significantly to the model.

80



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

Table 15: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between household wealth a
light physical activity

B OrR Z B OR Z
Variable Less then 5 days 5 days and more
Logincome -0.03 0.97 -054 | -005 0.95 -1.19
L og assets 0.07 1.07 235 | -0.01 0.99 -0.25
Gender -0.59 0.55 -1.80| -0.31 0.73 -0.75
Age -0.05 0.95 -3.14** | -0.04 0.96 -2.49*
Married 0.31 1.36 1.38 0.33 1.38 1.43
Employment status -0.86 0.42 -2.74** | -0.73 0.48 -2.19*
(No=0)
Education 0.01 1.01 0.57| -0.03 0.97 -1.15
Region of origin
S&E Asian -0.47 0.63 -2.47** | -0.59 0.55 -2.61**
Other 0.83 2.30 2.99* | 1.28 3.60 4.99
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.01 1.01 -0.35| 0.03 1.03 2.16*
Visa status
LPR 0.52 1.68 1.98* | 0.24 1.27 0.72
Migrants -1.36 0.26 -4.76*** | -157 0.21 -5.66****
(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation
Marginalized -1.04 0.35 -3.66*** | -1.50 0.22 -5.71*%**
Assimilated 0.31 1.36 1.26, 0.09 1.10 0.02
Integrated 149 445 7.50%** | 159 491 @ 7.96****
(separated =0)
Health insurance 0.22 1.25 091 0.14 1.5 0.56
(No=0)
Diagnosed medical 0.02 1.02 0.13| 0.01 1.01 0.13
(No=0)
Health status
Good -0.15 0.86 -0.47| -0.04 0.96 -0.03
Very good 0.20 1.22 0.52| 054 171 1.45
Excellent 0.51 1.67 124, 1.08 2.93 2.80
(poor/fair=0)
cons 2.82 2.82| 3.40 3.49

*<,05 **<.01 ***<.001 ****<.0001

Holding all else constant in the model, an increase in log assets resulted in an
increase in the likelihood of engaging in light physical activities. The oddsgabeng in
lower levels of light physical activity increased by 1.07 (z=2.35, p=0.02). Age,
employment status, being Asian, a migrant, and being linguistically nadizgad, all
decreased the odds of engaging in light physical activities. As in lighicahgstivity
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models, respondents who held a job were also more likely to report low activity levels.
The odds of lower levels and high levels of light physical activity incdelag®.42 and
0.48, respectively, holding all else constant in the model (z=-2.74, p=0.006 & z=-2.19,
p=0.03). When compared to those from the Americas, Asian respondents were less
likely to be physically active. The odds of lower and higher levels of physicakact
increased by 0.63 and 0.5 respectively, ceteris peribus. Migrants wer&edgswolireport
light physical activities when compared to naturalized citizens.

The likelihood ratiog for the GLLAMM models, with vigorous physical activity
as the outcome variable and wealth as the independent construct, indicateditteat all f
implicates fit the data better then a null model. Wealth was not a significanibatort to
the model. In this model, being employed and or being linguistically integrated
increased the odds of engaging in vigorous physical activity.

Table 16: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between household wealth a
vigorous physical activity

B OrR Z B OR Z

Variable Less then 3 days 3days and more
Logincome -0.01 0.99 -0.27| 0.00 1.00 -0.13
L og assets -0.02 0.98 -0.40| -0.03 0.97 -0.84
Gender -1.65 0.19 -4.20**** | -0.89 0.41 -2.27*
Age -0.03 0.97 -2.15* | -0.03 0.97 -1.64
Married -0.32 0.72 -1.01| -0.31 0.73 -0.81
Employment status 0.93 253 1.75] 1.01 274 2.00*

(No=0)
Education -0.02 0.98 -0.44| -0.03 0.97 -0.57
Region of origin

S&E Asian -0.03 0.97 -0.08| 0.22 1.24 0.83

Other 0.20 1.22 0.15| -0.42 0.66 -1.27

(Americas=0)
Duration in US -0.08 0.93  -3.20*** | -0.03 0.97 -1.08
Visa status

LPR -0.24 0.79 -0.48| -0.14 0.87 0.08

Migrants 0.18 1.20 0.56| 0.28 1.32 1.13

(Naturalized=0)
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Language Acculturation
Marginalized -1.35 0.26 -2.74* | -1.20 0.30 -2.62**
Assimilated 0.18 1.19 0.52| -0.02 0.98 0.25
Integrated 1.10 3.00 3.15%** 1.24 3.47  3.35%**
(separated =0)

Health insurance 0.40 1.49 1.07 0.17 1.8 0.46
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.46 1.59 1.24| 0.30 1.35 0.85
(No=0)

Health status
Good -0.10 0.90 -0.19| -0.17 0.84 -0.38
Very good 0.09 1.09 0.27| -0.11 0.90 -0.17
Excellent 0.78 2.19 148 0.29 1.34 0.68
(poor/fair=0)

cons 0.97 1.05| 0.32 0.35

*<, 05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<,0001

The likelihood ratiog for the GLLAMM models, with alcohol consumption as
the outcome variable and the composite income and assets as the independent variable,
indicated that all five implicates fit the data better then a null model.

Table 17: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between household wealth a
alcohol consumption

Variable B OR Z
L og income 0.06 1.06 1.63
L og assets 0.00 1.00 0.10
Gender -2.99 0.05 -11.4
(Male=0)
Age -0.04 0.96 -2.73**
Married 0.32 1.38 1.24
(No=0)
Employment status -0.77 0.46 -2.58**
(No=0)
Education 0.10 1.10 2.97**
Region of origin
S&E Asian -1.05 0.35 -4 56%***
Other -0.40 0.67 -2.61**
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.01 1.01 0.83
Visa status
LPR 0.63 1.87 2.87**
Migrants 0.43 1.53 1.52

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation
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Marginalized 1.83 6.22 7.31%***
Assimilated 1.36 3.91 4, 54****
Integrated 1.71 5.53 6.95%***
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.17 0.84 -0.73
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical -0.15 0.86 -0.44
(No=0)

Health status
Good 0.04 1.04 0.17
Very good 0.10 1.11 0.29
Excellent 0.40 1.50 0.93
(poor/fair=0)

Cons 0.25 1.29 0.19

*<.05 **< (01 ***<.001 ***<.0001

Household income and assets were not significant contributors to the model.
Education, being a legal permanent resident, and being acculturated all sh¢hease
likelihood of alcohol consumption. Being female, older, holding a job, and being Asian
decreased the odds of alcohol consumption. Each additional year in education resulted
in an increase in the likelihood of alcohol consumption (z=2.97, p=0.003).

Table 18: Longitudinal model predicting the relationship between household@asdets
cigarette smoking

Variable B OR Z

Log income 0.13 114 187

L og assets 0.00 1.00 -0.20

Gender -0.26 0.77 -1.18
(Male=0)

Age -0.03 0.97 -1.64

Married 0.78 2.17 1.70
(No=0)

Employment status 0.70 2.01 1.71
(No=0)

Education -0.04 0.96 -1.00

Region of origin
S&E Asian 0.29 1.33 1.38
Other 0.33 1.40 1.14
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.03 1.03 1.05
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Visa status
LPR 1.10 3.00 2.74%*
Migrants 1.55 473 3.22%**

(Naturalized=0)
Language Acculturation

Marginalized -0.88 0.41 -3.22%**
Assimilated -1.63 0.20 -3.76%***
Integrated -1.01 0.36 -4, 00****
(separated =0)

Health insurance -0.70 0.50 -1.90*
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical 0.37 1.44 0.96
(No=0)

Health status
Good 0.34 1.41 0.77
Very good -0.41 0.66 -0.88
Excellent -0.46 0.63 -0.87
(poor/fair=0)

Cons -5.12 -2.61**

*<.05 **<.01 ***<.001 ***<.0001

The likelihood ratiog for the GLLAMM models, with cigarette smoking as the
outcome variable and the composite income and assets as the independent variable,
indicated that all five implicates fit the data better then a null model. Weatmot a
significant contributor to the model. The odds of being a current smoker were luigher f
LPRs and migrants. Holding all else in the model constant, the odds of smoking increased
by 3 and 4.7 for LPRs and migrants. When compared to separated individuals, all others
were less likely to smoke.

The table below lists the independent and control variables that inform physical
activities, cigarette smoking, and alcohol consumption.

Table 19: Longitudinal model conclusions

Independent variablé Characteristics that increased the  Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of light physical activity likelihood of light physical
activity
Household income | ¢ South & East Asian e Increase age
¢ Linguistically assimilated ¢ Being employed
o Linguistically integrated e Linguistically marginalized
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Household assets

Household wealth

¢ Increased household assets

Longer duration in the United
States

Legal permanent residency

Linguistically assimilated

Linguistically integrated

Better self rated heath status

Increased household assets

e Longer duration in the United
States

¢ Linguistically integrated

o Better self rated health status

¢ Increase in age
¢ Being employed
¢ Migrant

e Increase in age

¢ Being employed status

e South & East Asian

e Migrant

e Linguistically marginalized

Independent variable

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of vigorous physical
activity

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of vigorous physical
activity

Household income

Household assets

Household wealth

e Being employed
¢ Linguistically assimilated
e Linguistically integrated

e Being employed
Linguistically integrated

¢ Being employed
Linguistically integrated

e Being female

e Being married

e South & East Asian

e Longer duration in the United
States

Legal permanent residency
e Linguistically marginalized

e Being female

e Longer duration in the United
States

e Linguistically marginalized

¢ Being female

e Higher age

e Longer duration in the United
States

e Linguistically marginalized

Independent variablg

v

Characteristics that increased the
likelihood of alcohol consumption

Characteristics that decreased the
likelihood of alcohol consumption

Household income

Household assets

¢ High education

e Longer duration in the United
States

Linguistically marginalized
Linguistically assimilated
Linguistically integrated

e Being married

Being female

Higher age

Being employed status
South & East Asian

Being female
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Household wealth

Higher education

Legal permanent residency
Migrant

Linguistically assimilated
Linguistically integrated

Higher education

Legal permanent residency
Migrant

Linguistically assimilated
Linguistically integrated

Higher age
Being employed
South & East Asian

Being female
Higher age

Being employed
South & East Asian

Independent variablg

Characteristics that increased the Characteristics that decreased the

likelihood of cigarette smoking likelihood of cigarette smoking

Household income

Household assets

Household wealth

e Being employed
¢ Migrant

Being married

Longer duration in the United
States

Migrant

Legal permanent residency
Migrant

Longer duration in the United
States
Linguistically assimilated

¢ Linguistically integrated

Being female
Linguistically assimilated
Linguistically integrated

Linguistically marginalized
Linguistically assimilated

¢ Linguistically integrated
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CHAPTER 6
Discussion

The first section of this discussion is dedicated to the first aim of thistdissery

describing and discussing the PSID immigrant sample

This section describes in detail the immigrant PSID sample and its pbtentia
contribution to the immigrant health literature. First, immigrant chaiatitey of

the PSID sample are compared to those of other national studies. Although some
limitations of the dataset are noted in this section, the study concludes that the
PSID is a relatively good source of immigrant data. Some major points brought
forward in this section include: Demographic characteristics such asigthnic
gender, marital status, and age are comparable to current nationatessténa
summary of these findings and their implications are discussed.

The distribution of visa composition in this sample differs from national figures,
with a smaller number of migrants sampled relative to what other national
estimates indicate. Despite this, visa status makes a substantial camtributi
health behaviors and these relationships are explored further in this section.
Univariate results indicate a lack of cyclical migration with this samntpe
consequences of which are discussed as they pertain to the U.S. health care

system.

The second stated aim of this study was to determine the relationship betwees incom

and assets and health behaviors. Past research has shown a relationship metween i

and assets and an individual's behavior. This could be due to lack of variability in the

income and asset variable. The longitudinal models indicated that assets were onl
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significant in their relationship with light physical activities. Teiady did not, however,

find any significance between household wealth and the other health behaviors. A
discussion of this follows below. The role of human capital (employment, education) and
social capital characteristics in the health decision-making precissalso explored in

this section. The major points discussed under this section include:

e The relationship between employment status and vigorous physical activity
and health insurance is discussed in length. Given the current policy
environment, the role of health insurance in affecting positive health outcomes
is addressed. As the current health and health insurance debate continues,
social work practitioners should work to ensure that the unique needs of this
population are not lost in policy deliberations.

Finally, the study extends the discussion of socio-cultural factors and health
behaviors among the foreign born population. Self-identified race and region ofasagin
used to make a case for the continued application of culturally appropriate interent
social work practice.

e Acculturation, and its benefits to health behavior, are discussed. Respondents who
have integrated and assimilated have better health practices. For instance
linguistically integrated respondents were more likely to engage in both light and
vigorous physical activity and less likely to smoke cigarettes. The vulhgralbi
immigrants who are separated from mainstream society was also evident

e The negative association between extended duration in the United States and

one’s participation in vigorous recreational activity is discussed. This disous
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also clarifies the somewhat conflicting results in the model betweenatueatd
language acculturation.
It is prudent to bear in mind that the sampling frame is not nationally represgntat

and therefore, the results presented cannot be generalized to immigrassgsiaer
country. However, as one of the few longitudinal studies, the findings from the #E5ID s
stand to make generous contributions to the immigrant health literature.
Describing the PSID immigration sample

Historical and geo-political factors have determined the ethnic constitutibe of
foreign-born population in the country. PSID immigrant sample ethnicity make-up is
comparable to current population estimates. U.S. Census data indicates that 53.3% of all
current immigrants hail from Latin America, 25% from Asia, and 13.7% from Eutope (
J. Larsen, 2004). Similarly, baseline (1997 and 1999) data drawn from the PSID
immigrant sample is comparable with 52.85% self-identifying as Latino, and 2h26%
Asian. Historical events dating back to the conquest of the Western and Southern
frontiers by White settlers in T&entury have, to some degree, helped shape the
composition of this population. On the Southwestern frontier, the annexing of Mexican
lands in the 1800s resulted in a Spanish-speaking minority, which consisted of groups
and families split on both sides of the U.S and Mexican borders. This necessitabgd fami
reunification programs. The situation was similar on the Western frontiere \three
Spanish, Chinese, and Japanese provided much-needed labor on the land, gold mines, and
railroads. Despite a string of restricted immigration policies diateurtailing the
growth of these populations, these groups continued to thrive and increase in number.

These openly discriminatory policies were justified by the Asian commanity’
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unwillingness to assimilate into the Eurocentric culture and their role neskpg wages
(Weissbrodt & Danielson, 2005). Acts such as the 1882, 1888, 1892, and 1902 Chinese
Exclusion Act sought to limit the numbers of people immigrating into the country and
their ability to seek U.S. citizenship (Timmer & Williams, 1998; Weissbfodt
Danielson, 2005). It was not until 1943 that Chinese immigrants were permitted to apply
for and gain United States citizenship (Weissbrodt & Danielson, 2005). In spite of al
these restrictions, it is estimated that approximately 150,000 Chineserantaigesided
in the country by 1950 (Moyers, 2003). The Diaspora has further been bolstered by
family reunifications programs made possible by current immigration esliEamily
reunification policies have historically been known to qualify as admissibMduodis,
who would otherwise not qualify for immigration into the country. Examples of such
policies include the Bracero program between Mexico and the United States (1942-1962),
which began as a guest worker program. The program was expanded over the years t
facilitate a family reunification program (Boyd, 1989).

Demographically, Latino and Asian immigrants differ on several factors. As the
fastest growing foreign born group, immigrants who self-identify as Latenoare
likely to hold lower educational attainment as compared to other groups from Entbpe a
Asia. They are also over represented in the ranks of the undocumented immigrant and
finally they are less likely to engage mainstream institutions sudtedmancial sector
(Rhine, Greene, & Toussaint-Comeau, 2006). Asian immigrants report bettér healt
outcomes as compared to Latino immigrants. They are also less likely to smoke and

consume alcoholic beverages. Results of this current studhporatethese findings.
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Respondents from South and East Asia were less likely to consume alcohol as compared
to their peers from the Americas.

Legal immigration status plays a pivotal role in facilitating accessrtoces. This
study classified respondents as either being naturalized citizengpéegeainent
residents and migrants. Approximately 32% of this sample was currently rzsdr&f
those who were not naturalized, 77.5% reported an intention to naturalize. These large
numbers of naturalized and wanting to naturalize respondents indicate the desire to
establish permanent residency in the United States, a fact that should be kelesighe
of services targeting the foreign-born. The true numbers of undocumented individuals i
this county are not adequately established. In the PSID sample approxirfatsd!f
identified as undocumented. This number is drastically lower then current national
numbers, which are estimated at 26% of the foreign-born population (Passel, Capps, &
Fix, 2004), with numerical estimates placing the undocumented population anywhere
from seven million to eleven million. National policies have historically detexchboth
the human capability, and the number of immigrants in the United States. Thesg police
not only inform the immigrant’s social, economic, and political characteyjdiid most
importantly, regulate the nature of service provision and utilization (Potbchgei,
2002). Examples of policies that regulate health service access forrdifflrgsification
of immigrants include the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Rectinailia
Act (PRWORA) of 1996 and the lllegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996. For instance, under the PRWORA, undocumented and
documented migrants are ineligible for health services that are open to U.S.ib@®s na

and naturalized citizens. Primary health practitioners are key in the dissiem of
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health information. Limiting the access that these groups have jeopaldizsdes that
are currently being made in improving health behaviors in the general publezaFe
policy mandates are not the only barriers to health care access foretiga-foorn—Ilocal
and state initiatives have also been known to do the same. Minimizing contact with heal
professionals greatly impedes access to crucial information neces#agycreation and
reinforcement of healthy life choices. National statistics show thaisaam of migrants
has continued to rise steadily over the years (with a slight dip after 2001). Tihis eve
growing number of foreign-born individuals with limited health access should be of
growing concern to the social work profession. Although discussion on service provision
for migrants, and more so for undocumented migrants, continues to be a political hot
button issue, practitioners should strive to keep debate around settlement policies—such
as those that govern health benefits—at the forefront, to ensure that these @upatati
adequately served.

Cyclical migration is well documented in the literature (Donato, Durand a&ddy,
1992; Tunali, 2000). Return migration was, however, not evident in this sample. Within
this current sample, 92% of the respondents indicated that they had been on their first
migration trip at the time of their baseline interview. Further, at baselinay#rage
respondent had been in the country for 13.8 years. National data indicates that in 2000,
44.5% of the foreign-born indicated that they had resided in the country 15 years or more
(Schmidley, 2000). The foreign-born population’s choice to remain in the United States
for longer durations is yet another indicator that their health should be an issue of
national concern. Several explanations are given for the lack of return migrdtese T

include current immigration laws and family and social reasons. Althouglctiestri
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migration policies are enacted so as to minimize movement to and from the-amimig
sending countries (Donato, et al., 1992), an unintended consequence is the lengthening of
the migration cycle (Angelucci, 2005). Studies have shown that restrictive liatiorg
policies—including those that tighten international borders—are only slightgtefé at
stemming the tide of in-migration (Donato, et al., 1992; Hanson, Robertson, &
Spilimbergo, 2002). These policies, in effect, make it cost prohibitive to travel back and
forth between nations of origin and the United States. Exorbitant costs related to
migration, including fees for migration, middle men such as coyotes and tea$ficnd
visa costs are all factored into the return migration decision. Extendedrsthgs
Diaspora are also attributed to family reasons. More so in the case ofchliter many
of whom migrate to re-unite with family. Migration trends flow into regionsrethe
existing social networks made up of family and community members exist. Kgolat
the majority of the foreign-born population is likely to remain in the United Statehe
long term should inform the profession’s intervention strategy where healthidrshare
concerned. The design and implementation of intervention services that he{pamisi
keep the positive health behaviors they bring with them from their home countries whi
cushioning them against poor health practices is imperative.

On average, the PSID respondents were between 40-49 years of age. The aging and
health literature constitutes a vibrant body of work. Age as it relates tt bealviors
and health disparities is well represented in the literature (Caritasguiati, 2004,
Scarinci, Beech, Kovach, & Bailey, 2003). The U.S. immigrant population has a higher
mean age as compared to the native-born U.S population. The older an immigrant is, the

more likely they are to remain separated from mainstream societyrdpetion. This
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separation is a double-edged sword, on the one hand buffering the older immigrant from
mainstream society’s poor health behaviors, but on the other hand, reducing ditgessibi
to pertinent health information. This is supported by this study’s findings, where a
controlling for factors including health status, age acted as a protedtioe dgainst
alcohol consumption but also resulted in a lower likelihood of engaging in physical
activities. Understanding the older adults’ immigration experiences andstiigng
physical, mental, and social ramifications is a significant element attempting to
address their unique heath needs. Although discussed in length elsewhere, it isitmporta
to briefly introduce issues of culture and behavior in this case as theytoelageolder
immigrant. Older adults who are first-generation immigrants are rikalg to have
immigrated in the United States after their childhood years. That saidyolis of
immigrants is more likely than not to hold onto traditional cultural practiceseThes
practices include health behaviors shaped by cultural norms that inform onegstiote
with their socio and geographic environment. Older adults, and more so those who are
linguistically separated, are therefore more likely to carry over andeatththe practice
of traditional, non-western forms of therapy (Shibusawa & Mui, 2008). Drawingdrom
evidence-based model, culturally sensitive interventions that employ thdgmnal
practices of health and well-being should be at the forefront of social wotlcprac
Finally, creating meaningful connections for older immigrant adults woujebanother
way to disseminate health information

The institution of marriage is another well-known health protective facher. T
support and economic stability drawn from these partnership have been shown to have

positive life impacts (Robles & Kiecolt-Glaser, 2003; Waite, 1995). Immigrtamid to
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report higher marital status when compared to native-born Americans (L.&nLars
2004). In 1999, approximately 60% of the sample in this study were married—a
percentage that was higher than the recorded national average of 56% in 1998,(Lugai
1998). In this study, respondents who were in marital unions had higher levels of
economic resources as compared to those who were single never marrieddtidowe
divorced or separated. In this study, however, marriage did not show any protective
health benefits. Controlling for assets, married respondents were moyddikeinsume
alcoholic beverages, and more likely to smoke cigarettes. Controlling ton@chey
were also less likely to participate in vigorous physical activitiesnacompared to their
unmarried peers.
Wealth and health behaviors

Economic reasons are a major factor in the decision to migrate. In this thieidyost
commonly cited reason for migration was for work (31%), and for the purposes of
seeking a better life for respondents and their families. Other immmjraties have
found similar results, thus creating a case for the argument that imisigiesire to
create an environment that would improve their abilities to establish economiaroots i
their new communities. The role of wealth in determining physical actiag/ w
investigated in this study. At the bivariate level, income and assets inforaidd he
behaviors. This effect, however, disappeared over time in the longitudinal models. The
non variation of both income and assets over time within and between the respondents is
one of the explanations offered to explain these results. The non-significancatbfiwe
the longitudinal models notwithstanding, the study can still make a case forsauigires

asset-building barriers to ensure positive health outcomes. The link between gdod healt
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and economic productivity should be an incentive used to encourage positive health
behaviors. Encouraging the foreign-born populations to adapt those behaviors that might
require expending resources should be understood in the context of an investment in their
economic well-being.

Past studies have identified income as a stronger predictor of health outcomes
compared to other human capital variables such as education (Stronks, van de Mheen,
van den Bos, & Mackenbach, 1997). There is also clear documentation of a significant
positive relationship between income, and assets and health both in the non-immigrant
and immigrant populations (Newbold & Danforth, 2003). Recent literature $sdbas
health decisions are affected differently by both income and assets. Iy #ostud
determine health insurance purchase, Bernard, Banthin, & Encinosa, (2009) foted grea
asset level disparities as compared to income disparities between tled iamsdithe
uninsured. At the bivariate level, income and assets were positively assodthateghtv
physical activities, and at the multivariate level, assets weraidicit predictor of
light physical activities. This study argues, therefore, that inconyenotebe a sufficient
gauge when trying to determine health behavior—in this case health insuran@seurch
(Bernard, et al., 2009). Income does not capture the true essences of housetyold utili
(Krieger, Williams, & Moss, 1997; Sherraden, 1991). Decisions as to how income is
allocated within households are uniquely different in immigrant verses non-iamhig
households.

Human capital and health behaviors
Human capital is known to inform life outcomes. Society invests in human capital

with the expectation of reaping future benefits. Characteristics suclueation explain
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some of the differences observed between immigrants and the native population
(Potocky-Tripodi, 2002). Research indicates that in both native-born and immigrant
communities, higher education is associated with better health decisioles gut
Glaeser, 2005; Samet, Howard, Coultas, & Skipper, 1992). Unlike native-born
populations, immigrants are not always in positions to exercise this human tapgal
full potential. For instance, immigrants are often unable to receive a comutensiurn
on education received outside of the United States. Immigrants often have to undergo re-
training to enable them to use their professional qualifications after migrabhere is
also evidence to suggest that variations in life outcomes may be further alttdothe
region in which the human capital in question is acquired (Friedberg, 2000). For instance,
research has found variability in the life outcomes of those immigrants who have
received their education abroad, as compared to peers who have garneredlpzrt or a
their education in the United States. Immigrants, and more so those that migréaéer
stage in life, are likely to have acquired education and skills training in cesiather
than the destination nation. This is also evident in the current sample where only 6% of
the immigrant population report receiving all their education in the UnitedsStat

At the bivariate level, higher education was associated with light and vigorous
physical activities, a finding that is also well supported in literatuneinferesting
finding related to education was that education was positively associatealeaihol
consumption. This finding could be attributed to the fact that the alcohol consumption
variable as coded in this study may be capturing social drinking as opposed to problem or
binge drinking. This could also explain why at the bivariate level, income, asmkts, a

employment status were all significantly associated with alcohol cqrtgamm
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In attempting to disaggregate findings related to employment, one needs teconsi
the unique factors that determine employment, or lack thereof, among immigrant
communities. Commonly cited reasons for unemployment in the general pubhgiaye
and illness, loss of employment, and lack of employable skills. In addition to these,
immigrants face unique barriers to employment that include lack of agequat
communication abilities and the inability to obtain legal work authorization.
Understanding who is employed and where is critical for several reas@tsh&aith
insurance in the United States is heavily tied to the work place. Second, financial
resources are key in determining health behaviors, including some forms ofphysic
activity, smoking, and drinking. In the current study, for instance, employpdmésnts
were more likely to report cigarette smoking and more likely to report vigorosscghy
activities. The study cites the availability of income required to enigatpese activities
as the main reason for this finding.

To further explore the employment and physical activity nexus analysis was
conducted to determine the occupations respondents were engaged in. Literature has
noted a decline in the number of Americans who engage in physically demanding
occupations (Brownson, Boehmer, & Luke, 2005). This sample was well represented in
occupations that would require physical labor. Following the U.S. Department of
Commerce and the Bureau of Census 1971 index 1997 to 2001 data yielded the following
results. From 1997 to 2001 the most reported occupations were professional and technical
(11.5%, 16% and 17% respectively), craftsmen (9%, 10.6%, 11.2% respectively), non
transportation operatives (21%, 10.6%, 10% respectively), and service workers (10%,

13%, 12.5% respectively). In 2003 and 2005 the PSID occupation codes were updated to
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reflect the 2000 census occupation index. Of those respondents who reported working for
money in 2002 and 2004 the most cited occupations were production related (12.6% and
11% respectively). Approximately 9% and 10% of the respondents reported working in
transportation and material moving occupations while 8.9% and 7% held jobs in building
and grounds maintenance. Those who reported working in farming, fishing or forestry
approximated 7.8% and 9% of the 2003, 2005 sample. This over representation in
physically intensive occupations could preclude the need for leisure timealhys

activities within this sample.

Drawing from the current study’s findings one interesting question renvalnyswas
this same group of respondents less likely to report participation in lightphys
activities but more likely to participate in vigorous physical actisitie

The questions as posed by the PSID for light physical activity and vigorousglhys
activity read:

e How often do you participate in light physical activity -- such as walking,

dancing, gardening, golfing, bowling, etc.?

e How often do you participate in vigorous physical activity or sports--such as

heavy housework, aerobics, running, swimming, or bicycling?

The inclusion of the key phrase “sports” in vigorous physical activity lihees
connotation of the need for structured and designated time frame within which to engage
in these activities. The activities listed under light physical a&sviticluding walking,
gardening, and bowling are less frequently associated with physicatyaciivis is in
contrast to sports and sports-like activities that considered exercisageagite

specifically undertaken to improve physical fithess (Caspersen, et al., 19853aitha
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two reasons are posited for the differences in light and vigorous physicaliestivitst,
setting aside structured time to engage in vigorous physical activitipsrts means that
respondents consciously apportioned time out of their schedules to perform these
activities. That said, respondents were therefore more likely to rdoati and for how
long they engaged in the activities. Second, as light physical activitiesswealking
and gardening may not have been viewed as having any long-term physicatpenefit
respondents may not consciously choose to undertake them as an exercise routine.
A third reason as to why employment status is a crucial factor in healtlt@sac
is the fact that more places of employment are taking on the initiative to preatta
programs on site. Analyzing information data available in the 1999 wave showed that
12% of the immigrant sample reported receiving some health information from their
places of employment. Work site physical and recreation are slowly begoommon
in organizations across the country. These work site initiatives go a long way in
encouraging physical activity among employees.
Health insurance and health behaviors
Health insurance in the United States is strongly tied to employment status.
Approximately 47% to 52% of the current sample accessed employer based health
insurance. Health insurance is a predictor of health behaviors and health outcomes.
Numerous studies have proven that health insurance improves health outcomes. Lack of
the same raises the likelihood of delayed care (Ayanian, Weissman, Schneider,
Ginsburg, & Zaslavsky, 2000; Hadley, 2007), thereby increasing mortality anddiorbi
risks. Health insurance coverage disparities may be attributed to lovwaargessed

health insurance and diminished Medicaid coverage among minority populations (Brown,
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et al., 2000). The rates of uninsured and underinsured Americans have continued to rise
over time. In the current study, approximately 29% to 35% individuals had no health
insurance at all. This number mirrors other studies that have found the number of
uninsured immigrants to stand at around 33% (DeNavas-Walt, Proctor, & Lee, 2006).
Current CDC statistics indicate that approximately 15% of the U.S. population was
uninsured in 2008.

As already discussed, immigrants are often concentrated in low-payingvgral aey
employment, and in some instances in the secondary labor marker. Relying on
employment-based insurance for all Americans, and more so this populationadeaves
large percentage of individuals with insufficient or no health insurance. Immsgaee
therefore at greater risk of not having sufficient health insurance cevetsn
compared to the general U.S. population. Given that this population is mostly ineligible
for government-funded health care makes them all the more susceptible to pthor heal
As this study has demonstrated, health insurance at the bivariate levighigicast
determinant of physical activity. Several reasons could be put forward torettpai
relationship, including access to health care providers. Continued efforts shouioréhere
be made to ensure that all segments of the population have access to some form of health
coverage that ensures constant contact with the health service providers.

Culture and health

Continued and extended contact with mainstream society results in a convergence of
behaviors of the foreign-born and U.S-born individuals. Language acculturation and visa
status results support the argument that extended contact with the native-borngropulat

results in a convergence of health behaviors towards those of native peers. Respondents
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who were coded as integrated were more likely to engage in healthy behaviodngc
physical activities and less cigarette smoking.

Holding all else constant in the models, results comparing naturalized resgondent
versus migrants and LPRs also show trends towards a healthy immigrantldféec
nature of the citizenship processes means that naturalized respondents diteeinooe
have been in the country longer when compared to LPRs and migrants. The naturalizati
process begins a minimum of three years after admission into the Unitesl Siaouses
of U.S. citizens are required to have resided in the country a minimum of three year
before embarking on the process. For all other immigrants, naturalizatiobegiayafter
five years. Data from the Office of Immigration Statistics ingisahat the median time
spent in the United States prior to naturalization in 2008 was nine years (J.R@®&,
2009). These findings are reflective of the PSID sample in that naturalized regponde
recorded the highest mean number of years since the last migration (16.9fgkavs)d
by LPRs (14 years), and finally migrants (8.8 years). Respondents who lusdi iesihe
country longer are therefore more likely to have health outcomes and behavitastsimi
those of U.S.-born natives and to be in poorer health as compared to those who have not
been in the country as long. In this study, migrants were less likely to padimpayht
physical activities when compared to individuals who had obtained U.S. citizenship
status. Migrants were also more likely to report cigarette use. In dowtrzeturalized
citizens, migrants are often at a disadvantage when attempting to acoestseaa
institutions as are culturally separated individuals.

Further, as already demonstrated in this study, less acculturated respaveteness

likely to participate in physical activity. Language proficiency ismmon measure of
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acculturation and has been found to be positively associated with interaction with the
health care system (Cuellar, et al., 1995; Majka & Mullan, 1992; Montgomery, 1996;
Nicassio, 1983; Padilla, 1980; Westermeyer, et al., 1990; Westermeyer & Her, 1996).
The ability to understand written and spoken language determines the quality of health
information individuals can access. Language proficiency determinessaodeoth

health care and health information. Respondents with a better grasp of the English
language experience higher confidence in navigating systems in thegnneanment.

In the current study, for example, linguistically integrated and assauifaspondents

were more likely to participate in physical activities and less likelynoke as compared

to those who were linguistically separated.

Acculturation is often associated with duration of time in the receiving sogitty
extended contact between cultures leading to alterations in practices afsl Balithis
study has documented respondents who were coded as assimilated and integrated were
more likely to report participation in recreational physical activitie®restingly
however, the study found a negative association between duration in the U.S. and
recreational activities controlling for all other variables. These firsdimgre noted both
at the bivariate and longitudinal levels pointing to the complex nature of the aatattur
process. This paradox can be explained by taking a closer look at the relationship
between time and the transmission of culture. Although individuals residing for longe
durations of time in the United States would be assumed to have integrated cuitsral tra
from mainstream society, research indicates otherwise. Time is but onentdrtlye
factors that determines acculturation. Determinants of acculturationflaleniced by

individual and social factors. Examples of these could include the individual’'s ooentati
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to both cultures and the level of autonomy to negotiation their interaction with the
mainstream culture (Berry, 2003). Examples of this paradox would be older adults,
refugees, who have been in the diaspora for long durations of time and yet are stil
identified as culturally separated. This would therefore explain why aivaeate level

in these data individuals who had resided in the country for longer durations of timme wer
not as likely to engage in recreational activities as their integratedsaimdilated peers.
Finally the finding that that longer duration is associated with lowercgzation in
recreational activities even after controlling for the acculturatidnstadicates that

these populations are more vulnerable to poor health practices as compared to recen
arrivals.

Across immigrant groups, gender and sex roles that differ from those of western
cultures inform health behaviors differently. For instance, women are lelgsttike
engage in physical activity compared to men (Trost, Owen, Bauman, Salirové,
2002). Minority women have been found to interact with the health care system less then
native-born women. As compared to women, foreign-born men are also more likely to
access health care institutions such as health insurance(Carrasquillo 2004}i The
results in this study mirror those previously found in the literature. Ficshem were
less likely to participate in physical activities. Reasons given ferdaparticipation in
physical activities include gender roles such as motherhood, language lesskie$
peers/role models who participate in physical activities (Evenson, Sawniarton,
Tawney, & Ammerman, 2002), and inaccessibility of physical activity ressurc
Minority women in particular cite the lack of culturally appropriate progras a barrier

to engaging in organized physical activity (Eyler, et al., 1998).
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The way in which female respondents conceptualized the physical activstyomse
may have informed these findings. Culture could have played a role in the irtiéopet
ascribed to the questions. Past studies have found a cultural component in the response to
physical activity questions. For instance, a study with minority women fouhththa
definition of what was considered physical activity broadened to include eydnsks
such as home making and work related activities (Eyler, et al., 1998). However, when
we look at the vigorous activity question, activities such as sports, heavy housework,
aerobics, running, swimming, or bicycling may be ones that are out of reach for women.
Bearing in mind that the PSID sample over samples low income familiestiastsuch
as golfing and bowling may be ones that are both socially and economically out of the
reach of many immigrant women. Also, as previously noted, activities gearadifothie
improvement of physical health are both structured and repetitive. Time cotssthae
to traditional gender roles, which include home making and care giving, could hamper
efforts to engage in them. Encouraging the formation of physical activitygpags
where women could encourage and motivate each other could help more women achieve
the recommended stipulations for physical activity.

Culture had an impact on the health behaviors of the foreign-born, with regional
variations found when explaining health behaviors. This study controlled for socio-
cultural factors by including the region of origin variable collapsed into tlategaries
namely the Americas, South and East Asia, and other regions. At the bivariate level
race variable was also included to help determine health behavior differerscksaM
anthropologists make a distinction between the western understanding of dmgkgise a

health (Kleinman, et al., 2006). Immigrants, more so those from societies where
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traditional healers and traditional therapies are still common pradticeyute different
meanings to the concepts of health and disease. For social workers, understanding the
client’s cultural background becomes imperative to our understanding of how they
conceptualize their health outcomes. It behooves the profession to seek out cultural
information in a bid to improve health and the health seeking process (Low, 1984).
Cultural differences were evident in this study. For example, while holdiogimand
assets constant in the model, respondents migrating from South and East Asiasvere le
likely to engage in light physical activities and less likely to consunwhalic

beverages. Several factors have been identified in explaining alcohol consuropigsm a
different cultural groups (Neff, Prihoda, & Hoppe, 1991). The variations thatieXistv
cultures have historically viewed alcoholic beverages and their consumptian ihir
mechanisms that have developed for its use and regulation (Makela, 1983). In
attempting a deconstruction of alcohol consumption, one should be mindful of the

cultural meanings attached to alcohol consumption (Makela, 1983).
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CHAPTER 7
Study Implications

This section presents implications drawn from the findings of this study.
Information is laid out in three sections, implications for social work prawéts,
implications for policy, and implications for researchers.

Implications for practice

Healy, (2008) rightly identifies international migration as one of the comgell
reasons for the advancement of cross-cultural training for social wotgrsugh most
research speaks of the concept of cultural competency in social work, it isitlyi's s
belief that cultural competency is a difficult concept to achieve. As medteandier,
culture is a complex and nuanced phenomenon. Given this, it would be naive for social
work professionals to claim competence in a culture that is not their own, and hence the
need to focus on developing cultural sensitivity in the field. To the nuanced nature of
culture, Boyle and Springer (2001) suggest that social work research should cantinue t
address the conceptualization of cultural sensitivity, and to develop evidende base
practice around the concept.

Schools of Social Work accredited by Council on Social Work Education
(CSWE) are required to integrate cultural sensitivity training in theirseowork and
field education programs. The National Association of Social Worker (NASW)d=rssi
cultural sensitivity an integral ethical requirement for social work m&clihe increased
efficacy of practitioners who share a cultural background with theirtslis well
documented in the social work and health literature. Given this, and with the ever

increasing diversity of immigrants, social work schools and programs showikelact

108



Running Head: IMMIGRANT HEALTH BEHAVIORS

recruit from these communities to bolster diversity within the helping profedsrom a
practitioner’s perspective, the cultural implications of health behaviorsssisd above
should be considered in the design of health programs to ensure that immigrant groups
are adequately served.

Due to the differences in the conceptualization of illness and disease across
cultures, programs are needed to assist immigrants in better understapdirggtern
medical model. This would then increase their ability to be stronger advacates i
interaction with the health profession. In the same vein, efficacy studies dezlriee
create evidence-based practice based on traditional methods of healthldveingel
Acculturation is a factor in health behavior. Increased contact with native-born
Americans has been shown to increase the chances of behavior changes. Health
promotion strategies should make a concerted effort towards reaching ottitaligul
marginalized and separated individuals. Innovative programs such as PHIJdEL, S
which fosters social engagement for immigrants through civic engagesheotd be
replicated across the nation.

Resource limitations that plague the social welfare provision systenugeetle
ability to provide culturally relevant health services to every single cutjuwap that
walks into our practices. Various disciplines, including health, geography, anthrppolog
public health, and sociology have determined that place and space are highdyezbrre
with health outcomes and health behavior. Geographic trends in health have been
attributed to cultural, economic, political, and historic factors (Tunstall, Skdorling,
2004). Although data limitations in this study greatly informed the geoqabliegions

under which respondents were categorized, it is still safe to presume seabtbad
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categorizations capture some homogeneity in the socio-cultural, economic iéindlpol
make up of these environments. Low (1984) argues that the diffusion theory could in
itself be applied in our profession to make generalizations of health beliefs atickgrac
of individuals and groups who hail similar from these geo-political regionsudfi has
been defined as the propagation of new ideas to members within a social Rcgens,(
2004). Macdonald (1992) identifies the change agent as an integral part in therdiffus
process. Social work and health practitioners who work with immigrant comesuniti
should therefore be prepared to act as cultural brokers between organizatideseagi
and offer health promotion services and communities that seek to access them.

Data from 1999 indicated that 12% of the respondents received health promotion
information from their work sites. In the same year, 79% indicated that theyimgome
form of formal employment. Channels through which immigrants can acceds healt
promotion information should be expanded to include the work place.

Migration research has shown that migration trips are facilitated by prgvious
established networks (Donato, et al., 1992). Within the current sample, 68% indicated
that a relative and or non-relative was primarily responsible for helpihgwgrate.
Social networks have predominated migration literature from the 1960s, when social
scientists studied the role played by kin in chain migrations (Boyd, 1989). Social
networks are maintained by reciprocity and obligations fostered betweemthog$est
receive support and other network members. The use of social networks aftéomigra
provides a form of coping mechanism helping incoming immigrants cope with life

stressors. Social work practitioners interested in impacting health behamong
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recently arrived immigrants should work within network resources alreadyogedetind
available within existing immigrant communities.

Not only could practitioners impact health outcomes among already arrived
immigrants, but the potential exists for trans-national health promotion programs.
Immigrant networks are trans-national communities that operate acrossski@roiees,

1997). The cyclic nature of migration necessitates the maintaining of tm@sections in
sending countries. These connections become necessary as migrants seek to ensure the
continuation of their social and psychological connection to family membelslkafid
(Guilmoto, 1998). The efficacy of peer education programs are well documented (Molly,
1992). Creating programs that target communities that are known to be migrant sending
would reinforce the importance of maintaining healthy behaviors.

Physical inactivity is highly associated with chronic health conditions thalt ie
high health care costs (Garrett, Brasure, Schmitz, Schultz, & Huber, 20043%aithat
however, individuals do not always take professionals’ recommendations to engage in
physical activity (Williams, Hendry, France, Lewis, & Wilkinson, 2007). Is gtudy,
women were found to be less likely to participate in vigorous physical activigng
the reasons identified in literature is the lack of role models or peer support. To
encourage women immigrants—more so those who are separated or marginalized—to
participate in physical activities, programs could take advantage of tla isetworks
within which women function. Services targeting the immigrant population could
therefore utilize already existing social networks to encourage patitbecipa physical

activities.
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Culturally and medically appropriate programs that target and encourageaphys
activity should be considered. Involving the community in organizing and developing
physical activity routines and programs would go a long way towards encayrag
greater participation, more so from those individuals who are well-connected taralcult
social group. Geo-spatial factors as they relate to gyms and otherdagilitere physical
activity is conducted should also be a key consideration when encouraging intmigra
communities to pursue these activities. Proximity of physical actvtgtions to
individuals increases the likelihood of participating in physical activityNOCohen, et
al., 2007; Kaczynski & Henderson, 2007). Facilities that target immigrants should be
therefore locate themselves in and around areas where these communitisgatengre
Facilities should also be architecturally designed in ways that makecthrasacive and
easy to navigate.

The study found that from a longitudinal perspective assets were positively
associated with physical activity. Immigrants face great bartteasset accumulation in
the United States. Financial intermediaries facilitate the relatjpth&tween savers and
borrowers and the finance market. Krahnen & Schmidt (1994) define financial
intermediaries as organizations that administer savings and investmes,tcpdetit
facilities, checking services, and other banking services. This definition inatepor
financial intermediaries that negotiate and facilitate relationshipgelkatbanking
organizations and their clientele. These include depository institutions, non-bank
institutions such as pension funds and mutual funds, and privately held assets such as
stocks and bonds (Allen & Santomero, 1999). Inaccessibility to these institutions

influences the ability to accumulate assets among the immigrant populatiofredéral
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Reserve Bank of Chicago estimates that compared to 18% of un-banked U.S natives,
36% within the immigrant community are un-banked. Of these, recently arrived
immigrants are more likely to be un-banked. Noting these service discrepéineiesial
institutions have come a long way in their attempts to redress service gaps inadhtym
community. These include working with community and private organizations te creat
products that cater to the un-banked and under-banked populations. Multilingual front
office staff, translated bank literature, and transnational bank accounts aranwaych
the immigrant community has specifically benefited from this alter@dpoint in
banking. However, even with these accomplishments there remains a disproportionat
percentage of un-banked individuals among the immigrant community. There is the need
to work within immigrant networks not only to disseminate information on banking
products but also to determine services offered.

Finally, the recent economic downturn has resulted in the closure of community
and non-for profit health facilities that have historically provided seryaraesnder-
served populations including immigrants (CBS Broadcasting Inc., 2009;
Kaisernetwork.org, 2009). These populations should not be overlooked when funding
once again becomes available for these services and programs.
Implications for policy

Although not a significant contributor to the longitudinal model, health insurance
was significant at the bivariate level. As the current health and healthnosutabate
transpires, social workers in the policy arena should keep immigrant healtmaesura
issues at the forefront. Any policy that would explicitly exclude a substantidderuoh

American residents (as was the case with the PRWORA) will do a dssénvihe
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strides made in this nation’s health outcomes. The multifaceted nature ofuhis iss
necessitates the formation of coalitions that would cut across professitmat, and
socio-economic lines. Only multi-sectorial community and national coalituousd
carry the mandate required to lobby for such a hot button issue. The ground work for
these coalitions is already in existence, with several such groups p&ayed a key
role in the recent attempts at immigration law reform. Policy workers dlusel this
infrastructure to disseminate material required to lobby for the inclusidhAxharican
residents in any resulting health care and health insurance initiatives.
Implications for research
This study has documented the multifaceted nature of immigration as is ielate
health outcomes. Not only are immigrants culturally heterogeneous, but otlziasaki
political factors add to this complexity. For instance, not only does region of exgrt
an influence on health behaviors so does language acculturation and visa status. That
said, social work researchers should continue to work on practice that is both culturally
sensitive and that also takes into consideration the nuanced nature of immigration.
The study found differences in the outcomes of light physical activity verses
vigorous physical activity. One of the reasons posited to explain these diffesurts
was the respondent’s cultural perception to these two questions. The PSID does not
provide literature on the validity and reliability of these and other questions fhe t
immigrant population. Research is therefore needed to assess the validityaaridyre
of these questions in the PSID. Attaining valid and reliable data in the soendescis
an especially onerous task, as most concepts measured are ambiguous and intangible. A

well developed measure must demonstrate the ability to capture reaibsaly as
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possible. A reliable instrument is one that demonstrates its dependability lahty sta
(Neuman & Kreuger, 2003). To ensure that measures are reliable, theselecti
implementation, and development process should ensure that only minimal errors are
recorded (Kerlinger & Lee, 1986). Ways through which reliability caadtablished
include use of the split-half method or inter-coder reliability method.

A valid measure is one that captures reality (Adcock & Collier, 2001). Valid
measures result in data that is accurate, authentic, sound, and truthful (Huhley&,Z
1996, p. 206). In the social sciences, where constructs are abstract and in seme case
difficult to define, absolute validity is difficult to establish. A measureaid & be valid
if it has satisfied content, criterion, and construct validities. Content tyalsda
measure’s ability to adequately sample and capture reality (Kerl& Lee, 1986;

Neuman & Kreuger, 2003). Establishing content validity is a highly subjectittemas

each construct can be measured in any number of ways. Research projects shiould aim
congruence between how the question is phrased and how it is understood by
respondents. While cultural competence in the “others” culture is a farfetiedd i
researchers should aim at enhancing their sensitivity to the culture undebgttaling

on expertise from group members, judges, and/or experts, who are well-versed in the
constructs under study. Construct validity refers to how well a measw@wetsefbme
underlying construct or latent variable (Hubley & Zumbo, 1996) Literatureestsgthat

one of the issues plaguing research with refugee and immigrants is the ¢acicept
uniformity, meaning that the field lacks cohesive variable definitionkB2001;

Bulmer, 2001; Jonassen, 1981). Researchers should therefore operationalize concepts in a

way that captures the population’s world view, which in some instances could be
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distinctly different from what has been documented in literature with nbative-
populations.
Limitations

There are several limitations inherent in the PSID. Despite coverimg gériod
of nine years (1997-2005) only five time points are available for analysi® die t
biennial nature of the survey and because the full immigrant sample was actecbl|
until 1999 the study was unable to use 1997 data.

The PSID collects immigration data only at the baseline (1997 and 1999).
Immigration characteristics such as visa status and acculturation ilf@oeatcomes
after migration. The lack of these immigration variables at subsequenbdimis,
therefore, greatly diminishes the quality of the PSID as a source of intimigdata.
Immigration information was collected only for the head of household and spouse at
baseline. The lack of immigration characteristic information in subsequars yenders
unusable the current sample that now includes 61 families that have split from the
original sample of 511. If immigration information were collected frolnfiaahily
members at baseline, then these split off families could ideally be indludetisequent
analysis.

PSID does not provide pre-migration experience variables. As stated previously
assets are accumulated over one’s lifetime. Research has documentadibednts
leave behind wealth in their home countries. The study’s inability to accounséds as
not held in the United States limits the ability to understand their impact oh héalt
migration. As discussed earlier, an individual’s culture and geographin refgorigin

determines health beliefs, behaviors and disease conditions. The lack of cultemah sc
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variables limits this study’s ability to understand and control for theseréa® clearer
understanding of health practices prior to migration would greatly enrichulig st

Due to data limitations, the study was unable to code variables in a way that
would have enhanced the quality of the dissertation. Ideally, alcohol consumption should
have been coded as non-drinkers, social drinkers, and heavy/binge drinkers. However,
due to small cell sizes in the latter category, the study collapsed alcolsahggtion into
a dichotomous variable denoting those who did not consume alcohol and those who
consumed alcohol at any amount. Similarly, due to data limitations, the study was
unable to construct a cigarette smoking variable that encompassed respahdemis]
never smoked, those who had quit smoking, those who had quit and relapsed, and finally,
those who were current smokers. Future studies investigating these healtbriselili
sample sizes that would allow for the proper coding of these health behaviors should be
considered. Although the physical activity questions as posed in the PSID questionnai
captures the frequency and type intensity of the activities, it does not askhabout t
intensity of the activities. Based on current standards, an accuratatestinphysical
activity should include an intensity component, i.e. thirty minutes for moderateghys
activities, or twenty minutes for vigorous physical activity. Lack of thisédeynent

limited the study’s ability for accurate measurement of physicadityct

Conclusion
The United State’s comprehensive public health plan has set out to achieve two
national goals by 2010: improving quality of life and eliminating health dispsritie

Research, however, continues to document persistent health outcome disparities more s
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within minority populations (Brown, et al., 2000; U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, 2000b). This study has made two substantial contributions to the cument stat
of knowledge in immigrant health disparities: Using data from the relativelged PSID
immigrant sample, and drawing from the behavioral model of health servieatitit

for vulnerable populations (Gelberg, et al., 2000) and the assets effects mbdahésc

& Sherraden, 2007; Sherraden, 1991), this study investigated health behaviors among
immigrant groups by examining the trajectory of their acquired assetsaamed income.
The study used rigorous methods including multiple imputation and generalized linea
latent, and mixed to investigate these relationships. It is hoped that the oéshis

study will inform both practice and policy practice. These results coulchéeigocial
work’s intervention in the fields of health and social economic development within the
immigrant community.

Sociological and economic theories attribute the need to improve one’s financial
well-being as a stimulant to migration (Carrington, Detragiache,skwanath, 1996;
Massey, 1987; Massey, et al., 1998; Massey & Espinosa, 1997) —a fact that was
confirmed by this study. Many immigrants migrate to the United Stateshveith t
expectation of providing a secure future, not only for themselves but their faamtles
communities. Policy restrictions result in the inability of some to breakheto t
mainstream financial arena and the inability to access health care sefVieability to
hold citizenship in the host nation, for instance, opens doors for immigrants to access
otherwise restricted opportunities such as social benefits including healtédacation,
and the ability to engage in the labor market. This ability to access tseseces

provides the immigrant with a better spring board to a secure future. Fromya polic
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perspective, therefore, a clear understanding of how the immigraad ®financial
well-being interacts with health behavior and health outcomes is crucial tmingpr
immigration and immigration integration policies.

This study has also identified several limitations inherent in the PSIDetlatas
Future research that addresses these issues should be considered. Dengribgucti
meanings associated with the different forms of physical activitn&dance, collecting
immigration information periodically.

Health behaviors are linked to health outcomes. The ever expanding costs of
health care and the barriers faced by the foreign born in accessing thiscemstates
research into their health behaviors. It is hoped that this and other studies will cemtinue

build upon this section of the health literature.
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Appendix

Table 20: Bivariate analysis of baseline information

Immigration characteristics at baseline

Gender

Education

Region of
Education

Race/Ethnicity

Region of
Origin

Male=75.21%
Female = 24.79%

[08)

M=10; SD =25.
Range = 0-17year

(2]

(=]

Other country = 719
Only in the U.S. = 69
Education in both

23%

Latino = 52.8%
Asian = 21.1%
White= 11.7%
Black=7.8%
Other = 6.8%

Americas = 68.99
S&E Asia=19.7%
Other regions=11.4%

Duration in the
United States

Naturalization
status

Plan to
naturalize

Visa status

Migration trips

Cited migration
reasons

M= 13.8; SD=7.3
Range 0-39 years

Naturalized=32%
Not naturalized = 68%

Yes=77.5%
No= 18.5%
DK= 4%

Naturalized=32%
LPR =47%
Migrants= 21%

' trip=92%
Other=8%

Employment=31%
Better life=27.4%
Family =9.9%
Persecution= 10.8%
Other= 20.9%
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Table 21: Bivariate analysis—association between light physical activity ardy st
variables (2001-2003)

Variable OR OR OR OR t
t t t
2001 2003
Lessthen 5 5 days and Less then 5 days 5 days and
days more more
Gender 1.41 0.97 1.15 0.39] 0.57 -1.66 0.69 -0.98
(Male=0)
Age .96 - .99 -0.80fy .96  -3.02** 99 -1.16
3.34%**
Married 72 -1.08 .77 -0.84| 1.18 051 1.03 0.10
(No=0)
Employment status  1.75 1.48 1.60 1.24) 3.14 3.21 225 2.16*
(No=0)
Race
Asian 1.89 0.29 1.19 0.77) 1.71 0.34 142 0.57
Latino 0.60 0.28 0.38 0.04] 0.99 098 0.73 0.53
Other 0.72 0.59 0.69 0.52} 1.27 0.70 140 0.59
(White=0)
Region of origin
S&E Asian 2.68 0.02 2.68 0.02] 1.71 021 172 0.21
Other 3.16 0.04 3.49 0.02} 1.43 054 146 0.51
(Americas=0)
Duration in US 0.95 - 0.95 -2.50*| 0.96 -1.81 0.98 -1.80
2.87%**
Visa status
LPR 0.69 0.31 0.55 0.08] 1.24 0.52 1.08 0.83
Migrants 1.39 0.47 0.78 0.56] 1.21 0.67 0.90 0.81
(Naturalized=0)
Language
Acculturation 0.50 0.07 0.55 0.11} 0.75 0.47 0.80 0.59
Marginalized 2.12 0.16 1.80 0.30| 5.15 0.04 459 0.07
Assimilated 2.21 0.04 2.57 0.01} 1.95 0.10 2.13 0.07
Integrated
(separated =0)
Education 1.12 3.76** 1.11 3.54** | 1.09 2.86* 1.07 2.22*
* * *
Living arrangements
homeowner .98 -0.06 .83 -0.62) 1.29 0.82 1.03 0.08
(Renter/free=0)
Log income 1.08 1.88 1.06 1.48| 1.14 257 1.08 1.68
Log assets 1.12 3.12** 1.04 1.24) 1.04 1.15 1.02 0.53
Health insurance
Yes 2.27 0.01 1.81 0.05] 1.92 0.04 232 0.01
(No=0)
Diagnosed medical
Yes 0.88 0.66 0.62 0.12] 0.64 0.15 0.62 0.16
(No=0)
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Health status

Good 1.46 0.33 1.94 0.07}] 1.70 0.16 158 0.28
Very good 1.99 0.12 1.88 0.16] 2.81 0.03 285 0.04
Excellent 3.24 0.03 4.40 0.00} 4.07 0.01 4.86 0.01

(poor/fair=0)

*<.05**<.01 **<.001 ****<.0001

Table 22:Bivariate analysis—association between vigorous physical activity adg st
variables (2001-2003)

Variable OR t OR OR OR t
t t
2001 2003
Less then 3days 3 days and | Less then 3 3 days and
more days more

Gender
(Male=0) b2 -1.96* .83 -0.57| .78 -0.70 .88 -0.37

Age 94 -4.5%%* 96 -3.22* | 94 -3.9% 96 -2.83**

Married 1.52 1.57 1.05 0.18| 1.15 0.53 0.99 -0.05
(No=0)

Employment status 4.69 3.55%** 2.1 2.03*| 1.77 1.60 3.51 1.82
(No=0)

Race
Asian 1.41 0.79 1.08 0.14| 1.07 0.16 .97 -0.07
Latino .75 -0.75 1.17 0.36| .48 -1.89 .52 -1.50
Other .69 -0.74 1.20 0.33| .75 -0.63 .87 -0.26
(White=0)

Region of origin
S&E Asian 1.47 1.20 .96 -0.11| 1.55 147 151 1.22
Other 250 2.38** 1.08 0.15| 2.01 1.75 1.24 0.40
(Americas=0)

Duration in US .96 -2.58** 1.00 0.09] .94 -3.3*** 97 1.43

Visa status
LPR 45  -2.65* .68 -1.23| .96 -0.14 .83 -0.57
Migrants .95 -0.14 .88 -0.29| 1.56 1.22 1.63 1.28
(Naturalized=0)

Language

Acculturation .54 -1.49 1.42 0.87| .31 -2.74 42 -1.85
Marginalized 3.26 2.69* 257 1.79| 2.25 194 1.82 1.16
Assimilated 240 2.99** 254 2.67**| 1.60 155 201 2.13*
Integrated
(separated =0)

Education 1.14 3.98*** 1.07 2.39* | 1.10 3.45** 1.08 2.51*

*

Living arrangements
homeowner 1.22 0.82 1.67 1.72| 1.19 0.71 .88 -0.43
(Renter/free=0)
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Log income 192 116 2.34*| 1.10 1.94* 1.12 1.49
1.25
Log assets 1.09 2.26* 1.06 1.72| 1.03 0.92 1.00 0.10
Health insurance
(No=0) 222 271 .83 -0.66| 2.23 2.84* 1.40 1.05
Diagnosed medical
Yes 58  -1.99* 40 -2.74**| 51 -2.54** 46 -2.45**
(No=0)
Health status
Good 289 2.86* 2.69 2.07*| 1.29 0.68 1.37 0.66
Very good 4.46 3.48*** 489 3.00** | 1.70 1.43 1.89 1.41
Excellent 4.06 3.21*** 2.35*| 296 2.68** 3.91 3.00**
(poor/fair=0) 3.51

*<.05**<.01 **<.001 ****<.0001

Table 23:Bivariate analysis—association between cigarette smoking and studlgleari
(2001-2003)

Variable
OR t OR t
2001 2003

Gender -1.34 0.61 -1.18
(Male=0) 0.53

Age 0.97 -2.61 0.97  -2.65*

Married 1.53 1.08 0.95 -0.13
(No=0)

Employment status 1.26 0.59 1.21 0.45
(No=0)

Race
Asian 0.74 -0.57 0.84 -0.32
Latino 1.09 0.19 0.95 -0.09
Other 0.67 -0.75 0.63 -0.72
(White=0)

Region of origin
S&E Asian 0.68 -0.97 0.81 -0.60
Other 0.88 -0.28 0.65 -0.90
(Americas=0)

Duration in US 0.98 -0.91 1.00 -0.09

Visa status
LPR 1.57 1.20 1.39 0.88
Migrants 1.93 1.55 2.81 2.52%*
(Naturalized=0)

Language

Acculturation 1.25 0.55 1.44 0.88
Marginalized 0.66 -0.72 0.56 -0.96
Assimilated 0.98 -0.05 1.19 0.48
Integrated
(separated =0)
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Education 1.00 0.0y 1.01 0.39
Living arrangements
homeowner 0.75 -0.98 0.84 -0.62
(Renter/free=0)
Log income 1.01 0.20 1.04 0.82
Log assets 0.98 -0.60 0.98 -0.58
Health insurance
Yes 054 -2.02* 0.43  -2.99*
(No=0)
Diagnosed medical
Yes 0.87 -0.44 0.74 -1.02
(No=0)
Health status
Good 1.12 0.30 1.42 0.95
Very good 1.71 1.24 0.68 -0.77
Excellent 1.13 0.26 1.38 0.72

(poor/fair=0)

*<.05**<.01 **<.001 ****<.0001

Table 24Bivariate analysis—association between alcohol consumption and study variables
(2001-2003)

Variable OR t OR t
2001 2003

Gender 41 -3.10** 33 -3.64%*
(Male=0)

Age .97 -3.08** -2.73**

.97

Married 1.54 1.70 1.37 1.22
(No=0)

Employment status 1.95 2.44** 2.28 2.68**
(No=0)

Race
Asian .82 -0.51 1.69 1.47
Latino .85 -0.48 1.40 1.05
Other .99 -0.03 1.25 0.52
(White=0)

Region of origin
S&E Asian .79 -0.90 1.08 0.27
Other 1.77 1.63 .80 -0.57
(Americas=0)

Duration in US .96 -2.72**  0.99 -0.67

Visa status
LPR 1.22 0.81 .84 -0.68
Migrants 1.30 0.80 .88 -0.40
(Naturalized=0)

Language
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Acculturation
Marginalized
Assimilated
Integrated
(separated =0)

Education

Living

arrangements
homeowner
(Renter/free=0)

Log income

Log assets

Health insurance
Yes
(No=0)

Diagnosed medical
Yes
(No=0)

Health status
Good
Very good
Excellent
(poor/fair=0)

.66
1.24
1.37

1.06
1.70

1.15

1.08

1.00

.50

1.54
2.85
1.90

-1.39
0.57
1.20

2.32*

2.31*

3.29**
2.68**

-0.00

-2.66**

1.50
3.15**
1.90

1.08
1.86
2.34
1.08
1.30
1.18
1.05

1.01

51

2.61
4.86
2.83

0.24
158
3.19%
3.32%%
1.18
3,97
2.04*

0.05

-2.55%*

3.2
4,50
2.79%

*<,05*<.01 ***<.001

****<.0001
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Table 25: Glossary

Term

Definition

Foreign born

Immigrant

Legal Permanent
Resident (LPR)

Migrant/non-
immigrant

Documented
migrant

Undocumented
migrant

Individuals born outside of the United States. Individuals who
qualify for citizenship through Jus sanguinis (born of U.S.

parents), and jus soli (born on U.S. territories) are not considered
foreign born.

Foreign born individuals granted permanent visa status, sometimes
referred to as legal permanent residents (LPR).

Foreign born individual granted permanent visa status.

Avenues of receiving LPR status include family reunification,
employment, diversity visa lottery, refugees, asylum seekers.
Foreign born individuals whose admission into the United States is
based on their intent to reside in the country for a specified
duration of time only. Migrants are either documented or
undocumented (see below).

Foreign born individual whose admission is based on their intent

to reside in the country for a specified duration of time

These individuals hold documentation that legally allows them
entry and temporarily reside in the United States

This group of migrants do not hold documentation that legally
allows them entry and or temporary residence in the United States.
Avenues that lead one to being classified as undocumented include

entering the country with falsified documents, with no documents
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1% generation
immigrant

2" generation
immigrant
Wealth

Income

Assets

or overstaying ones visa stipulations

This term is used to refer to both immigrants and migrants. These
are foreign born individuals currently residing in the United States.
U.S. born individuals whose parents afeggneration immigrants.

As used in this study is the aggregation of a family’s income and
assets.

Income is commonly defined as the summation of all earnings
including wages, interest payments and profits.

Accumulated financial resources including real estate, bank

accounts, stocks and bonds etc.
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