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Introduction

TPHE 1990 United States Canaus corffinms eatlier assations thet the Asan Indian group is
one of the fagest growing ethnic communities during the lagt decade 1980-1990. A tatd of
815447 Adan Indans cdled United Sates as thar home a the time of 1990 census and this
represents an increase of 125.6 percent over the 1980 numbers. They rank fourtharogte
lages Adan groups dter Chinese (1,645427), Hlipinos (1,406,770) and Jgpanese (847,562).
Mog of the growth in popdaion among Adan Indas is through immigraion and less
through natural increase. The Asian Indian immigration took on afast phase after tel9h
U.S immigration act abdished netiond origins quota system. However, the surge wes limited
to 20000 pa ocounry codling The rdaxaion of immigration regulations atradted meny
adventurous and tdented professonds from  India for the fird time The percentage  change
in immigrants from India between 1965 and 1977 was about 3098.1 (Dinnerstein and
Reimers, 1982). The 1990 comprehensive immigration legislation increased the total
immigration to 700,00 level during the fiscal years 1992 through 1994. Unlike earlier
immigraion reguldions this 1990 legidation aeded a sgparde caegory for family-gponsored,
employment-based, and diversity of immigrants. For example, there were 30,667 persons
from India that were admitted under new regulaions in 1990, compared to 45064 in 1991,
34629 in 1992, and 40021 in 1993 (INS 1994). It is expeded tha the family reunffication
and favourable global economy would likely to promate conditions conducive to higher
immigration levels from Indiain the 1990s.

The 1980 Census marks the first census in the United States to collect and record
information sgparady for vaious ehnic minaity groups induding Aden Indans Seved
studies have been conducted based on the 1980 census data such as a census monograph
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son Adan Indian demogygphics oocupationd sructure, and family srudure (Xenos et &,

1989). The tam Adan Indan is somewha confusing then some other @hnic teamindlogy to
dexibe dhnic gous such & Koeans Chineg, dc, for the gened populaion. This
confusion aisss from the fadt that Naive Ameicans are often refared to es Indians in the
United Sates and the exdgence of a fedad depatmeat of Inden dfars Vaied temindogy
hes ben adopted by mess meda in refaring to Adan Indan goups such as Ead Indian
community, Adan Indans Adan Ameicans immigrants from Indig, dc, ad thare ssams to
be no consnaus on dandard tamindogy universdly. In this peper, the tam Aden Indian is
wd to refer to the people from or origins in India In the fallowing sedtions we will examine
the growth of Adan Indians in the legt decade and sudy the srudture with the help of 1980 ad
1990 US Cenas Rubdic Use Mico Sarpe Daa

Sudes on Adan Indans in the United States in the pet were conocamed with amdl

locdized saples o indvidd cee dudes dawn from few families aound mgor
metropditan aress (Saran, 1980; Amarsingham, 1930; Oh, 1977, Bedker, 1971; Reo e &,
1990). The dze and sudure of Adan Indians wes left to edimates due to ladk of rdicble daa
a the nationd levd from the Bureau of the Census the main source of data in the United
Saes The 1980 cenas for the fird time induded a sgparde categary within the *Rece
quedion, Aden Indans

There are four rdevant quedions in the 1980 Canaus tha provided information on Adan
Indians in the United Sates Frg, the direct question on rece has ‘Adan Indian’ as one of the 14
caegories of race that d<o indudes Indian (Amaican). In the 1970 US Caas Adan Indians
wee induded in the White radd category while Chiness Flipinos Jgpenee and Karears were
counted a8 'Othe’. Adan Indan bebies ae regdaad with race as "Whité' in the vitd
regidration records and thus making those daa sources of no vaue to ressarch on ehnic
fertility. The short forms usad by many dementary schodls across the United Sates dso oount
Adan Indan youngders as White Thus many traditiond resouross for an edendve sudy of
Adan Indans in the United Sates ather do nat have the informetion on thi's group ssparatdy
o they were mixed with 'White category as explaned above The one pacat sample of the
US Caus Rbic U Miao Sarpe Dda is the best ddtisticd resource for a dudy of Adan
Indians and thistoo suffers from misdassfication as demongtrated later in the peper.

The ssoond quedtion pertains to place of hirth and peiod of entry to the US if nat bom in
the US The exact wording of the question is "In vinet Siate or fordign country was this parson
bom?' A fdloaup question sdlidts dtizenship datus—"If this pason wes bom in a fordgn
country—(@ Is this person a naturdized dtizen of the United States? and (b) when dd this
pason come to the United Saes to day?' Thee two sub-quesions provide informetion on
dtizenship gatus and immigration gatus besides ther country of arigin. One of the prodlem with
this question is thet persons immigrated before independence of India might have bom in what
isnow caled "Pakigan.”

The third question is dout the langueges spoken & home Théexadt wording of the
quedion in the 1980 Caas was—"Does this parson ek a languege ather then English &
home ? () whet isthislanguege?” It iseven much tougher lo identify Adan Indians
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on the bads of one of the severd Indian languages spoken & home The issue of identification’ is
complicated by the fadt that many Pekiganis, Si Lankans Bangadeshis Bumess Ngpdee and
svad oha ndionds ek one or ohe Indian langueges In view of the complexity
invalved in andyzing the languege quettion, we have nat conddered languege information for
analysisin this study.

The fourth and the lagt question thet dlows one to idantify Asan Indians is on ancestry.
The Ancestry question was used for the first timein the 1980 Census and has been used
againinthe 1990 Censusto identify ancestral background of the residents of the United
Saes The exadt wording of the 1980 question was "Wha is this person's ancesry? If uncertain
about how to report ancestry, seeinstructions guide." An examplewas given that include
anceslry  categories such as Afro-American, English, French, Gentian, Honduran, Hungarien,
Irigh, Itdian, Jamdcan, Koreen, Lebanes Mexican, Nigeian, Pdish, Ukranian, Venezudan,
etc. falowing the above quedion.

Unfortunetely, these four quesions do nat lend themsdves into a homogeneous group  of
Asian Indians. The problem with raceisthat most Asian Indians are not familiar with the

term 'race’ in their native country, India. The divisions discussed in the Indian society are
often by religion and by caste but not by race. Ancestry isanother confusing term andit gets
even more complicated when inter-racial and inter-caste marriages are involved. Inthe
present study we will devise strategies to find a common ground to identify all Asian
Indians in the United States at the 1980 and 1990 census periods.

Data for the Study

The dda for this Sudy come from the 5 percat sample of the United Siates Public Use
Microdda Sample (PUMS) data of 1980/and 1 percat PUMS from the 1990 Canaus The
coveage is universl and indudes dl fifty daes and the Didricd of Cdumbia Appropride
weights have been applied to get nationally representative numbers from the sample.
Prdiminary examingtion of the 1980 Cenauis showss that there were excessive number of ddaly US
born Asan Indians These pasons (paticulaly women) were suspected to be members of the
netive Amaican Indian popuaion who have been mis-dasdfied thamsdves as Adan Indians
in 1980 (Xenosel al., 1989). However, earlier researchers have not excluded this group
from the gudy of Adan Indians due to lack of ddaled informetion to identify them. In this
research, we have excluded persons of age 50 and over that have been reported asbornin
the United States and Asian Indian race at the census. Historical review of Asian Indan
immigration to the United Sates document thet earier immigrants were fam labourers and no
significant immigration took place until after the Second World War. Immigration
redrictions on Adans were lifted only towards the end of Seoond World War by President
Roosevelt. However, immigration of Asian Indians did not pickuptill 1965 (only 7,629
immigrants from South Asa are sad to have arived in the US (Xenos 1989: 15). The higaric
Asian Indian immigration trends to the United States suggest that it is very unlikely that
these US bom persons who were aged 50 and over in 1980 and 1990 bdong to Asian Indians &s
dHinad inthis research. Hence we mede adedson to diminate native (US) bom persons
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who were 50 years and older in 1980 and 1990 inthis study and we recognize that it isnot
the best way to identify the group. However, |eaving the suspected group in the analysisdoes
not benefit the research.

Basic Demographics

Table 1 shows Asian Indiansin the United Statesin 1980 and 1990 censuses asidentifiedby
race (first panel), ancestry (second panel), and by country of birth (third panel). We have
employed a broader net to identify Asian Indians in the US Census by considering three
overlapping categories. The net includes persons who have either declared themselves
belonging to Asian Indian race or having Asian I ndian ancestry or bornin India. Thesethree
criteria when considered individually, provide a variety of estimates. There were 414.780
Asian Indians in the US in 1980 and 869,900 in 1990 after considering all three questions
and eliminating the US born persons aged 50 and over (misclassification adjustment). These

Table L ASANINDIANSIN THE UNITED STATES 1980AND 1990

1980 1990

Mae Ferale Total Percent Mde Femdle Total Percent
Rae
Indian 191330 172330 363760 817 4263983 370613 797006 916
Not Indian 26320 24700 51020 123 33280 3614 284 84
Tad 21770 197080 414780 1000 464673 405227 869900 1000
Paroat 25 475 1000 534 466 1000
Ancestry
Indian 150300 136800 295160 712 280910 24367 539337 620
Not Indian 58400 61220 119620 288 1018 150860 3306563 380
Tad 217700 197080 414780 1000 464673 405227 869900 1000
Paroat 25 475 1000 534 466 1000
Country of Birth
Indian 117320 M50 211900 511 24375 214606 458381 27
Outddelndia 100330 102500 202880 489 220808 190621 411519 473
Tad 217700 197080 414780 1000 464673 405227 869900 1000
Paoat 25 475 1000 534 466 1000
Nates: If RaceisNat Indian, respondentatherdams|ndian ancestry or wasbomininda

If Anoestry is'Nat Indian!, regpondentaitherdams i ndian racear weshomin India
If Country of BirthisOutsdel ndid, repondent ether das Indianracear Indian Ancedry.
For 1980 and 1990. dl| respondantsovarage 50 whowearehominthe USA wareexdudsd (Amaican
Indianadjustmen)
Datasource: 1980and 1990USARbidUsEMiqodsSamdes FUMLS)
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numberswere slightly different from the numbers released by the EJureau of the Census dueto
(i) use of sample rather than exact counts, and most importantly (ii) considering more than
one criterion in identifying Asian Indians. There were 33.320 US born personsin 1980 and
4,153 US born persons in 1990 aged 50 and over who would qualify to be included in the
Asian Indian population according to race or ancestry but were excluded in the present sudy.

About 87.7 percent (or 363,760) would qualify to bein the sasmple of Asian Indiansjust
on the basis of race question alone, while about 92 percent would be so in 1990. Theterm
Asian was first employed by the US Census bureau in 1980 and since then the term hasbeen
popularized by news media and researchers in describing the community origindly frominda
Theimprovement of the response to the race question in the 2.000 census .would catanly hep
researchersin accurately.identifying Asian Indians in the Census.

The question on ancestry draws even poor response from Adan | nd ians & the 1980 and 1990
Censusss Only 71 percent dedared themsdvesas bdonging to the Adan Indian ancestry in 880
while only 62 percent said so in 1990. The drop in reporting'Asian Indian ancestry may be
attributed to the trend of reporting American ancestry by some at the 1990 Census. The next
pertinent question available to us was the country of birth. It is surprising to find that dightly
more then 50 percert of Adan Indians indicated country of hirth as India It is likely tha some
Adan Indians m ight have been born before Independence of India in what is now cdled Pakigtan
and Bangladesh and thus not reporting India as ther country of birth. Table 2 shows the 1980-0
decadd growth of Adan Indians in the US by gender. During the lagt decade mde population grow
by 113 peroant and femdes grow by 105 percent with an overdl growth rate of 110 percant. Fgures 1
and 2 digilays the age sructure of Adan Indians & the 1980 Census with and without the U.S
bonvddarly of age 50 and over. Smilaly, Fgs 3 and 4 shows the age dructure of Adean Indians at
the 1990 Census. These four pyramids clearly show that there is some problem with the1980
Cenaus ddg, paticllaly among ddaly women while the problem is not S0 severe to attract
attention at the 1990 Census.

TABLE; 2: ASAN INDIANSIN THE U.S-PERCENT INCREASE: FRoM 1980-1990

Sex 1980 1990 Increase % Increase
Mal e 217700 464673 246973 1134

Femal e 197080 405227 208147 105.6

Total 414780 869900 455120 109.7

Whoisan Asian Indian?

We have further examined the questions of race and ancestry to understand the patternin
which responses were provided during the 1980 and 1990 Censuses. Table 3 shows Asian
Indians in the United States by race and ancestry controlling for place birth. There were
211,900 persons declared I ndia astheir place of birth and of these only 90 percent indicated
that they were of Asian Indian race. At the 1990 Census, more than 92 percent of total Asian
Indians born in Indiareported their race as Asian Indian. In other words, if we consider
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only rece to identify, then we would have been sucossded in cgpturing 92 percant of Adan

Indian community membersbornin India. About 62 percent of those identify themselvesas
bdonging to Adan Indian race were bom outdde India & the 1980 Cenaus This percantege has
declined to 54 percent in 1990. This table demonstrates that greater confusion or

misdassfication may resut from usng rece dore for peogple who were bom outsde India
but consider themselves belonging to Asian Indian ancestry. It islikely that the U.S. bom
Asian Indians may not consider themselves belonging to Asian Indian racial category buta
more general Asian American or American Asian categories.

TABLE 3: ASIAN INDIANSIN THE UNITED STATES (RACE BY ANCESTRY) 1980 AND 1990

1980 1990

Indian Not Indian Total Percent Indian Not Indian  Total Percent

Ancestry Ancestry Ancestry  Ancestry
Borninindia
IndanRece 164440 26800 191240 903 308074 114771 42845 R2
NotindanRece 4440 16220 20600 9.7 7183 28353 XBH 7.8
Tad 168830 43020 211900 1000 315257 143124 458381 1000
Percent N7 203 1000 638 312 1000
NatBominindia
IndanRece %90 30 126280 622 186722 37358 24080 545
NatlndenRece 76600 O 76600 378 187439 0 18740 455
Tod 172520 30880 202830 1000 374161 37358 411519 1000
Percent 80 150 1000 N9 9.1 1000

Table 3 also show that about 80 percent of those born in Indiaindicate Asian Indian
ancedry a the 1980 Cenaus and this percentage hes dedined to 69 in 1990. But more then 85
percent in 1980, and 90 percent in 1990 claim Asian Indian ancestry among those thatwee
not bom in India There were 16,220 parsons in 1980 who nather damed Asan Indian ancestry
nor Adan Indian rece but were bomn in Inda This number has gone-upto 28353 in 1990.
These parsons might have adtudly been bdonging to ather then Asian Indian group but we have
no way of identifying them othewise The only common charadteridic thet these individuals
have with others in the group is that they were born in India.

Demographic Structure of Asian Indiansin the 1980 and 1990

Asian Indians are one of the fastest growing immigrant groupsin the United Statesinte
legt decade It is common to find datements like the falowing in news pepers and ather mass
media

"Adan Indansareimmigrating to the USin gregter numbersthen ever beforeand many are
teking the fadt track up the economic ladder. According to deta, Adan Indanshave
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the highest housshald income of ay mgor immigrat group in the US $48320" (USA
Today 1993, Nov. 5). While such statements are a welcome appreciation of the
community, it is important to underscore thai, most Asian Indians are young and
professonds unlike the U.S population in generd. For example, only 36 percent Aden
Indiansin the 1980 Census and 4.3 percent in 1990 were age 60 and over comparedto
more than 10 percent of the US population inthat category. Table 4 showsthat agead
¥ ddribution of Adan Indians in 1980 ad 1990 dong with percentage didribution. In
presenting the demogrgphic piciure, we have removed the U.S. bom ddely (50 years ad
ove) from our Sudy aswe suspect thet these persons may actudly beong to American Indian
category. Fgures| and 2 showsthe demographic sructure of Adan Indians before

Age Catagorias

:

1]
o

e A WA

h3-69
BO-GA

=1L [T
=054
Fram
40-44 [—
E T !
e [
25-0@ l
0.4
T
1844 ]
s I_,_._.,_.,—._
0 .- . S .
15 80'% Taas— = CRRMNT T & N 00, T LW

Foputalion kb Paténs) Rmirga. Jdd FURS datis

Fig. 1. 1980 USA Asian Indizn Population

Fo+
LER )
EQ-44
55.59 M
5034

A5-40

ELT N ! .
1124 I
i Th Y l
*5-20 L
N—I‘-l
1319
[LOE]
=9
"1! 5% ([ 310 9 1508 .!'Uu!

Faputriien b Percsiiley el tt 1HBD P

Fig. 2. 1980 USA Asian [ndian Population {no USA-born ape 531)



42 K.V.Reo
TABLE 4: AGE-SEX DISTRIBUTION OF ASIAN INDIANS, 1980 AND 1990
Age 1980 1990
Group Mal e Femal e TOTAL Per cent Mal e Femal e Tod Per cent
0-4 24640 23800 48440 1.7 34516 34770 69286 8.0
5-9 21600 21920 43520 10.5 ' 38601 37607 76298 88
10-14 15800 15340 31140 7.5 38014 35197 73211 8.4
15-19, 13080 12260 25340 6.1 34804 29025 63829 7.3
20-24 14160 15680 29840 7.2 39649 34410 74059 8.5
25-29 23620 5.9 49540 11.9 44743 43335 88078 10.1
30-34 32300 28620 60920 U7 49561 44460 94021 108
35-39 28540 18960 47500 1.5 47046 39277 86323 9.9
40- 44 19600 11360 30960 7.5 43707 39051 82758 9.5
45 - 10480 7260 17740 4.3 37986 24093 62079 7.1
50-54 5700 3780 9480 2.3 24729 15474 40203 4.6
55 - 2600 3080 5680 1.4 13094 9262 22356 2.6
60-64 1640 2080 3720 0.9 6347 5896 12243 1.4
65-69 1500 2240 3740 0.9 6244 5983 12227 1.4
70-74 1020 1700 2720 0.7 3054 3949 7003 0.8
75-79 800 1600 2400 0.6 1304 2282 3586 0.4
80-84 380 1020 1400 '0.3 639 870 1509 0.2
85 + 240 460 700 0.2 545 286 831 0.1
Total 217700 197080 414780 100.0 464673 405227 869900  100.0

correction and after correction for place of birth in 1980. These graphs clearly dem-
onstrate an excessive number of females in older ages compared to males (Fig. 1)
and once corrected (Fig. 2), the sex ratio |ooks balanced and no excessive malesor
females can be found in older ages. The age pyramids of Asian Indians by gender in
1990 are shown Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. These two graphs are very similar though Fig. 4
incorporates corrected datdl' indicating that the sugpedted misdassification in 1980 has ben
greatly reduoed a the 1990 Canaus time: About 30 percart of Adan Indian populationin 1980
were below 14 years of age compared to 25 percent in 1990. The young and favourable
age structure of Asian Indians has been often ignored when making compaisorsaoout
progoaity of the community. The age pyramids show thet the Asan Indian population in the
USis very young with alarge base and fewer elderly persons. It is likely that the
miscal ssification that took place in 1980 has been reduced in 1990 due to awareness
and popularization of the word "Asian Indians' by media and other governmental
agencies, and publications. Theterm "Asian Indians' is understood to mean people
having originsin Indiain 1990s United States.
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Where do the Asian Indians Live?

Asars Indas in gened ae highly oconoentrated in northesstem region of the United
States, and this has not changed during the last decade. Table 5 shows the distribution of
Adan Indians by region and by gender. About 35 parcart live in Northeest region thet comprises of
Mane New Hampshire Vamont, Massachusdtts Rhode Idand, Connecticut, New York, New
Jry, ad Pengjlvania Southen and Westem regions of the United States are favourite
degtingtionsfor more then 50 percent of Adan Indians Thereare no subdtantid differences
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TABLE 5: DISTRIBUTION BY REGION AND SEX, 1980 AND 1990

Region 1980 1990

Male Ferdle Total Percent  Mde Ferdle Total Percent
Northeegt 75140 69840 144980 350 156923 144319 301242 346
Midves 49560 41440 91000 219 8179% 71978 153773 1w
West 42600 38700 8i300 196 115093 96244 211337 243
South 50400. 47100 97500 235 110862 92686 203548 234
Total 217700 197080 414780 1000 464673 405227 869900 100.0

between men and women in regiond didribution within the US. An interesing oosarvaion is
that the Mid West region that had about 22 percent of Asian Indiansin 1980 had only 18
percent in 1990. Though the absolute number choosing Mid West region has gone-up, the
percentage of Asian Indians living in this region has declined during the decade.

Marital Statusand Education

Maitd datus srudure and education of Asan Indians help us to undersand the nature of
demogrgphic chenges taking place in the new immigrat community. Teble 6 shows the
distribution of Asian Indians by gender in 1980 and 1990. As expected, about 50 percent d
Adan Indian parsons were curratly maried while about 46 parcat were never maried or
under the ge of 15 years in 1980 and 1990. These percantages have nat changed during the
legt decade Though nomind, about 25 pearcat of Adan Indians are ssparatedi>r divorosd. The
number of maried femdes are lower then the number of married mdes a both paints intime
indicdting the dfet of immigration legidation that typicdly ddays in bringing goouses  Thisis
further confirmed by our andyss of maitd gatus distribution by gender and by age groups in
1980 and 1990. The Table 7a shows age distribution by marital status for malesin 1980.
About 29 peroent of malesand 31 percant of femdeswerebdow 15 yearsof age

TABLE 6: DISTRIBUTION BY MARITAL STATUSAND SEX. 1980 AND 1990

Mortal Satus 1980 1990
Males Ferele  Tota Percat  Made Femele Total Percent

Maried ExcSp 107120 98960 206080 497 226327 205446 431773 496

Widowed 1260 7280 8540 2.1 24 13479 16713 1.9
Divoroad 3760 300 760 18 8148 o8 16436 1.9
Syeraed 1680 1800 DO 08 390 260 5840 0.7

NMarried/<15Yrs 103880 85100 188080 456 23774 175364 30138 459
Tad 207700 197080 414780 1000 464673 405227 869900 1000
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TABLE 7a AS AN INDIANS—ACEDISTRBUTION MARTAL STATUS 1980(MALES

AgeGroup  Nw Widoned Divorced  Separated Nesr Total Percat
Married Married
Below 15 — — — — 62040 62040 285
15-29 1540 — 820 500 34100 50860 234
30-39 53000 120 1440 540 5740 60840 279
40-49 27440 140 880 320 1300 30080 138
50-59 7300 120 420 160 300 8300 3.8
60+ 3940 880 200 160 400 5580 2.6
Tad 107120 1260 3760 1680 103830 217700 100.0
Percent 4921 058 173 0.77 47.72 100.0

TABLE 7b: ASIAN INDIANS— AGE BY MARITAL STATUS, 1980 (FEMALFS)

AgeGroup Now Widowed Divorced  Separated  Newr Total Percent
Married Married

Bdowls — — — — 61060 61060 310

15-29 32120 180 760 540 20260 53860 273

30-39 43740 220 1080 460 2080 47580 241

40-49 15460 620 1040 520 980 18620 9.4

50-59 4600 1320 540 180 220 6860 35

60+ 3040 4940 480 140 500 9100 4.6

Tad 98960 7280 3900 1840 85100 197080 100.0

Percent 50.21 369 198 093 4318 1000

TABLE7c.  ASANINDIANS—AGEBY MARITAL STATUS 1930 (BOTH SEXES)

Age Group Nw Widowed Divorced  Separated Nem Total Percent
Married Mearried

Bdow1ls — — — — 123100 123100 2.7
15-29 47550 — 1580 1040 54360 104540 252
30-39 96740 340 220 1000 7820 108420 26.1
40-49 42900 760 1920 840 2280 48700 117
50-59 11900 1440 960 340 520 15160 3.7
60+ 6980 5320 680 300 900 14630 35
Tod 206080 840 7660 B0 188980 214780 1000

Paoat 4968 206 1% 085 4556 1000
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TABLE 8a ASIAN INDIANS—AGK BY MARITAL STATUS, 1990 (MALLS)

Age Group NowMarried Wdowed Divorced  Separated  Never Total Percent
Married

Bdow15 O 0 0 0 111221 111221 239

15-29 22185 0 1033 994 94984 119196 257

30-39 78388 221 2992 1277 13729 96607 208

40-49 7s777 174 2099 563 3080 81693 176

50-59 34654 774 1721 278 396 37823 8.1

60+ 15323 2065 303 78 364 18133 3.9

Total 226327 3234 8148 3190 223774 464673 100.0

Percent 4871 0.70 175 0.69 4816 1000

TABLE 8l ASIAN INDIANS—AGE BY MARITAL STATUS, 1990 (FEMALES)

AgeGroup Now Married Wdoned Divoreed Separated  Never Tota Percent
Married

Bdovl15 O 0 0 0 107574 107574 2655
15-29 45827 274 929 822 589018 106770 2635
30-39 74472 322 2479 1199 5265 83737 20.66
40-49 57374 1327 2544 135 1764 63144 1558
50-59 19526 2704 1448 304 754 24736 6.10
60+ 8247 8852 888 190 1089 19266 475
Total 205446 13479 8288 2650 175364 405227 1000
Percent 50.70 333 205 065 4328 1000

TABLE 8c: ASIAN INDIANS—AGE BY MARITAL STATUS, 1990 (BOTH SEXES)

Age Group Now Widowed Divorced  Separated  Never Total Percent
Married Married

Below 15 _ _ _ _ 2187% 218795 2515

15-29 68012 274 1962 1816 153902 225966 2598

30-39 152860 543 5471 2476 J8994 180344 2073

40-49 133151 1501 4643 698 4844 144837 16.65

50-59 54180 3478 3169 582 1150 62559 719

60+ 23570 10017 1191 268 1453 37399 430

Total 431773 16713 16436 5840 399138 869900 100.0

Percent 4963 192 13 067 4588 100.0

in 1980 while only 24 percent mdes and 27 pearcant femdes ware 0 in 1990. The decreae in
the peroantages may be a resit of genad fatility dedines around the World and subdtantia
migraion a& working ages The Tables 7 7b, 7c, 8a, 8b, 8c provide the detailed demographic
breakdown of Asian Indians by their marital status and gender.
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Educational attainment of Asian Indiansis often portrayed as a characteristic of model
minority by the mass media in the United States. Tables 9a, 9b, 9c, 10a, 10b, 10c display
educational attainment by gender and by marital status in 1980 and 1990. The data show
thet about 56 percent of mdes have a leest a college degree compared to 40 pearcat of femdes iri
1980y 15 parcent of mdes and 17 parcat of femdes have preschod or lower educationd level.
It isimportant to note that the none completed education category includes children under
age 15 and hence consideration of education by marriage would provide insights of
education among adult Asian Indian population. About 95 percent of married males havea
least high school or higher education (81 percent have college or advanced degree) in 1980
and this compares with 90 percent of married females having at least high school in 1980(62
percent at least have a college degree). In 1990, about 95 percent of married males and 90
percent of married females have at least high school or higher education. L ess than 11 percert
of females and 8 percent of males have not completed formal education in 1990.

TABLE 9a: ASIAN INDIANS—EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS. 1980 (MALES)

Education Now Widoned Divorced Separated Never Total Percent
Married Married
None Completed 1100 60 0 20 19540 20720' 952
Preschool 120 20 0 .0 11780 11920 548
GradeSchodl 440 280 360 160 30160 35400 16.26
High School 14760 300 580 360 14620 30620 14.07
College 25460 360 1300 560 15080 42760 1964
Advanoad Degree 61240 240 1520 580 12700 76280 B
Total 107120 1260 3760 1680 103880 217700 100.00
Percent 4921 058 173 0.77 47.72 100.00
TABLE 9% : ASIAN INDIANS— EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS, 1980 (FEMALES
Education Now Widowed Divorced Separated Never Total Percent
Married Married
NoneConplesd 1880 860 60 40 19400 22240 11.28
Preschool 120 20 0 0 10680 10820 549
GradeSchod 8020 2800 380 260 30220 41680 2115
High School 27540 2120 1330 820 12960 44820 274
College 36780 1160 1320 540 9180 48980 2485
AdvacdDeyee 24620 320 760 180 2660 28540 1448
Tad 98960 7280 390 1840 85100 197080 100.00

Paoat 5021 369 18 093 4318 100.00
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TABLE9c ASAN INDIANS—EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS 1980 (BOTH SEXES)
Education Now Widowed Divorced Separated Neg Total Percent
Married Married
NoreConpeed 2980 920 60 60 38940 42960 10.36
Preshod 240 40 0 0 22460 22740 548
GakeSiod 12460 3080 740 420 60380 77080 1858
HighScthod 42300 2420 1960 1180 27580 75440 1819
Cdlee 62240 1520 2620 1100 24260 91740 212
AdvanoadDeyee 85800 560 2280 760 15360 104820 527
Tad 206080 840 7660 3520 188080 414780 10000
Paoat 4968 206 18 0.85 4556 100.00
TABLE 10a ASAN INDIANS—EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS 1990 (MALES)
Education Now Widoned Divorced Separated Neg Total Percent
Married Married
NoreConpeed 4880 285 0 32 33732 38929 838
Preschool 0 0 0 0 17425 17425 35
GradeShod 7389 554 112 0 62032 70087 1508
High Sdhod 374 472 1478 910 4152  813% 1752
Cdlege 81064 973 4% il 51547 130495 3002
AdvaadDeyee 95610 950 2368 527 17886 117341 2525
Tod 226327 3234 8148 3190 223774 464673 100.00
Paoent 4871 0.70 15 0.69 48.16 100.00
TABLE1On ASAN INDIANS— EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS 190(FEMALES
Education Now Widoned Divorced Separated Neg Total Peroat
Married Married
NoreCorpleed 6521 3480 117 138 336P 43955 1085
Preschool 78 299 0 0 16528 16905 4.17
GaeSiod 12818 3361 280 175 58325 74959 1850
High Sdhod 49481 355 2135 681 32384 88636 21.87
College %B0%B 215 430 1119 20034 132093 3260
AdvacedDegee 41453 169 1326 537 5194 48679 1201
Tad 206446 13479 2650 175364 405227 100.00
Paoat 50.70 333 206 065 4328 100.00
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TABLE 10c: ASAN INDIANS—EDUCATION AND MARITAL STATUS 1990(BOTH SEXES)

Education Now Wdoned Divoroed Separated  Never Total Percat
Married Married
NoreCorpleed 11401 3765 117 170 67431 82834 953
Preschool 78 299 0 0 33953 34330 395
Grade Schod 20207 3915 392 175 120357 145046 1667
High School 86865 421 3613 1501 73536 170032 1955
Cdlege 176159 3188 8620 2840 80781 271588 3122
AdvaradDayee 137063 1119 3694 1064 23080 166020 19.08
Tota 431773 16713 16436 5840 399138 869900 100.00
Percent 4963 192 1.89 067 4583 100.00

The educationd atainments of Asan Indians far exceed those of locd populdions for any
given maitd daus or age group. However, it is importat to note thet- mog Aden Indians
immigde dter complding ther bechdars or meders degree The immigraion sdedivity is
an important factor that contributes to higher levels of education among Asian Indian
immigrants

Earning Levelsof Asian Indians

Adan Indians with their higher levds of education are expected to do better or a leest
equd to the ndives Table 11 shows the didribution of meen wages and daies eaned by
Adan Indan mdes and femdes by the region of resdence in 1980 and 1990. In 1980, femdes
were earning about half as much asmalesin al regions of the country and they seem to
have dore better in Mid West region. The median income for both sexes combined was only
$11,010in 1980 and $18,000 in 1990. The highest mean wages and salarieswere earnedin
MidWest region by both females and males. The data show that the di spearity betweensexes
in wages exis anong the ndive U.S populdion is dso operding for minarity groups  Another
element for low wagesisthat many Asian Indians are not aware of the fact that the wages
and salaries are subjected to negotiation. Often times, Asian Indiansin certain professons
were hired & the minimum wages dlowed by the law. Some of these differences could be the
result of experienceinworking in the United States. In arecent article Klein (1990)desibe
Asan Amaicans in the United Sates s better educated, have grester computer literacy, and hold
a higher proportion of professond and manegaid jobs then the gengd popddion. Theae
weae on going debates on whether Adan Indians could be conddered pat of the dfirmdive
action plans and whether the businessss owned by Asan Indi'ans would qudify for minority
daus (Chung, 1991; Fanklin, 1994; Cdl and Pogt, 1991). Tfiee weare dso conflicts and
pratests by Chinese Ameicans againg induding Asian Indians in the Asan American group for
San Frandsoo aity dfirmdive action programme (Sandalow, 1991). We have further examined
the issue of wages and salaries earned after controlling for length of the stay in the United
States to understand the wage differentials.



50 K.V.Ra

TABLE | I: ASIAN INDIANS: MEN WAGE AND SALARY INCOME ($) BY REGION AN1) SEX.
1980 AND 1990

1980 1990

Region Male Ferde  BohSees Medan  Mde Ferdle  BothSees Median
Income Income

Northeast 1808452 9317.58 147817 12006 3180824 17793.94 26356.02 19000
(43080)  (26040) (69120) (69120) (100990) (64309) (165299) (165299)

Midnvet 19781.42 9967.07 16409.49 12945 36797.42 1829273 29910.23 18000
(29920)  (15660) (45580) (45580) (49559) (29380) (78939) (78939)

Sauth 183564 832459 (1 1455537 10505 ?IB1 1719563  27069.12 17000
(29080) 7740 (46820) (46820)  (65912) (40481)  (106393) (106393)
West 16628.54 7898.9 1333108 10005  32054.73 16215.05 25886.82 18000

(23920) (14520) (38440) (38440) (65621) (41848) (107469) (107469)

All Regions 1827381 893841 1482089 11010 33051.7 1736421 2704.02 18000
(126000) (73960) (199960) (199960) (282082) (176018) (458100) (458100)

Median 15605 7005 11010 (1 24000 12000 18000
Inome  (126000) (73960)  99960) (282082) (176018) (458100)

\'o/e: Numbersin Brackets indicate number of peoplein cell.

TABLE 12: MEAN WAGE AND SALARY INCOME ($) BY LENGTH OF STAY IN THE U.S.1930

Length of Stay ~ Northeast — Midest South West All Median Income

NA/BominlJS. 874536  10444.84 100/531  8363.27  9566.50 7006
(3880) (3780) (7280) (4400) (19340) (19340)

10Yemsorless  12809.64 14321.24  13186.16  11461.89 1301185 10005
(49600)  (31320)  (28920) (23240) (133080)  (133080)

11-20 Yeas 22609.67 25372.20  21793.97 20323.19 22543.52 20285

(13560)  (8780) (8560) (8700) (39600) (39600)
21-30 Years  25447.87 22547.12 2177949 1687685 2166606 18005

(1500) (1320) (1380) (1460) (5660) (5660)
Over30 Years 1321052 1945132 1282647 1222187 1385860 10610

(580) (380) (680) (640) (2280) (2280)
All 147817 1640049 1455537 13331.08 14820.89 11010

(69120)  (45580)  (46820) (38440) (199960)  (199960)

Note: Numbers in brackets indicate number f peoplein cell.

Table 12 shows the mean wages and salary income earned by Asian| ndians by their
length of day. This table shows that native born Adan Indians have the lowes median income and
they could be the youngest people with limited experience The highest wages were recaived by
those who were living in the U.S betwemn 11 to 20 years by 1980. These are the professonds
who might have arrived after the liberalization of immigration Act in 1965. The highest
mean wages were again among those living in Midwest region in 1980. Table 13 provides
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similar information at the time of 1990 Census. As expected, the highest mean wages and
salaries were drawn by those who were in the U.S. between 21 to 30 years by 1990. MidWest
region has attracted and paid the highest mean wages and salaries in 1980 and 1990. The
mean wages earned by residents of MidWest region in 1991 was $47,920 (among those who
came 21 -30 years before 1990).

TABLE 13: MEAN WAGE AND SALARY INCOME ($) BY LENGTH OF STAY INTHE I.S. 1990

Length of Stay Northeast. MidWet South West All Median Income
N.A/BorninU.S. 1300042 977675 1801362 1581183 1443045 6000
(6265) (68%5) @21 (8458) (28239) (28239)
10YearsorLess 1946597 1732561 1753346 2105892 1912379 15000
(91046) (31886) (49681) (54249) (226862 (226862)
11-20 Years 3357581 4119150 35470.06 3071557 35064.62 25000
(51575) (31920) (37730) (30830) (152055) (152055)
21-30 Years 4792015 5487961 45769.34 4079813 4662362 36000
(14524) (7176) (10900) (11804) (44409) (44409)
Over 0 Years 3683139 30677.95 3572749 36341.14 35426.04 28000.
(1889) (1062) (1461) (2128) (6540) (6540)
All 2635602 2991023 2706912 25836.82 2702402 1800
(165299)  (78939) (106393) (107469) (458100) (458100)

Fertility and Family Size Preferences

It isalways interesting to study whether the immigrants from traditional societiesadoptto
the local norms and customs concerning family size preferences or stick with their own
cultural preferences. A recent study by a Wayne State University student found that Asian
Indians afe still holding onto their traditionswhile embracing their new society inthe U.S.
(Abdel-Latif, 1994). Table 14 shows the mean number of children ever born by age of mother in
1980 by region of resdence The daa show that Asan Indian women have slightly higher
number of children & any given age but significantly lower then their sgersin India. Adan
Indians living in the Western region have slightly higher fertility compared to other regions. It
is estimated that about 10 percent of all birthsin the United States are born to immigrants
(U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1991). The number of children ever born per 1,000 women 45-
49 year olds provides an estimate of completed fertility for women near the end of their
childbearing period. Thus the completed fertility for Asian Indian women was 3.10 (North-
eegtemn region), 3.17 (Midwest), 285 (South), ad 375 (Wes) children in 1980. The ovedl
completed fertility was 3.19 children per women by the age 45-49 in 1980. The 1990 data
show aremarkable declinein fertility levels and trends.

Table 15 shows the mean number of children ever born (CEB) by region and age of
mother in 1990. The data show that the mean CEB for women who werein 45-4.9 agegroupwas
250 (Northeast), 2.80 (MidWest), 2.26 (South), and 2.48 (West) children. The overall
completed fertility in 1990 was 2.45, which is about 0.7 children less than the 1980 average,
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a remakadle dedine We have futher examined the fatility behaviour of Adan Indian women by
race, by ancestry, and by place of birth. Thisanalysis has been presented in Tables 16, 17,
and 18.

TABLE 14: MEAN NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN BY AGE OF MOTHER, 1980

Age Group  Northeast Micwest South West All Regions

15-19 100 (140 200 (120) 160 (100 15 (160 158 (520)
2024 1™ (11200 1w (800 w (1) 146 80 1y (330)
25-29 151 (54200 148 (30 ®» (30 1% (340 183 (16440)
3034 197 (87140 1 (460 15 (660 1% (300 1M (430
3539 23 (630) 243 (360) 245 (B0 240 (BN 240  (1660)
40-44 284 (/) 258 (1980) 2B (24000 3AB (A0 281 (9980)
45-49 310 (1900 317 (180) 28 (1600 375 (1340 319 (6040
50-54 413 (11000 354  (560) 38 (70 362 (1000 370 (390
55-59 424 (980 410  (600) 416  (500) 3% (760 397 (2840)
60-64 379 (660) R’ (3 420 (400) 418 (440 389  (1820)

65-69 369 (640 393 (300 300 (420 482 (440 384 (1800)
70-74 309 (640) 340 (20 329 (340 3% (3%0) 338 (1560)
75-79 312 (500 32 (160 371 (140 347 (300 33% (1100)
80-84 281 (X0 471 (140 289 (180 433 (60 3 (700)
8+ 300 (200 200  (20), 233 (60) 333 (60 288 (340)

AllAges 237 (3280) 225 (1%00) 229 (200) 256 (17700) 236  (91400)

Noate: Numbersinbradketsindicatenumber of women.

Table 16 shows the mean CEB by region and race of mother as indicated & the time of 1980 and
1990 Ceansusss It is noteworthy that women who have identified themsdves as Adan Indian by
race have lower fertility (2.32 children versus 2.65) in 1980 and this trend hasnot changedmuch
in 1990. It islikely that some of these non-Asian Indian race persons may be native born ad
mixed parentage Table 17 shows the mean CEB by ancesry of mather in 1980 and 1990. This
table confirms our earlier dbsarvation that norHndian ancestry women have dightly higher  number
of children (236 and 254 in 1990) compared to those who bdong Adean Indian ancestry (227 in
1980 and 244 in 1990). The mean children ever bom par women hes dedined dightly from 1980
t0 1990 for both Indian and non-Indian ancestry Asian Indiansin the U.S. Womenresdinginthe
western region have the highest children ever born (CEB) in 1980 and that has bemnthecasein
1990 for Indian ancestry women. The overdl trends in the CEB shows thet the means have slightly
increased over the decade. This may be aresult of immigration of elderly whomight haveraised
larger familiesin India, and reported in 1990 Census.
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TABLE 15 MEAN NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVERBORN BY AGECFMOTHER 1990

AgeGroup Northeast Midwest Suth West All Regions
15 -19 1w (247 100 173 100 (84 100 (39 m (4

20 -24 150 (1653 13 (1086) 13 (13%5) 1% (702) 151 (4796)

25 -29 1 (6145 1% (3383 143 (4429) 11 (6646) 1 (20603
30 -34 .18 (12002 18 (4635 206 (8%9) 1P (8425) 194 (34061)
35 -39 217 (12040) 224  (5641) 226 (10487) 227 (6763) 223 (34931)
40 -44 235 (Uw6) 2B (8079) 216 (8321) 235 (7278) 2.35 (35604)
45 -49 250 (9268) 280 = (3316) 226 (4939) 248 (47%) 245 (2229)
50 -54 274 (5%61) 258 (1582 287 (2983 318 (3892 287 (13989)
55 -59 345 (2693) 358  (1448) 48  (1685) 323 (2741) 368 (8567)
60 -64 484 (2607) 408 (63 368  (643) 456 (1483) 453 (5366)
65 -69 518 (185 503 (810 379 (1339 405 (1478) 451 (5472
70 -74 573 (1582 482 (3R 454  (568) 397 (1006) 492 (3489)
75 -79 361 (689 512 (39 389  (516) 843 (364) 489 (1960)
80 -84 49 (169 757 (249 — — 550 (238 614 (646)

85 + 342 (19) — — 600 () — — 423 (286)

All Agss 247 (68601) 254 (37269 235 (46493 251 (45790) 247 (192610)

A

Nate Numbersin bracketsindicate number of women.

TABLE

16. MEAN NUMBER OF

CHILDREN EVER BORN BY REGION

AND RACE 'MOTHER.

1980 AND 1990 OF

Region 1980 1990

Indian Not Indian All Indian \'ot Indian All
Northeest 234 (291000 2.64 (3180) 2.37 (32280) 248  (64709) 2.79 (3892) 250 (68601)
Micwest 220 (18000) 2.84 (1400) 2.25 (19400) 254 (29643 2.62 (2083) 255 (31726)
oSoutli 224 (17960) 2.53 (4060) 2.29 (22020) 233  (41806) 2.55 (4687) 2.35 (46493)
West 253 (15060) 2.73 (2640) 2.56 (17700) 251 (dogsb) 254 (B53%) 2/ (45790)
AllRgjos 232 (80120) 2.65(11280) 2.36 (91400) 2.46 (176613) 2.62 (15997) 247 (192610)

Teble 18 examines the meen CEB of Adan Indian women by place of birth of mather in

1930 and 1990 by region of resdence The meen CEB ranges from 209 children in northeedt to
242 in wesemn region with an overdl mean of 218 among India borm mathers in 1980. The non-
Inda bom women have hed highe meen CEB in evay reggon of resdence with women in
nothees having the highes (284) in 1980. The 1990 reoords higner meen CEB amag all
regons and anong  India bom ad ougde India bom women However, women bom in India
havelove meen CEB in 1990 and inal | regonscompeared to outsde India
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TABLE 17: MEAN NUVBER OF CEB BY REGION AND ANCESTRY OF MOTHER, 1980 AND 1990

Region 1980 /990

Indian Not Indian All Indian Not Indian
Nothess 229 (23640) 259 (8640) 237 (32280) 243 (399200 260  (28681)
Michwest 214 (139200 254 (5480 225 (19400) 242 (21267) 21 (10459)
South 220 (13580) 244 . (840) 229 (22020) 232  (30515) 243  (15978)
Wesl 244 (11920) 280 (5780) 256 (17700) 259  (29439) . 237  (16351)

All Regions 227  (63060) 236 (28340) 236 (91400) 244  (121141) 254  (71469)

Note Numbersin bracketsindicate number of women.

born mothers. The overall mean CEB among | ndia born women was 2.40 compared to 2.66
among outside I ndia born women in 1990. The non-India born women may be originally
from outside India such as Fiji, Guyana, South Africa, etc., but oi" Indian origin. Since we
have used an overlapping selection process for selecting the sample for this study, we might
have captured Asian Indian population thet is not necessrily from India but have their origins in
India. In Tables 19 and 20, we have examined the mean CEB by length of stay in the
United States and by region of residence.

TABLE 18: MEAN NUMBER OE CEB BY REGION AND BY COUNTRY OF BIRTH OF MOTHER.
1980 AND 1990

Region 1980 1990
Indian Not Indian All Indian Not Indian

Notheest 209  (20100) 284 (12180) 237 (32280) 2.35  (46854) 282 (21747)

Midwest 217 (13%40) 245 (5460) 225 (14000 250  (24516) 273 (7210)

South 215 (1320) 254 (8100) 229 (220200 2.32 (311 = 243 (13482
West 242 (10220) 275 (7480) 256 (17700) 248 (31537) 257  (14253)
AllRegons 218  (58180) 268 (33220) 236 (914000 2.40  (135918) 266  (566%2)

\tiir: N limbarsinbracketsi ndi cate nuniberaf women.

The fird row of Table 19 shows the fertility of native bom women by region of resdence in
1980. Giventhe recency of Asian|ndian immigration to the United States, it is expected that
these native women (2nd generation Asian Indians) are generally young, and are expectedtobe
inearly married life. It isinteresting to note that these women have higher fertility thanall
women except those who lived in the U.S. for more than 30 years. The data show that about
76 percent of all Asian Indian immigrants havelivedinthe U.S. for 10 yearsor less atthe
time of the 1980 Census and this percentage has gone down to 51 in 1990. Another
interesting observation is that the number of native born women hasdeclined from 9900 in
1980 to 5990 in 1990. This may be aresult of two processes—(i) some of the native
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bom women might have migrated outside the US. or deceased during the decade: and (i) some
native American Indian women might have recorded themselves as Asian Indians. In this paper,
we have removed elderly native bom women from our study population but could not eliminate
younger than 50 }ears olds due to complexity involved in identifying these persons positively.

TABLE:19: MEAN NUMBER OFCEB BY REGION AND LENGTH OF STAY IN US.OF
MOTHER. 1980

Length of stay Northeast Midnest South West All

N.A/Bornin 2.40 (2000) 28 (1960) 258 (3960) 2.91 (1980) 266  (9900)

1l S
10Yersorless 236 (23460) 210 (13660) 218 (13920) 249 (11160) 229 (62200)

11-20 Yeas 231 (4840) 234 (2x40) 238  (2820) 243 (3140) . 236  (13640)
21-30Years 265 (580) 283 (360) 2.09 (460) 291 (640) 263 (2020)
OwDYers 264 (1400) 290 (580) 258 (860) 2.90 (780) 272 (3620)
All 237 (32280) 25 (19400) 2.29 (22020) 256 (17700) 2.36 (91400)

\«/f:Numhers in hraeketsinJieatenumherot women.

Table 20 shows the mean number of CEB by age of mother and place of residence in 1990.
Unlike 1980 trends, the mean CUB for native bom women is lower than any other immigrant
duration group. This finding tends to support our contention that some of the native bom women in
1980 may actually belong to American Indian racial group. The overall mean CEB was. 2.47 in
1990 compared to 2.36 in 1980. It is interesting to note that Asian Indian mothers immigrated
between 1960 to 1970 have (he lowest mean CEB compared to those recent immigrants. This does
not mean an increase in fertility levels among Asian Indians, but a reflection of recent change in
(he mix of immigrants (a higher proportion of elderly persons) who might have had larger families.
In terms of regional differences, women living in the South have the lowest mean CEB and (he
highest means can be found in Mid West region.

TABLE 20: MEAN NUMBER OF CEB BY REGION AND LENGTH OF STAY IN US.OF
MOTHER. 1990

Length of stay Northeast Midwest South West All

N.A.7Born in 1.95 (1333) 235 @9 234 (2183) 244 (1476) 223 (599))
u.s.

10 Years or 2.58 (36453) 2.64 (13634) 2.34  (22057) 2.58  (23628) 253 (95772)
Less

II'-20 Years 2.48 (24401) 251 (14080) 2.31 (17587) 2.41 (14186) 243 (70254)
21-30 Years 2.15 (5784) 214 (2349) 2.22  (3886) 244 (4671) 2.25  (16690)
Over 30 Years 2.84 (630) 312 (665) 436 (780) 265 (189 310  (3904)
total 2.50 (68601)  2.55  (31726) 235 (46493)  2.51. (45790) 247  (192610)

Note': Numbers in brackets indicate number of women .
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Education and Fertility Levels

Does education have any sgnificant effect on fertility behaviour? It has long been identified
that female education is an important factor in determining the family size preferences. Table21
presents mean number of CEB by education of mother asin 1980. Education variable has
five categories and only atiny percentage of women have no education or just preschool (<3
percent). As expected, women with no education have the highest family size in 1980.
College educated mothers have lower mean CEB in both 1980 and 1990 (see Table 22).

TABLE 21: MEAN NUMBER OF CEB BY REGION AND EDUCATION OF MOTHER. 1980

Led Conpleted  Northeast Miches Suth Wed All
NoneCompleted 398 (2600) 305 (360) 327 (40) 424 (840 381 (2600)
Preschool 200 (40) 3.00 (0 —- 300 (80) 271 (140
GraceSchodl 385 (3760) 3.76 (18200) 349 (2040) 364 (290) 370  (10540)
High School 250 (9890) 243 (5040) 246 (7180) 268 (4980) 254  (27080)
College 187 (10560) 200 (70600 200 (752000 209 (6080) 198  (31220)
AdvencedDeyee 12 (7080) 1.81 (51000 10  (4840) 11 (2800) 18 (19820
Tad 237 (32290) 225 (19400) 229 (2020) 256 (177000 236  (91400)

Nae Numbasinbradkesindicatenumber of women.

TABLE 22: MEAN NUMBER OF CEB BY REGION AND EDUCATION OF MOTHER. 1990

Level Completed Northeast Midwest t South West All Regions

NoreComplded 356 (3700) 508 (1184) 487 (1161) 470 (2946) 430 (@

Prexhod 49 (377) LOO (57) i @
GradeSthodl 437 (5931) 485 (2139) 394 (37%H) 348 (4266) 410 (a6
High Schodl 263 (20632) 289 (8099 242 (11583  2.77(10168) 265 50+
Cdlee 203 (5154 203 (13951) 205 (21878  2.08(20000) 205 (8l
AdvaceiDeyee 197 (12807) 201 (6303) 1% (8116) 194 (7501) 197 (3
All Levds 258(109463) 264 (49585) 2 (7122) 266 (69553) 247 (192

Nate Numbersin bracketsindicate numberof women.

Surprisingly, fertility levels among women with no education or preschool has increased
dramatically (3.81 to 4.30 among no education women; 2.71 to 4.44 among women with
preschool education) by 1990 aswell asthe proportion of women (4.9 percent in 1990 Census<3
percent in 1980). The changing immigration pattern and demographic mix of immigrantsinthe
last decade might have contributed to this sudden upsurge (family unification in late 1980s
brought many elderly parents to the US from India). The mean CEB is lowest amongwomen
with advanced college degree in 1990. There were no preschool educated women



TABLE 23 ASIAN INDIANS—MEAN MUMBER OF CHILD E¥ER BORN BY REGIIN AN DUCUPATION OF MOTHER. 1980

Sheenupation Northeast Michvesr Sourh Hasr Afl Regions
Manapcrial and Professional Qccupations 1.83 (67200 191 dlah 204 (456 20 (2e4in ],‘J;I (EROBD)
Technical. Sales and Adminisirative Support Oceupativns 2.05 (78000 200 (4920 204 {604 211 4220 204 (220800
Service Occupations 233 {(2080) 241 {1345 246 {2260 265 {174 251 {7620)
Farming. Forcsiry and Fishing Occupations 3.50 1400 1.0¢ 1209 360 1L 304 (5003 3z (660}
Precision Production. Crafl and Repair Dccupations 2.19 {4200 227 {300 130 {2408 235 (34 231 {1300}
Operators. Fabricalers. and Labourcrs 233 (37al) 214 (2000 240 {146} 277 {1700 247 (8920}
Experienced Unemploved Not Classified Ocoupruon loa [LE4GD) 265 (6460 256 {73600 292 {6560 275 (3134l
Al Oecupations 237 1322800 225 {19400 229 (220200 256 (17700) 236 (91400)

Note Wuntbers in brackets indicate number of women.

TABLE 23: ASTAN INDIANS-MEAN NUMBER OF CHILD EVER BORN BY REGICN AND OCCUPATION OF MOTHER. 1990

Oecupation ' Northeasy Midhrest Soirthz West Alf Regions
Managerizl and Professional Ocoupations 198 (15258) 200 (7345 204 (11554) 208 (9317 204 (43d74)
Technical Sales am:tAdministrmive'SuppurtUccupalions 208 (19313) 208 (19325 159 (14609) L.&T ({13335) 201 {353030)
Service Ocouputicns 308 (4E2%) 2354 (269E) 233 (407} 234 (384 200 (15159
Farming. Forestry and Fishing Uccupations — — 3.00 £92) 2.00 (135 3BT (1434) 367 (I6R3)
Precision Production. Craft and Repair Cecupations 2.00 {565) 246 (1020 2.66 (374} 24 (137E 241 (3537)
Operators. Fabricators. and Labourers 226 {635T) 247 {2445} 281 (2200 2Mm (353 149 (l14634)
Expenenced Unenploved NorClassilied Occupation 307 22273 324 (L4353 2485 (13160} 331 {13137 116 139113)
AH Qccupations 250 (68601) 255 (31716} 235 {46493} 251 (4579 247 (192610)

Nare; Numbers inbrackels ndicare number of women.
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living in southen and Western regions of the US in 1980, and that trend continued in Southern
region in 1990. The andyss of 1980 and 1990 Census data show that education is an important
factor in the dudy of family d/e preferences among Asan Indian community. The higher fertility
levds among edely immigrants from India overshadowed the red experiexe of younger
generdtion.  To futher our understanding of fedility differentids, we have crosstabulated the
occupation of mather by region of residence in Teble 23.

Table 23 shows that about 20 percent of Aden Indian women ae in managerid and
professonal  occupations  while 25 pecent of them ae engaged in technical, sdes ad
adminigtrative  support  postions. But about a third of all women were either unemployed or
have an occupdion that camnot cassfy a one of the occupaions in the census schedule
(housewife®) in 1980, Managerid and professond women have given bith to 194 children on
average compared to 321 among mothers whose occupdion is farming, forestry, and fishing. The
1990 Census data show a dightly different picture (Table 24). About 22 percent of Adan Indian
mothers were in manageriad and professiona occupations (a digl.it increase over 1980 percent).

The 1990 data show that about 31 percent of Agan Indian mothers were either unemployed or
unclassfied and this is one of the groups with the highes mean CEB, 3.16 per woman. There
ae two modd occupations among women—(i) technical, sdes and administrative support
occupations (about 29 percent), and (ii) unemployed or unclassified occupation (about 31
percent). The daa show that only fewer mothes were employed in faming, forestry, fishing,
precison production, craft, and repar sarvice occupaions. The Northesstern region has more than
a third of all women. Faming women have the highest mean number of CEB in 1990. followed by
unemployed or women not classified The 1990s recorded an increase in fertility levels in dmost all
occupations of Asian Indian women. Unlike generd population and other minority populations,
Asan Indian women ae ative and have higher educationd levels across the board. It is not
uncommon to find women with a bachdordmaders degree in  computer stience o engineering
from India settling often a home makers in their adopted land due to lack of opportunities,
traning, and lack of other family membersinthe United Statesto help care for the children.

Summary and Conclusions

In this paper, we have examined the growth and structure of Asian Indian populationin
the United States since 1980. The PUMS of 1980 and 1990 U.S. Census were the primary
source of this study. Three over-lapping sel ection schemes were employed to net al Adan
Indians in the U.S This includes both immigrants and ndive borm population of India origin.
Unfortunatdy, this wide ngt might have included persons from nations other then independent
India It was goparant from our andyss tha there was some confuson about the teem employed to
dexribe people of India with that of Ameicen Indians. There were severd ddely persons
whose characteristics were closer to American Indian (low educational level, low income,
dnge living as household head elc) than Adan Indians. We have mede an dtempt to correct
the census data (dl tables presented in the paper are based on corrected data) on the basis
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of age (over 50 years of age) and nativity (bom in the United Sates). The andlyds wis presanted
spaady for mdes and femdes and where posshle by region of residence within the U.S. The
Adan Indian population has a vary favourable demographic sructure (more working and young
peoplethan elderly or children) in 1980 and in 1990. The young age structure enabled the
community to achieve higher levels of education, occupational prestige, and moderate
incomes It is unfortunete tha news media often ignores this important dimengon of  the
community. The analysis clearly demonstrates that most Asian Indians have at least high
school diploma (about 90 percent among males and 86 percent for femalesin 1990) whle
many have college or other advanoced degree (sbout 55 percent mdes and 50 paroant femdes).
Though highly educated community, a gret peacetage of women goed ther time as
unemployed or in a not dasdfied oocupation (gbout a third). It is not dear from the cenaus data
whether thisis by choice or by lack of opportunitiesto women. Most Asian Indiansae
never maried (gbout 48 percant mdes 43 pearcat femdes in 1990) and about 3 percant ae
dther divorced o spaaed a the time of 1990 cenaus Fatility levds and childbearing
petterns among Adan Indian women hes been examined. There were only 543 teanege mathers
(about 0.3 percent of women age 15 and over) and thusteenage pregnancy isnot a serious
problem among Asian | ndian families though the native trends are dlarming. Thefertility
levds as mesared by meen numbe of children ever bom indicates that Adan Indians have
dightly higher fertility levelsthan white population but lower than other minority groups.

Thefertility trends are inflated due to recent immigration of elderly Asian Indian women
with largefamily sizes. Thewages and sdlaries earned by Asian Indians are comparable to
the mgjority community and they do not reflect the higher educational level and

achievemants It is likdy thet when one contrdls for educationd achievements and expaience,

Adan Indians may by eaming dgnificantly lover wages then mgarity population with smilar

charadteidics (not tesed in this pape). In view of our pegt experience & the 1980 and 1990

Canaus (misdassification), | recommend that a concarted effort should be made by community

leeders and the cenaus authorities about usage of the tem "Adan Indian to avaid confuson at
the year 2000 Census. Though the basic demographic information is available, detailed
informetion on living arangements maitd hidories hith hidories and wok hidories as
well as living conditions of elderly do not exist at the national level on Asian Indians. A

comprenendve represntative natioowide sample survey of Aden Indians of age 15 ad over

would provide such cudd information for an in-depth andyds of problems confronted by the
community in their adopted land. Also such adata set would help socia workers and policy
makersin designing appropriates policiesto the betterment of Asian Indiansin the Urited
Sates
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