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Preface

Declines in the birth rate in the previous decade led many demographers by 1980
to predict unprecedented rates of childlessness for current generations of women.
However, large numbers of women born during the Baby Boom years of the
1950's entered their thirties at a time coincident with the transition to childbearing
at later ages. As a result, the decade ended with annual numbers of births reach-
ing the 4 million mark for the first time in 25 years.

A surge in immigration into the United States during the 1980’s, especially from
Latin America, also contributed to population growth as immigrants recorded sig-
nificantly higher fertility rates than the native-bom population. Currently, over

10 percent of all births occurring annually in the United States are born

to immigrants.

Could this change to childbearing at later ages have been anticipated and does it
foreshadow a new American Baby Boom? The first paper in this report by

Martin O’Connell, “Late Expectations: Childbearing Pattens of American Women
for the 1990’s” focuses on this fertility transition and the likelihood of its continua-
tion during the coming decade. Amara Bachu in “Profile of the Foreign-Bom Pop-
ulation in the United States,” further evaluates the childbearing patterns of immi-
grants and their potential contribution to population growth in the future. In addi-
tion, the paper highlights the similarities and differences between the foreign-bom
and native-born populations for various demographic and economic indicators.
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Late Expectations: Childbearing Patterns
of American Women for the 1990’s

by Martin O’Connell

Introduction

Delays of entry into first marriage, educa-
tional advancement, and the growth of
economic opportunities in the labor mar-
ket are cumently changing the timing pat-
tems of childbearing towards older ages.
Postponements in childbearing
prompted many demographers a de-
cade ago to project childlessness levels
up to 25 percent for women bom during
the Baby Boom (Westoff, 1978; Camp-
bell, 1981; Bloom and Trussell, 1984). In
retrospect, they are now viewed too high
as recent estimates of lifetime childless-
ness for the first decade of baby boom-
ers 35 to 44 years old in 1990 are now
running about 17 percent.!

Is a new American Baby Boom on the
way? Will upcoming cohorts of women
entering the childbearing years in the
1990’s expect and have more children
on average than the previous genera-
tion? The rise in the numbers of annual
births over the 4 million level in 1989 for
the first time in 25 years and to almost
4.2 million in 1990 (National Center for
Health Statistics, 1991) has been her-
alded by the media as evidence of a new
American Baby Boom (Pendleton, 1990;
Vobejda, 1991).

The leading edge of women responsible
for these annual increases in the 1960's
has been women in age groups tradi-
tionally past the peak reproductive years,
namely, women over 30 (National Center
for Health Statistics, 1990). Most of the
increase in the numbers of children bom
in the past decade has not been the re-
sult of a new baby boom of rising fertility
expectations among younger women.
Rather, it resulted from a shift in the pat-
tem of childbearing to older ages coinci-
dent with large increases in the numbers
of women in these age groups as the
Baby Boomers of the 1950’s grew older.

During the 1960's, Census Bureau fertility
and birth expectations surveys showed
two contrasting trends in fertility: increas-

women bom between 1946-55, the first 10
years of the Baby Boom.

ing proportions of women still childless
over age 25 yet at the same time persist-
ing in their expectations to have a birth in
the future. Are these expectations just
wishful thinking or do they herald a shift
in childbearing patterns to older ages,
comparable to many European nations?
This paper will examine the changes in
the timing of entry into motherhood
among post World War Il birth cohorts of
women and the childbearing pattemns of
women after age 30. The principal data
source used in this paper will be the
Census Bureau's fertility and birth expec-
tations survey from the Current Popula-
tion Survey (CPS). Expectations data will
be used as a barometer of current senti-
ments and an aid in identifying the ages
in the life cycle when the decision wheth-
er to have a birth must be reconciled
with the reality of current circum-
stances—when just saying “yes” to an
interviewer in the survey becomes an un-
realistic appraisal of the future.

A brief summary of the origins and evolv-
ing problems associated with using birth
expectations data as a method to predict
future fertility swings will first be ex-
amined. Next, the usefulness of expecta-
tions data as a predictor of the future will
be discussed in the context of historical
pattemns of childbearing. Have previous
cohorts which have delayed fertility been
able to compensate for these delays af-
ter age 30 and how likely are the women
of the Baby Boom to meet their stated
expectations? Finally, this paper will ex-
amine which socioeconomic groups of
women are most likely to be character-
ized by delays in childbearing and their
current prospects for having their first
birth at later ages.

Birth
Origins and Problems

Previous Research

The collection of birth expectations data
from surveys of women in the childbear-
ing ages was originally intended to pro-
vide an economical way of projecting
completed fertility for groups of women
before the end of their reproductive
years. Instead of trying to mathematical-

ly modei fertility, why not directly ask
women how many children they expect
to have?

Demographers soon discovered that this
question was easier asked than an-
swered. The first surveys conducted in
the late 1950’s and early 1960’s often in-
produced inaccuracies in the resultant
fertility projections for overall cohorts of
women since single women were not in-
terviewed in the initial surveys (Freedman
et al., 1959; Whelpton et al., 1966). Ex-
amination of intracohort changes in birth
expectations for the first Baby Boom co-
horts of the 1940’s also indicated that the
women sharply lowered their lifetime ex-
pectations sometime around 1970 during
the period when new contraceptive and
to large numbers of women (Campbell,
1981).

Further research suggested that while
aggregate level agreement between ex-
pectations and actual fertility often ap-
peared at the group level, panel studies
of individuals over time showed that
many women wrongly predict their fertil-
ity. For the period from the mid-1960's to
the mid-1970's, there was also a tenden-
cy to overstate birth expectations at the
time of the original interview with women
having “a much stronger disposition to
than to ive intentions up-
ward” (Westoff and Ryder, 1977).

A general conclusion on the usefuiness
of birth expectations as predictors was
that they do not predict the future as
much as reflect the current conditions
women experience at the time of the sur-
vey. And while average predictions are
useful at the national level, there was an
uneasy suspicion that someday these
fortuitous counterbalancing errors may
fail to appear (Westoff, 1981).

Manski (1990), in a more formal mathe-
matical presentation, argues that the
problems inherent in birth expectations
surveys stem not from the respondents
themselves but from the form of the
questions asked and the analyses per-
formed. While the question “Do you ex-
pect to have a birth in the future” re-



quires a dichotomous “yes” or “no” an-
swer, the answer given by the respon-
dent is likely govemed by an undertying
continuous probability distribution where
the strength of each answer varies with
each individual.

Some respondents may answer “yes”
with a 90 percent level of certainty of
having a birth while others may be only
marginally inclined to give an affirmative
answer, yet one “yes” response on a sur-
vey counts as much as the next. And
since there is no reason to expect that all
respondents can foretell future circum-
stances to the same degree, there is
also, more importantly, no assurance that
those who err on the high side will be
counterbalanced in the aggregate by
those who err on the low side, even if all
respondents are equally certain of their
answers at the time of the interview.
Manski further states that discrepancies
between predictions and actual behavior
“may simply reflect the dependence of
behavior on events not realized at the
time of the survey” and not the strength
of the expectations at the time of the in-
terview.

Probiems of Uncertainty

The demographer’s uneasiness over the
reliability of the birth expectations ques-
tions is not unwarranted as many re-
spondents in the surveys express con-
siderable doubt over their future child-
bearing. For example, relatively young
childless women may feel that they have
many years ahead of themselves before
any commitment needs to be made,
even casually to an interviewer. An ex-
amination of the degree of uncertainty
may be revealing in itself as a potential
indicator of an upcoming shift in fertility
patterns as women change responses
and go through a transitory stage of un-
certainty before arriving at a final decision
(Morgan, 1982).

In practice, while CPS birth expectations
supplements do not elicit probability re-
sponses, they do offer respondents the
option of saying they are uncertain about
their future childbearing plans. Thus, we
can develop a range of childbearing ex-
pectations by taking into account the un-

Table A. Birth Expectations of Childless Women: June 1976, 1980,

1985, and 1990

(Percent distribution for birth expectations based on all interviewed respondents)

Birth expectations
Age and survey year Percent
9 Yy currently Expects | Expects
childless Total| 1+ births 0 births [ Uncertain
18 to 24 years old:
1990 ... 70.7 100.0 64.9 10.9 243
1985 . 71.4 100.0 66.1 12.1 218
1980 ... 70.0 100.0 66.5 13.8 198
1976 . 69.0 100.0 68.4 13.6 18.1
25 to 29 years old:
1990 ... 421 100.0 62.8 17.3 20.0
1985 . ittt 415 100.0 62.9 18.2 19.0
1980 ..o 36.8 100.0 55.5 255 19.1
1976 .o 308 100.0 51.7 30.6 17.6
30 to 34 years old:
1990 ...t 257 100.0 40.6 338 257
1985 . it 26.2 100.0 36.3 444 19.3
1980 ..ot 19.8 100.0 295 50.7 19.6
1976 .o 15.6 100.0 223 59.1 18.6
35 to 39 years old:
1990 ... it 17.7 100.0 16.0 65.2 18.8
1985 ..o 16.7 100.0 134 739 126
1980 ..ot 12.1 100.0 11.4 75.4 131
1976 .o 10.5 100.0 (NA) (NA) (NA)

NA Not available.
Note: Population bases are in table 1.

derlying distribution of uncertain re-
sponses reported in the surveys.

When asked about their expectations for
having a future birth in June 1990, about
one-quarter of childless women 18 to 24
years old stated that they were uncgertain
(table A).2 Uncertainty levels were also
quite high for older women, although af-
ter age 30, expectations for a future birth
fall very rapidly. In June 1990, 63 to 65
percent of childless women under age
30 expected to have a birth; only 41 per-
cent of childless women 30 to 34 years
old in 1990 expected a birth compared
to 16 percent for childless women 35 to
39 years old.

2)n this table and all subsequent tables,
birth expectations data are derived from the
responses of all women interviewed, including
those "uncertain” about their future childbear-
ing. Women not available for a personal inter-
view, about 14 percent of potential respon-
dents in 1990, were not included in any calcu-
lations.

Census Bureau surveys indicate that lev-
els of uncertainty among childiess wom-
en have increased only slightly since
1976 for women 25 to 29 and 30 to 34
years old in comparison with major distri-
butional shifts in “yes/no” responses for
these age groups. Both groups experi-
enced significant increases in the propor-
tion of childless women who at the time
of the survey indicated that they would
someday expect to have a baby (table
A). Yet the data also show increasing
proportions of women in these age
groups since 1976 who were childless at
the time of the survey.

For women in the 18-to-24 year old

age group, childlessness levels since
1976 have been between 69 and 71. In
addition, only a minor decline was noted
in the proportions expecting a future birth
for subsequent cohorts of young women.
Certainly these data do not suggest a
new boom of rising expectations for
younger women.




Increases in birth expectations for wom-
en in their thirties are consistent with ob-
served increases in their fertility since the
late 1970s (Ventura, 1989). However, a
sharp increase in uncertainty levels be-
tween 1985 and 1990 for women 30 and

Figure 1.

over merits comment. Declines in the
proportion not expecting any future
births between 1985 and 1990 for wom-
en in these two age groups were not ful-
ly accounted for by increases in the pro-
portion saying “yes” to the birth expecta-
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tions questions. The remainder of the
distributional change was accounted for
by increases in uncertainty. Perhaps this
is indicative of slow down or a stabiliza-
tion in the rise of birth expectations
among childless women in their early
thirties that was observed in the 1980’s.

Will delays in childbearing be made up
in the 1990’s in order to achieve stated
levels? The next section examines these
prospects by looking at historical pat-
tems of childlessness by age 30 and fer-
tility in the later ages of childbearing.

Historical Patterns of
Childlessness

American social and economic history is
imprinted in figure 1 which shows the
childbearing careers of generations of
American women bom between 1830
and 1959. The 1910 birth cohort re-
corded the lowest proportion of women
having a first birth by age 30, 66 percent.
The women in this cohort spent most of
their principal childbearing years span-
ning the Great Depression and World
War |l

Of women in the 1910 cohort still child-
less by age 30, a little over one-third
eventually went on to have a birth so by
the end of their childbearing years (up-
per line in figure 1), 79 percent had had
at least one child (21 percent remained
childless). While the level of childless-
ness recorded for this cohort was quite
high compared to subsequent birth co-
horts of women bom in the 1920's and
1930's (about 10 percent), prior cohorts
of American women bom between the
Civil War and World War | typically re-
corded levels of childlessness of about
20 percent (Heuser, 1976, table 6A).

The cohort of women bomn in 1935 re-
corded the highest proportion having
had a child by age 30 (87 percent) and
by age 50 (92 percent). These were the
Baby Boom mothers who had their child-
bearing years during the late 1950's and
early 1960’s when 4 million babies were
born each year. Because of this rapid
pace of childbearing, there were relative-
ly few childless women remaining at
ages past 30.



The historical trend in figure 1 shows that
the pace of early childbearing slowed for
cohorts bomn after the mid 1930's. For
the most recent group of women ap-
proaching age 30 (those who were bom
during the Baby Boom years of the late
1950's), the proportion having a child de-
clined to about 70 percent, not unlike the
levels recorded by these women's
grandmothers who would have been
bom around World War |.

The broken line in figure 1 for cohorts of
women bomn after 1940 represents the
proportion having a birth by January 1,
1989. These cohorts have almost com-
pleted their childbearing years, with over
85 percent of the women bom between
1946 and 1949 already having had at
least one birth. (The graph is not ex-
tended for cohorts bom after 1949 as
data are not yet available for these wom-
en beyond their 40th birthday.)

Lifetime birth probabilities for the 1910
and 1935 birth cohorts and for the first
Baby Boom cohort of 1946 are shown in
figure 2. This graph illustrates, for each
cohort, the proportion of childless wom-
en at each age who eventually went on
to have a birth. For example among
women who were bom in 1910, of those
still childless by their 18th birthday, 76
percent had a birth by the end of their
reproductive life. Similarly, among wom-
en who were bomn in 1835, the corre-
sponding figure was 91 percent.

The characteristic of these fertility curves
is a continually declining probability, with
increasing age, of a childiess woman
ever having a birth. The lifetime probabil-
ity of a childless woman at age a (Pa) in
a given cohort ever having a future birth
is the proportion of women out of the to-
tal population currently childless at age a
who will eventually have a birth

(equation 1).

Pa= WBa/(WBa + WCa) (1)

The population at risk at age a includes
currently childless women who eventual-
ly go on to have a birth (WBa) and those
who will never have a child (WCa). This
latter number is a known characteristic of
the cohort's completed parity distribution

Figure 3.
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and therefore remains constant at all
ages (i.e., women who never have a
child remain childless at all ages).

At age 0, the value of Pa equals the pro-
portion of women in a cohort who ever
have a child: for the 1910 cohort, this val-
ue was 79 percent. With each passing
age, the numerator and denominator
both decrement by the same value
(women who have a child during age a)
with the probability approaching zero by
the end of the reproductive years. This
results in a monotonically declining prob-
ability curve throughout the life cycle of
the cohort as shown in figure 2.

Following the life cycle of the 1910 and
1935 cohorts through the childbearing
ages, the probabilities continually narrow
when at age 30, the 1910 cohort curve
crosses above the 1935 cohort curve.
Childless women in the 1910 cohort after
age 30 were more likely to go on to have
a birth than women in the 1935 cohort
who started childbearing at younger
ages. The trajectory of the 1946 cohort
is intermediate between these two ex-
tremes, with greater likelihood of child-
bearing than the 1910 cohort at ages be-

fore 30, and greater likelihood of child-
bearing after age 30 than the 1935 co-
hort. The next section will look at the
likely fertility outcomes for the remainder
of the Baby Boom cotorts.

Birth Expectations, 1976-90

Levels of Lifetime Childlessness
Figure 3 graphs, by single years of age,
the proportion of childless women ex-
pecting a future birth for the survey years
1976 and 1990 based on the responses
of all interviewed women, including those
responding uncertain to the survey ques-
tion.3 Expectations for a future birth de-
clined slightly between 1976 and 1990
for childless women 18 to 24 years old
from 68 to 65 percent (table A). In both
years, expectations were markedly lower
for women over age 30 although the ex-

3Lifetime birth expectations data shown in
annual Fertility of American Women reports
published by the Census Bureau base all
derived estimates on only the base of persons
reporting a numerical answer to the birth ex-
pectations items, omitting uncertain re-
sponses. Expectations of lifetime childless-
ness in these reports, then, are significantly
lower than the ones shown in this paper due
to the omission of these respondents.

c.




pectation levels in 1990 were generally
above those reported in 1976 for women
30 to 34 years old.

These data suggest two trends: (1) child-
less women approaching age 30 rapidly
begin to realize that they may never have
a child and revise their expectations ac-
cordingly4; and (2) incoming cohorts of
childless women since 1976 have ex-
pressed an increasing likelihood of hav-
ing a child at later ages.

Table B shows expectations of lifetime
childlessness for women 18 to 39 years

4The phrase “approaching age 30" is liber-
ally used in cescribing behavioral actions ob-
served from this graph since only period ob-
servation points are shown in figure 3. An
equivalent “cohort” graph will be shown in the
next section in figure 4 and table C.

old based on Census Bureau surveys
conducted between 1976 and 1990.5
Ranges of childlessness expectations are
shown which take into account re-
sponses of uncertainty. The high esti-
mates shown in table B take the extreme
view that all women saying that they
were uncertain about their future child-
bearing were in essence saying that for
the time being, they did not expect any
future births. Using Manski's reasoning,
these respondent’s did not have an un-
derlying probability distribution that
would make a “yes” answer a realistic
response. In the absence of a positive

SThe Census Bureau collected birth expec-
tations data prior to 1976 but only for married
women.

response, they were recorded as
saying no.

Similarly, the low estimate of childless-
ness in table B assumes all uncertain
women will have a future birth. Bracket-
ing these extreme estimates is a medium
series that distributes uncertain re-
sponses among the “yes/no” birth cate-
gories in the same proportion as those
who responded to the survey question.®

In addition to these three series, two ad-
ditional items are shown in the table.
The first column presents the proportion

€ The range of estimates shown in tabie B
is derived from distributing the additional (A),
no birth (N), and uncertain (U) responses in
conjunction with the percent currently child-
less (C) estimates in table A as follows: High
= C*(N+U)/100; Medium = C*N/(A+N); Low
= C*N/100.

Table B. Expectations for Childlessness: June 1976, 1980, 1985, and 1990

P Percent Percent expecting no Standard errors for lifetime
ercent | of cohort o ) ; S
of child-| childiess lifetime births birth projections
Age and survey year less as of as of
Birth survey June High [ Medium Low High| Medium Low
cohort date 1990 | estimate| estimate| estimate| estimate| estimate estimate
18 to 24 years old:
1990 .. . oiiii e 1966-72 70.7 70.7 249 10.2 7.7 0.5 14 0.3
1985 .. oo 1961-67 714 46.0 242 11.0 8.6 0.5 1.3 0.3
1980 .. .o 1956-62 70.0 28.5 235 12.0 9.7 0.5 1.3 0.3
1976 .. .ot 1952-58 69.0 20.8 21.9 11.4 9.4 0.4 1.2 0.3
25 to 29 years old
1990 .. i 1961-65 42.1 421 15.7 9.1 7.3 0.5 14 0.4
1985 . o 1956-60 415 25.7 15.4 9.3 7.6 0.5 14 0.4
1980 ... vviiiiiiiii s 1951-55 36.8 17.7 16.4 11.6 94 0.5 1.6 0.4
1976 ..o 1947-51 30.8 16.5 14.8 11.5 9.4 0.5 1.5 0.4
30 to 34 years old
1990 ... 1956-60 25.7 25.7 15.3 11.7 8.7 0.5 1.7 0.4
1985 . .. 1951-55 26.2 17.7 16.7 14.4 11.6 0.5 1.8 0.4
1980 . .0t 1946-50 19.8 16.0 13.9 12.5 10.0 0.5 1.8 0.5
1976 . v 1942-46 15.6 13.3 12.1 11.3 9.2 0.5 1.8 0.5
35 to 39 years old
1990 . ..o 1951-55 17.7 17.7 14.9 14.2 11.5 0.5 1.9 0.5
1985 . oo 1946-50 16.7 16.0 14.4 141 12.3 0.5 1.8 0.5
1980 . ... 1941-45 12.1 13.2 10.7 10.5 9.1 0.5 1.7 0.4
1976 . o 1937-41 10.5 11.2 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA)

NA Not available.

Snurce: Percentages for high, medium, and low estimates are derived from the percent currently childless and birth expectations distributions

in table A.
Note: Population bases are in table 2.

The three series of cohort childlessness levels are defined as follows:

High — assumes women uncertain about birth expectations will have no future births. ) )
Medium — assumes women uncertain about birth expectations are distributed proportionately among the no birth and 1+ birth categories.
Low — assumes women uncertain about birth expectations will all have a future birth.
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of women in each age group childless at Table C. Expectations for a Future Birth Among Childiess Women:

the time of the survey while the second Birth Cohorts of 1949-50 to 1959-60 Interviewed in Selected
column shows the proportion of that co- Surveys, June 1976 to 1990

hort of women still childless as of June (Percent expecting a future birth based on all interviewed respondents)

1990.7 These comparisons permit an

examination of the childbearing progress Birth cohort X—

of that cohort from the initial survey date Survey year

through June 1990. 1959-60 | 1957-58 | 1955-56 | 1953-54 | 1951-52| 1949-50
Table B indicates that the range of child- Percent expecting a future birth
mnes;m'e”.e's from low to hv'e'r;'de“:s';i 1990 . ...t 488 358| 281 173 7.0 (NA)
nishes nc:ﬁ.a:smg age. - 1988 . ..o 57.5| 479| 350| 226 12.2 8.6
mates range from 8 to 25 percent for 1086 ..o 634| 568| 465 331| (NA) (NA)
18-to-24-year old women in 1990, by 1985. ... ..o, 65.5 63.2 498 39.2 26.4 16.8
age 35 to 39, the estimates narrow to a 1982. .. 68.8 63.3 57.9 479 38.2 34.0
range from 12 to 15 percent. This wider 1980 .. .. .iiiiiei 67.8 66.8 64.8 55.8 48.7 35.3
range at younger ages is a function of 1978 .o 69.2 69.7 69.7 63.3 555 39.0
the large proportion still childiess at 1976 ..o (NA) 69.1 68.0 68.5 62.7 53.4

these ages (71 percent in 1990) and the

b A N Age of woman at interview
proportion of these women still uncertain

about their childbearing plans (24 per- 1990 ..o 30.31| 32:33| 3435 3637| 3839 (NA)
cent, table A). While uncertainty levels 1988 . oo 28-29| 3031 32:33| 3435 3637 38-39
among 35-t0-39-year old women were 1986 . ..o 2627| 28-29| 3031 3233| (NA) (NA)
19 percent, by this age, 82 percent had 1985 ..o 25.26| 27.28| 29-30| 3132 3334 3536

' age, N hax 1982 oo 2223| 2425| 2627| 2829 3031| 32-33
already bome a child, thereby minimizing ~ ;44, 20-21| 22-23| 2425| 26.27| 2829  30-31 '
the potential effect the proportion uncer- 1978 oo 18-19| 20-21| 22-23| 24-25| 2627 2820
tain would have on overall lifetime child- 1976 . oo (NA)|  18-19| 20-21| 22-23| 2425 2627

lessness levels.
NA Not available.

For the cohort of women who were 18 to Note: Cohorts of women were interviewed in successive surveys but they are not the same
24 in 1976, 21 percent were still childless  ,omen repeatedly interviewed. Population bases are in table 3. Y Y

by 1990 (table B). Although these wom-

en in 1990 on average were in their mid

to late thirties, their cohort childiessness Figure 4.

level had already bettered their initial Lifetime Birth Probabilities for

1976 high series expectations of 22 per- Chiidless Women: 1910 Birth Cohort

cent. In all probability, their eventual lev- and Baby Boom Birth Cohorts —— 1910 birth cohort

el of childlessness will still decline a few xpecti s Baby boom cohorts
percentage points. However, it is unlikely 100 Percent having (e ng) a future birth
that either the medium or low series esti-

mates of childlessness will be achieved.

Women 25 years old and over in 1976 80
had by 1990 all but finished their child- |\|
bearing years. Cohort childlessness lev- ]
els as of 1990 were within 1 or 2 percent- 60
age points of the high series expecta-

tions levels originally stated in 1976. For .
example, the high series expectations for 40
women 25 to 29 years old in 1976 was -
15 percent and by 1990 17 percent re-

mained childless. Women 30 to 34 years 4

7Childlessness as of the survey date is
basedonCPSdataforma'\t‘eagﬁe'dgrwpfmn 0 c
i , whil ildiessness p
g;msuateswa': mgg) are from the June 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 -




old in 1976 had a high series estimate of  reply represents a “no” rather than a years have offset previous delays in
12 percent, just 1 percentage point be- “yes” response. Of course, women re- childbearing to produce a fairly consis-
low the 13 percent level recorded by this  sponding “yes” or “no™ may also revise tent level of childlessness

cohort in 1980.

their expectations as they age, providing

expectations
for cohorts bom during most of the Baby

For women 25 and over interviewed in rpofeuncerlaimytoanyanalysisinaddi- Boom period.

1980, childlessness levels in 1990 were 1N 10 that expressed by the respon-

within 2 percentage points of their 1980 9ens themselves. Expectations of the
axpections for the high series. These In summary, Baby Boom cohorts bom Baby Boom Cohorts

data suggest that expressions of uncer- between 1946-60 typically reported high The data shown in tables A and B and in
tainty gravitate towards “no child” re- series childlessness levels of about 14 to  figure 3 are snapshot pictures of how
sponses with increasing age. The diffi- 17 percent. It appears, then, that in- women in different age groups evaluate
culty that demographers face is deter- creases in expectations for future child- their future childbearing plans at a partic-

mining the exact age where an uncertain

bearing among older women in recent

ular point in time. They are not the actual

Table D. Changes in Cohort Expectations for a Future Birth: Initial June 1976 Birth Expectations and
Revised June 1990 Birth Expectations

(Women uncertain about their future birth expectations are assigned "no future births” as a response)

Proportion
expecting a Standard errors for
June 1976 future birth columns 4, 9, and 10
Percent
Propor- of

Age in 1976 tion| cohort Revised
Percent | expect-| expect- Percent Revised 1910 1976 1990 1910
with 1+ ing a| ing life- with 1+ cohort| cohort{ cohort| cohort cohort
births to| future time| -Age in | births to June 1910 | expec-| projec-| projec-| projec-| projec-
— date birth births 1990 date 1990| cohort| tations tions tions tions tions
1) 2 (3) (4) (5) (6) 7) (8) 9 (10) (11) (12) (13)
16yearsold......... (NA) (NA) (NA) 30 70.9 521 .370 86.1 81.7 (NA) 1.0 0.9
17yearsold......... (NA) (NA) (NA) 31 72.9 451 327 85.1 81.8 (NA) 1.1 0.9
18yearsold......... 12.0 .684 72.2 32 735 .389 .283 83.8 81.0 0.3 1.1 0.9
19yearsold......... 17.6 .698 751 33 76.5 327 237 84.2 82.1 0.3 1.1 1.0
20yearsold......... 25.7 .704 78.0 34 77.6 .299 195 84.3 82.0 0.4 1.1 1.0
21yearsold......... 30.8 .654 76.1 35 81.1 .262 161 86.1 84.1 0.4 1.0 1.0
22yearsold......... 38.2 671 80.0 36 81.4 .193 .130 85.0 83.8 0.5 1.1 1.1
23 yearsold......... 44.4 .699 83.3 37 81.9 153 .098 84.7 83.7 0.4 1.1 1.1
24 yearsold......... 52.3 .664 84.0 38 83.9 .090 .067 85.3 85.0 0.5 1.2 1.2
25yearsold......... 59.3 .585 83.1 39 83.5 .051 .046 84.3 84.3 0.6 1.2 1.1
26yearsold......... 64.6 .554 84.2 40 83.0 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.6 (NA) (NA)
27 yearsod......... 711 .507 85.8 41 84.5 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.7 (NA) (NA)
28yearsod......... 72.7 475 85.7 42 83.9 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.7 (NA) (NA)
29 yearsod......... 784 402 87.1 43 82.8 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.7 (NA) (NA)
30yearsold......... 81.7 314 87.4 44 86.6 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.9 (NA) (NA)
31yearsod......... 83.3 .307 88.4 45 84.1 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.9 (NA) (NA)
32yearsold......... 84.5 .210 87.8 46 88.3 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.9 (NA) (NA)
33yearsold......... 84.4 120 86.3 47 86.9 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 1.0 (NA) (NA)
34yearsold......... 88.4 .106 89.6 48 87.9 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 1.0 (NA) (NA)

NA Not available.

Note: Women interviewed in 1990 are not the same women as interviewed in 1976 but are different women from the same birth cohort.

Population bases are in table 4.

Source: Columns 2 and 3 are from the June 1976 CPS, columns 6 and 7 are from the June 1980 CPS, and column 8 is from Heuser (1976),

table 6A.

Col (3) Expectations of childless women in the June 1976 CPS for a future birth.

Col (4) = Col (2) + [100 - Col (2)] *Col (3).

Col (7) Expectations of childless women in the June 1990 CPS for a future birth.
Col (8) Percent of childless women at each age in the 1910 birth cohort who eventually had a birth.

Col (9) = Col (6) + [100 - Col (6)] *Col (7).
Col (10) = Col (6) + (100 - Col (6) "Col (8).



responses of a single cohort or group of
women over the course of their life. An
attempt to present the birth expectations
of various cohorts of women from a se-
ries of Current Population Surveys (CPS)
since 1976 is shown in table C and in fig-
ure 4.8

Birth expectations data in Current Popu-
lation Surveys generally have been col-
lected for a core age range of women 18
to 34 years old on an annual basis since
1976, atthough for some survey years
the universe was extended to 39 years of
age. Data in table C show the changing
expectations of cohorts of childiess wom-
en bom during the 1950's from these
surveys. Because of the age limitations
of different surveys, these cohorts can be
traced over their childbearing years but
at irregular intervals.

For example, for the first survey year of
1976, persons bom in 1557-58, the peak
of the Baby Boom, were 18 to 19 years
old. We can follow the changing expec-
tations of the 1957-58 cohort from 1976
to 1990 as they aged from 18-19 to
32-33 years old. Women bom in earlier
cohorts were also interviewed in 1976
but at older ages (e.g., the 1949-50 co-
hort in 1976 was 26 to 27 years old). No
information on birth expectations is avail-
able for them at younger ages because
of an absence of surveys in prior years.
For the 1949-50 cohoit, we can only
trace their responses from ages 26-27 in
1976 to 38-39 in 1988 as this cohort was
40 to 41 years old in 1990 and out of the
respondent universe.

The percentages shown in table C treat
uncertain responses as “No” answers
since the respondents did not have
enough confidence to respond that they
would have a future birth. The 1957-58
and 1959-60 birth cohorts show a re-
markably similar pattern of expectations.
The expectation for a future birth for both
cohorts was at the 69 percent level for
childless women at ages 18 to 19 and
remained at or above the 60 percent

8The birth cohorts shown in table C and
figure 4 are not derived from repeated inter-
views of the same women in successive sur-
veys but from a different sample of women
bomn in the same cohort in each survey year.

Table E. Educational Attainment, by Parity: June 1976 and 1990

(Numbers in thousands)

Percent with 1+ years of college
Survey year. parity. and age Number of Completing| Completing
women Total 1-3 years 4+ years
Childless women—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold............... 3,121 220 21.7 0.3
20to 24 yearsold............... 5918 60.7 43.2 17.5
25to29yearsold............... 4,477 63.4 25.0 38.4
30to34yearsold............... 2,853 63.6 229 40.7
35t039yearsold............... 1,793 63.8 24.3 39.5
June 1976:
18to19yearsold............... 3,565 18.3 18.2 0.1
20to24yearsold............... 5,989 52.2 36.3 15.9
25to29yearsold............... 2,726 60.6 221 38.5
30to34yearsold............... 1,117 51.2 19.5 31.7
35to39yearsold............... 634 42.6 15.2 27.4
Women with 1+ children—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold............... 501 4.7 4.7 -
20to 24 yearsold............... 3,237 19.6 17.3 2.3
25to29vyearsold............... 6,160 33.1 20.7 12.4
30to34yearsold............... 8,238 414 22.6 18.8
35to39yearsold............... 8,319 45.0 23.3 21.7
June 1976:
18to19yearsold............... 620 1.6 1.6 -
20to 24 yearsold............... 3,670 12.6 109 17
25t0o29yearsold............... 6,138 26.6 159 10.7
30to34yearsold............... 6,043 30.2 15.7 14.5
35t039yearsold............... 5,430 25.2 13.6 11.6

- Zero or rounds to zero.

mark for most age groups through the
twenties. At ages 28 to 29, expectations
for a future birth fell to 57 percent, further
declining to 48-49 percent at ages 30 to
31 years old.

These observation points are plotted in
figure 4 along with the birth probabilities
of childless women from the 1910 co-
hort. While the actual 1910 probabilities
show the proportion of childless women
at each age who actually went on to
have a birth, the expectations data indi-
cate anticipatory probabilities for child-
bearing.

Treating the expectations data as a birth
probability curve for a hypothetical co-
hort of women bom during the 1950's,
the plot of observations suggests that
cohorts also reduce their expectations for
a future birth as more childless years go

by.9 A noticeable departure from the
1910 cohort’s probability curve is that the
expectations data are generally at the
same level or higher than the actual

1910 birth probabilities for ages in the
mid to late twenties.

The 1910 cohort completed its childbear-
ing years with 22 percent of the women

9Since these data do not follow individuals
over time, reductions in a cohort's expecta-
tions may result from decreases in expecta-
tions by all women remaining childless at sub-
sequent ages as well as distributional shifts
towards more women remaining in the cohort
who will never have a child. This latter group
may have always had lower expectations than
the group which was delaying childbearing.
This compositional shift would produce in-
creasingly lower average cohort expectations
as permanently childiess women make up
more of the remaining cohort.
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remaining childless while 15 percent of
the cohort of women bom during the
1950's (approximatety 30 to 40 years old
in 1990) expect to be childless (high se-
ries of expectations from table B). It
would appear then, that the current gen-
eration of women expect to have first
births at later ages at an even higher rate
than the 1910 cohort which had some of
the highest childbearing rates at older
ages of any cohort bom during the 20th
century.

Childbearing to Date

The historic low in U.S. annual fertility
rates was reached in 1976 with a total
fertility rate of 1.74 births per woman. In
the past 15 years, fertility rates have in-
creased 20 percent to about 2.1 births
per woman in 1980. The age groups
principally responsibie for this overall in-
crease have been women in their thirties
(National Center for Health Statistics,
1990). How have these period increases
affected cohort levels of childlessness?
Table D examines the expectations of
childless women 18 to 34 years old in
1976 and their fertility to date by 1990.
Using the high expectations series, life-
time cohort expectations for ever having

a child was no more than 80 percent for
women 22 years old and under in 1976
(column 4). By 1990, these women had
already equalled or exceed their expec-
tations (column 6). In fact, revisions by
these women in 1990 indicate that they
still expect more childbearing by the end
of the reproductive years (column 7).
The revised set of projections for these
women in 1990 (column 9) when 32 to
36 years old imply lifetime expectations
for being childless between 14 and 16
percent, only 1 or 2 percentage points
different from what one would project us-
ing the birth probabilities for the 1910 co-
hort (column 10).

For women 23 to 25 years old in 1976,

litle cohort revision occurred in the ensu-

ing 14-year period. Expectations as
stated in 1976 (column 4) were not sig-
nificantly different from their revised 1980
cohort expectations (column 9). The
1910 cohort probabilities also produce
projections which are within 1 percent-
age point of the revised 1990 birth ex-
pectations (column 9). Regardiess of
which set of projections are used, about
15 to 16 percent of these women will
end up childless.

Women 26 to 34 years old in 1976 were
over 40 by 1990 and for all purposes
had completed their childbearing. In
most cases, the proportion of women
having had at least one child by 1980
was not significantly different from the
expectations made by those cohorts in
1976 (with the exception of women 29
and 31 years old in 1976). On average
those birth cohorts which comprised the
first 5 years of the Baby Boom (women
40 to 44 years old in 1990) will end their
childbearing with childlessness levels of
about 16 percent. In a recent analysis of
cohort fertility trends, Ryder (1990) also
estimated that cohort levets of childless-
ness for women bom in the first decade
of the Baby Boom (through 1955) will not
exceed 17 percent.
Summarizing the experience of the Baby
Boom women bom through the late
1950's, ultimate levels of childiessness
will be 15 to 17 percent. Young childless
women who were uncertain about their
future fertility in 1976 revised their deci-
sions to have a child later in life. it ap-
pears that for the historical period shown
in this table, exprewonsofuncenamty

expressedbyolderwomen however,
was a way of saying “no” without the
force of a commitment at the time of the
interview.

if this pattern holds, it is important to
note that a new Baby Boom is not on the
horizon,; rather, it shows a new fertility re-
gime where deliberate temporal changes
in the age pattern of fertility operate with-
in the confines of stable and low leveis of
cohort fertility. Completed fertility levels
for women bom during the 1950's are
expected to be about two children each,
considerably below the level of over
three children per women recorded by
the Baby Boom mothers who were bom
during the 1930’s.10

10Data from the June 1990 CPS indicate
current rates of children ever bom to be 1,603
births per 1,000 women 30 to 34 years old
and 1,888 births per 1,000 women 35 to 39
years old. Lifetime fertility levels for these
women, even assuming that all women re-
porting uncertain were to have no children
yields levels of 1,978 and 1,995 births per
1,000 respectively, or about 2 children each.
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Rationalizing Birth
Expectations

Could it be that the positive attitudes
formed by women in the last decade
conceming their position outside of the
home have bolstered their confidence to
start a family at a relatively late age?
This section will examine which women,
among those still childless by age 30,
are most likely to expect a future birth.

Educational Attainment

Continuing education beyond high
school and the accompanying delays
into first mamiage are probably the two
most important factors accounting for
recent increases in the proportion of
women childless at later ages in life.
Educational advancement beyond high
school has socialized both young wom-
en and their parents today to the degree
that getting married and beginning moth-
erhood is no longer an immediate goal
to attain after completing high school
(Thomton and Freedman, 1982) nor are
the parent-child economic bonds as
strong or lasting as in previous genera-
tions (Ryder, 1990).

Despite the hesitancy of entry into moth-
erhood that has characterized recent
birth cohorts of women compared to
their parents’ generation, expectations
for having children still are very high for
the vast majority of women throughout
their principal reproductive years. How-
ever, the strength and continuity of these
expectations during the later years of
childbearing varies by educational attain-
ment and probably derives this variability
from the same source which prompted
the initial delays in childbearing.
About 60 to 65 percent of childless wom-
en in age groups 20 to 24 years through
35 to 39 years old in 1990 had com-
pleted at least 1 year of college (table E).
Among women 25 years and over, about
40 percent had completed 4 or more
years of college education. Increases in
educational attainment among childless
women between 1976 and 1990 were
substantial for women in their thirties: the
proportion completing one or more years
of college increased 12 percentage
points for women in the 30-to-34 year old

Table F. Childless Women Expecting a Future Birth, by Educational
Attainment: June 1976 and 1990

(Numbers in thousands. Percent expecting a future birth based on all interviewed

respondents)
Less than| College, 1-3| College, 4 or
Survey year and age college gyears mor% years
Percent expecting a future birth—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold..................... 60.7 65.7 (8)
20to24vyearsold..................... 62.3 67.6 72.2
25to29vyearsold..................... 53.3 61.9 71.5
30to34yearsold..................... 30.3 44.6 46.8
35to39vyearsold..................... 11.7 14.9 20.3
June 1976:
18to19yearsold..................... 68.0 73.8 (B)
20to24yearsold..................... 68.2 67.0 69.2
25to29yearsold..................... 46.8 48.7 58.6
30to34yearsold..................... 159 33.1 24.4
35t039yearsold..................... (NA) (NA) (NA)
Number of women—
June 1990:
18to 19yearsold..................... 1,908 533 9
20to 24 yearsold..................... 1,878 2,064 887
25t029yearsold..................... 1,346 990 1,559
30to34yearsold..................... 837 574 1,043
35to39yearsold..................... 540 371 625
June 1976:
18to19yearsold..................... 2,319 505 -
20to24yearsold..................... 2,455 1,770 792
25to29yearsold..............cuunnnn 925 523 940
30to34yearsold..................... 422 185 308
35t039yearsold..................... (NA) (NA) (NA)

- Zero or rounds to zero.

age group and 21 percentage points for
women in the 35-t0-39 year old age
group since 1976. In comparison, wom-
en 25 to 29 years old only recorded a 3
percentage point increase between 1976
and 1990.

These increases occurred in the context
of overall improvements in the education-
al level of all women, as women in their
thirties who had bome at least one child
at the time of the survey also recorded
increases in college attainment levels be-
tween 1976 and 1990. With increasing
proportions of college educated women
filing the ranks of childless women at
older ages, can increases in fertility
among these older women be antici-
pated?

B Base too small to show derived estimate.

NA Not available.

Figure 5 presents single year of age birth
expectations data for childiess women

18 to 39 years old in June 1990 by their
educational attainments at the time of the
survey. From the early twenties through
the thirties, the birth expectations of
childless women who have completed 4
or more years of college are significantly
higher than their less educated counter-
parts who have not attended college and
who had probably completed their for-
mal schooling while in their teenage
years (table F).

As previously suggested, survey reports
on birth expectations are conditioned not
only by future prospects but also by past
experiences. Women today who are in
their late twenties to early thirties and
who have completed college more often
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Figure 6.

Lifetime Birth Probabilities at Different Ages for Women
40 to 44 Years Old in 1990, by Educational Attainment
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than not are childless. Estimates from the
June 1990 CPS indicate that among the
5.2 million women 25 to 34 years old in
1990 with 4 or more years of college
completed, 55 percent had not yet bome
any children. In comparison, only 26
percent of the 8.8 million women with ex-
actly 12 years of schooling completed
and 15 percent of the 2.8 million women
with less than 12 years of school com-
pleted were childiess at the time of the
1990 survey.

It is understandable why childless col-
lege-educated women over age 25,
when asked about their future birth ex-
pectations, can simultaneously rational-
ize why they have not yet bome any chil-
dren but still persist in their expectations.
Namely, they have delayed childbearing
deliberately in order to complete their
schooling with the anticipation of having
a child when the moment is optimal.

However, childless women with fewer
years of schooling in these middle years
of childbearing cannot avail themselves
of the same rationalizing philosophy as
their more educated counterparts (table
F). While 72 percent of women 25 to 29
years old in 1990 with 4 or more years of
college expected a future birth, women

with less than a college education had
considerably lower birth expectations (53
percent).

Perhaps older childless women with few-
er years of schooling had tried to have
children at earlier ages but discovered
that medical problems prevented them
from conceiving. The knowledge of this
fact at an earlier age than their more
educated counterparts who are still de-
laying childbearing (and who may be un-
aware of any fecundity problems until
older) may contribute towards their re-
duced expectations for a future birth.
Recent estimates indicate that 18 percent
of childless women age 25 to 34 years
old in 1988 were either surgically sterile
or had difficulties in conceiving or carry-
ing a pregnancy to term. Among women
35 to 44 years old, this proportion in-
creased to 46 percent (Mosher and Pratt,
1990).

Actual age-by-age probabilities of even-
tual childbearing among childless wom-
en are shown in figure 6 for cohorts of
women age 40 to 44 years old in June
1990 by their level of educational attain-
ment at the time of the June survey. By
age 40 to 44, these women had all but
completed their reproductive years. Un-

like the birth expectations data shown in
figure 5 which was a composite picture
of women in 1990 aged 18 to 39 years
old from various birth cohorts, the data
presented in this chart show the actual
probabilities of childiess women ever
having a future birth at each age in the
life cycle of this cohort.

Childless women who eventually finished
college exhibited lower lifetime birth
probabilities before age 24 than did
women who had not gone to college
and who had presumably completed
their schooling much earlier in life. Once
this college-educated cohort entered
their mid-twenties, first birth probabilities
for this group of women caught up to
their counterparts and never fell below
their level.

For this particular cohort of women, only
6 percent who eventually finished their
schooling with 4 or more years of college
had a birth by exact age 20 compared to
31 percent for those whose educational
level did not go beyond high school. Dif-
ferences in birth probabilities between
educational groups had been reduced to
the extent that by age 40, 74 percent of
college graduates had ever bome a child
albeit still lower than the 88 percent re-
corded by women who did not complete
any years of college.

These data, then, support the birth ex-
pectation response pattem previously
noted in figure 5. It appears that the rel-
by childless college-educated women
are historically justifiable as evidenced by
their childbearing past their mid-twenties.
it is important to note that despite their
childbearing at relatively older ages, they
were not able to eliminate initial differ-
ences in lifetime childlessness caused by
delays in childbearing at younger ages.

Young women today are increasingly
spending more of their eary reproductive
years in school. In 1988, 46 percent of
18 and 19 year olds, 39 percent of 20
and 21 year olds, and 16 percent of 22
to 24 year olds were enrolled in college.
The comresponding enroliment figures for
these age groups in 1970 were 35, 22,
and 9 percent (Bruno, 1990, table A-8).
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The fact that women today spend more
of their earty adulthood in school has not
deterred their expectations later in life for
having a child. Perhaps more today than
ever before, childbearing plans are more
deliberate and integrated with one’s
overall career plans. It is not surprising
that a young college educated woman
today may believe that she can plan her
family life as successfully as she can
plan her working life.

Age at First Marriage

An examination of the birth expectations
of women in different marital statuses
may also help us to understand the per-
sistence of birth expectations for child-
less women as they pass through their
twenties.

Table G shows two important trends in
the distribution of women by marital sta-
tus, marital duration, and parity between
1976 and 1990: the proportion of women
who have never been married has in-
creased (with the exception of childless
women in their late thirties), while among
currently married women, the proportion
who have been married for longer dura-
tions (2 or more years) has decreased.
These trends are found for women in
their twenties to early thirties both among
childiess women and women who had at
least one birth.

Of currentty married and childiess wom-
en 20 to 24 years old, no difference was
found in the proportion married less than
2 years (18 percent) or 2 or more years

(17 percent) in 1976; by 1990, significant-

ly more had been married less than 2
years (13 percent) than those married 2
or more years (8 percent). Among 25 to
29 year old childless women, there were
five times as many women in 1976 who
were married 2 or more years (43.1 per-
cent) than less than 2 years (8.7 per-
cent), but by 1990 this ratio had been
reduced to about twice as many (27.1 v.
14.0 percent).

Clearly, growing proportions of women
have been delaying marriage but what
are the expectations of single women

and of newly married couples? Table H
shows that the expectations of married
women generally exceed that of single

Table G. Maritai Status and Years Since First Marriage Began for
Married Women, by Parity: June 1976 and 1990

(Numbers in thousands. Percent distribution)

. Number Married | Married | Widowed,
S::jv:ggear' parity, of <2 2+| separated| Never
women | Total years years | or divorced | married
Childless women—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold...... 3,121 100.0 4.1 0.4 0.4 95.1
20to 24 yearsold . ... .. 5918| 100.0 12.7 7.6 28 76.9
25t0 29 yearsold...... 4,477 100.0 14.0 271 7.0 52.0
30to34yearsold...... 2,853| 100.0 6.8 33.5 133 46.4
35t0o39yearsold...... 1,793 100.0 3.6 375 20.4 38.5
June 1976:
18to19yearsold...... 3,565| 100.0 10.5 1.7 0.9 86.9
20to 24 yearsold ... ... 5,989 100.0 17.8 17.2 3.0 61.9
25t0 29 yearsold........ 2,726 | 100.0 8.7 43.1 8.0 40.1
30to34yearsod...... 1,117| 100.0 4.6 46.1 115 37.8
35to39yearsold...... 634 100.0|. 1.7 45.0 127 40.6
Women with 1+ children—
June 1990:
18to 19yearsold...... 501| 100.0 22.3 113 5.8 60.6
20to 24 yearsold... ... 3,237| 100.0 13.2 40.8 125 33.6
25t0o 29 yearsold ... ... 6,160 | 100.0 3.8 65.6 148 15.8
30to34yearsold...... 8,238 100.0 1.5 73.7 16.9 79
35t039yearsold...... 8,319| 100.0 0.5 75.3 19.6 4.6
June 1976:
18to 19 yearsold...... 620 100.0 28.9 30.5 10.0 30.5
20to 24 yearsold ...... 3,670 100.0 9.4 64.1 13.4 13.1
25t0 29 yearsold ... ... 6,138 100.0 1.9 80.1 13.8 4.2
30to34yearsold...... 6,043| 100.0 0.6 83.0 14.6 1.8
35to39vyearsold...... 5,430 100.0 0.1 83.9 14.5 1.6

women. Women who have experienced
marital disruptions usually have lower

expectations for future childbearing than
do married women, although not statisti-
cally different from that of single women.

Table H also shows that birth expecta-
tions are generally higher for recently
married wives (less than 2 years of mar-
riage) than for wives married 2 or more
years. Among women married 2 or
more years, fecundity problems may
have been revealed or other aspects of
marital life may have emerged which
conflict with raising a family, thus lower-
ing the likelihood of a positive response
for having a child.

Similar to the probability graph in figure 6
by educational attainment, birth probabil-
ities for childless women in different mari-
tal categories at different ages in their life

are shown in figure 7 for women 40 to 44
years old in 1990. Among women in this
cohort, those who had ever been mar-
ried by 1990 are grouped by their age at
first marriage while those who had never
married by the 1990 survey are shown in
an individual probability curve.

Birth probabilities through age 35 for
childless single women were significantly
less than those recorded for ever-mar-
ried women, regardiess of their age at
first marriage. However, a substantial
proportion of women in this cohort who
had never married still went on to have a
child. Among those women who had
never married by age 40, 27 percent of
those childless at age 18 eventually went
on to have a child.

Notable in this graph is the curvature of
the probability lines by age at first mar-

¢
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Table H. Childless Women Expecting a Future Birth, by Marital Status
and Years Since First Marriage: June 1976 and 1990

(Numbers in thousands. Percent expecting a future birth based on all interviewed

respondents)
Widowed,
Survey year and age Married Married | separated Never
<2 years 2+ years | or divorced married
Percent expecting a future birth—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold............... 88.1 (B) (B) 60.4
20to 24 yearsold............... 85.8 80.1 62.4 61.1
25to29yearsold............... 85.0 69.2 56.6 54.0
30to34yearsold............... 75.3 46.6 37.4 31.6
35to39yearsold............... (B) 18.0 16.6 10.7
June 1976:
18to19yearsold............... 88.3 (B) (B8) €6.5
20to 24 yearsold............... 83.0 785 65.9 59.7
25t029yearsold............... 64.9 58.9 42.2 428
30to34yearsold............... (B8) 23.7 13.6 17.8
35to39yearsold............... (B) 9.3 (NA) (NA)
Number of women—
June 1990:
18to19yearsold............... 121 12 8 2,309
20t0 24 yearsold............... 710 414 124 3,581
25to 29 yearsold............... 554 1,070 264 2,006
30to34yearsold............... 176 833 320 1,125
35t039yearsold............... 58 552 322 604
June 1976:
18to19yearsold............... 336 45 28 2,415
20to24yearsold............... 991 919 158 2,950
25t029vyearsold............... 229 1,041 188 930
30to34yearsold............... 45 414 101 355
35t039yearsold............... 1 228 (NA) (NA)
B Base too small to show derived estimate. NA Not available.
Labor Force Activity

riage. Women who delayed their first
marriage until at least age 25 generally
experienced higher birth probabilities be-
tween ages 25 and 35 than did those
women who married as teenagers.
However, among women in this birth co-
hort who delayed their first marriage until
at least age 25, only 72 percent had
bome their first child by age 40 com-
pared to 96 percent who married as
teenagers. Apparently, the higher proba-
bilities among these older brides were
not sufficient to make up for the delays in
childbearing at earlier ages, a fact that
many women who are currently delaying
their first birth may come to realize.

The last factor examined in this paper
related to prospective childbearing pat-
terns concems the time-consuming acti-
vities that compete with child rearing on
a daily basis, namely school enroliment
and labor force participation. Approxi-
mately 90 percent of the 18 million child-
less women 18 to 39 years old in 1990
were either in school or in the labor
force. The greatest gains in activity rates
between 1976 and 1990 among childless
women were made by women in their
thirties rather than by younger women
(table ). However, greater increases
since 1976 in activity rates were recorded
for women with children than for child-
less women, the latter group already at

relatively higher levels in this earlier
period.

As with delays in childbearing due to
postponements in marriage, developing
educational and working careers can re-
sult in temporal changes in childbearing
until later in life. Data for 1990 in table J
indicate that childiess women who are
either in school or in the labor force gen-
erally have greater expectations for a fu-
ture birth than women who are in neither
of these activity statuses. Again, this
suggests that a deliberate postponement
of childbearing is occurring and that be-
ing childless but still expecting a future
birth is a consistent response for women
working or going to school.

If current labor force and enroliment pat-
tems persist for the 1990's, it is likely that
childlessness will remain at least at the
same level, if not increase, and that
childbearing at later ages will continue to
be the norm throughout the decade.

Childbearing for the 1990’s
Since the mid-1970’s, we have witnessed
simultaneous increases in childlessness
among cohorts of women in the principal
childbearing years coincident with in-
creases in expectations for a future birth.
The resulting proportion of women who
will probably end their reproductive lives
childless has been remarkably consistent
at a level of about 14 to 17 percent for
women bom from the end of World War
il to the early 1960’s.11

The shift in childbearing to later ages has
produced the recently observed in-
creases in fertility for women in their thir-
ties but at a level that does not warrant
or portend predictions for a future baby
boom. Annual fluctuations in fertility in
the future may arise not so much from
major shifts in the ultimate level of child-
bearing (e.g., women deciding to have
three instead of two children each) but
from changes in the timing of childbear-
ing within the confines of a low ultimate
fertility level.

These annual changes may reflect evolv-
ing patterns of school enroliment, mar-

11Similar estimates have been made by
Bloom (1986), Ryder (1990), and Chen and
Morgan (1991).
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ic conditions (Butz and Ward, 1979) that
can alter the timing of childbearing with-
out necessarily affecting the level of com-
pleted fertility. Even if increases in child-
bearing among younger women were to
retum, it is not certain that higher levels
of completed fertility and lower levels of
childlessness would automatically result.
The current level of contraceptive and
sterilization services available to women
today would permit enough flexibility in
childbearing to accommodate low levels
of completed fertility within a wide range
of childbearing patterns.

Changes in the timing of childbearing
can be as important as the resulting lev-
els of completed fertility by producing
strains in social service delivery systems.
Postponements in childbearing may pro-
duce a greater demand for infertility ser-
vices among older women as greater
proportions delay marriage and enter
older ages childless (Henshaw and O,
1987; Mosher and Pratt, 1990). At the
same time, the desire to postpone
childbearing may also increase the need
for family planning services among
younger women.

Delays in childbearing also increase the
potential number of years in the labor
force before first birth and the likelihood
that a woman will work during her first
pregnancy. This in tum increases the
likelihood of a rapid return to work after
childbirth (O'Connell, 1990) and the po-
tential demand for more child care facili-
ties needed by mothers with young chil-
dren (O'Connell, 1989).

How old is too old to begin motherhood?
, older than one once imag-
ined. In 1976, only 31 percent of child-
less women 30 years old expected a fu-
ture birth; in 1990, 52 percent of childless
women this age expected a future birth
(table D). The increase in expectations
tive behavioral patterns that initially led
the women to be childless at these ages.
More childless women today than in
1976 in their earty thirties are college
educated and are either currently en-
rolied in school or in the labor force.
Fewer are married but those who are

Figure 7.

Lifetime Birth Probabliities at Different Ages for Women
40 to 44 Years Old in 1990, by Age at First Marriage
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Table |. Activity Status of Women, by Parity: June 1976 and 1990
(Numbers in thousands)

June 1990 June 1976
Parity and age Percent in Percent in
Number of [ labor force Number of | labor force or
women | or in school women in school
Childless women:

18to19yearsold........... 3,121 85.3 3,565 82.8
20to 24 yearsold........... 5918 90.4 5,989 86.9
25to29 yearsold........... 4,477 91.7 2,726 85.8
30to34yearsold........... 2,853 91.0 1,117 79.6
35to39yearsold........... 1,793 88.9 634 76.0

Women with 1+ children:
18to 19yearsold........... 501 53.7 620 36.7
20to 24 years old. .......... 3,237 57.0 3,670 45.4
25to29yearsold........... 6,160 63.5 6,138 47.9
30to34yearsold........... 8,238 68.0 6,043 48.9
35t0o 39 yearsold........... 8,319 73.0 5,430 55.0

married have been married for shorter
marital durations and hence are more
likely to expect motherhood as part of

their future married

life.

Evidence also has been presented which
suggests that the higher expectations
found today among recently married
childless women is consistent with past
fertility pattemns which show higher prob-

abilities of having a first birth at ages past
25 for these women.

But can the expectations stated by the
women in the surveys be accepted at
face value? For women in their teens

or early twenties, the uncertainty ex-
pressed in initial surveys apparently was
revised into positive expressions for a
future birth.

€
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Table J. Childless Women Expecting a Future Birth, by Activity
Status: June 1976 and 1990

(Numbers in thousands. Percent expecting a future birth based on all interviewed

respondents)
In labor force or in school All other statuses
Survey year and age
Number Percent Number Percent
June 1990:
1i8to19yearsold........... 2,109 63.4 341 52.0
20to 24 years old........... 4,406 66.5 423 64.9
25to 29 yearsold........... 3,611 64.0 284 46.7
30to34yearsold........... 2,266 41.8 188 26.0
35to39yearsold........... 1,388 16.9 148 7.7
June 1976:
i8to 19yearsold........... 2,369 68.3 455 72.9
20to 24 yearsold........... 4,405 67.8 612 68.8
25t0 29yearsold........... 2,063 52.8 325 46.1
30to34yearsold........... 759 24.2 156 13.1
35to39yearsold........... (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA)

NA Not available.
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Table 1. Population Bases for Table A

(In thousands)

Age and survey year

18 to 24 years old:

1990......... ...

1990...............

1990. ...l

1990.........eltt

Base for birth

Base for expectations

percent childless distributions

..... 12,776 7,278
..... 14,042 7,547
..... 14,456 8,350
..... 13,840 7,841
..... 10,637 3,894
..... 10,746 3,678
..... 9,419 3,035
..... 8,861 2,388
..... 11,091 2,454
..... 10,078 2,221
..... 8,651 1,520
..... 7,158 915
..... 10,111 1,536
..... 8,859 1,243
..... 7,144 748
..... 6,062 (NA)

NA Not available.
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Table 2. Population Bases for Table B

(In thousands)

Base for Base for Base for
percent percent range of
Age and survey year childiess | chidloss | childiessness
at survey for cohort| expectations
18 to 24 years old:
1990 ... .o, 12,776 12,776 12,776
1985 ... .ot 14,042 14,445 14,042
1980 .......cviinn.. 14,456 15,498 14,456
1976 ..., 13,840 14,843 13,840
25 to 29 years old
1990 ........oiunl, 10,637 10,637 10,637
1985 ...t 10,746 11,091 10,746
1980 .......ooiiiinn 9,419 10,111 9,419
1976 ... 8,861 9,401 8,861
30 to 34 years old
1990 ......oiiiinan.. 11,091 11,091 11,091
1985 ... ..ol 10,078 10,111 10,078
1980 ... .ot 8,651 8,905 8,651
1976 .. ... 7,158 7,393 7,158
35 to 39 years old
1990 ........iiill, 10,111 10,111 10,111
1985 ... i 8,859 8,905 8,859
1980 ...t 7,144 7,142 7,144
1976 ... ... 6,062 6,059 (NA)

NA Not available.

Table 3. Population Bases for Table C

(In thousands)

Year of birth

Survey year 1959-| 1957-| 1955-| 1953-| 1951-| 1949-

60 58 56 54 52 50
1990 ........ 1,075 980 777 634 523 (NA)
1988 ........ 1,396| 1,170 922 761 662 510
1986 ........ 1,636 1,366] 1,032 84a| (NA) (NA)
1985 .. ...... 1,700 1,445| 1,085 873 796 583
1982 ........ 2352 2019 1,486 1,254 918 688
1980 ........ 2,494 2042 1,729 1,304 955 740
1978 ........ 2,939| 2528| 1989| 1653 1,229 817
1976 ........ (NA)| 2824| 2356 1,912| 1377| 1,017

NA Not available.
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Table 4. Population Bases for Table D

(In thousands)

Base columns in table D

Age in 1976 Columns 2 Age in | Columns 6,

and 4| Column 3 1990 9, and 10 Column 7
16yearsold............ (NA) (NA) 30 2,268 573
17yearsold............ (NA) (NA) 31 2,142 502
18yearsold............ 2,072 1,431 32 2,268 499
19yearsold............ 2,112 1,393 33 2,289 481
20yearsold............ 2,010 1,230 34 2,123 398
21yearsold............ 2,004 1,126 35 2,249 379
22yearsold............ 1,872 963 36 2,041 319
23yearsold............ 1,939 949 37 2,042 315
24yearsold............ 1,831 749 38 1,830 250
25yearsold............ 1,768 628 39 1,949 273
26yearsold............ 1,803 572 40 1,941 (NA)
27 yearsold............ 1,778 445 a1 1,854 (NA)
28yearsold............ 1,717 412 42 1,766 (NA)
29yearsold............ 1,795 331 43 1,891 (NA)
30yearsold............ 1,442 223 44 1,453 (NA)
31yearsold............ 1,381 189 45 1,511 (NA) '
32yearsold............ 1,475 189 46 1,478 (NA)
33yearsold............ 1,546 194 47 1,551 (NA)
34yearsold............ 1,314 120 48 1,400 (NA)

NA Not available.




Profile of the Foreign-Born
Population in the United States

by Amara Bachu

Introduction

This report profiles the growth of the
foreign-born population of the United
States during the 1980’s. The socioe-
conomic and demographic characteris-
tics of this changing population and the
fertility differences found among the
various immigrant groups are high-
lighted. This paper will also show the
similarities and differences between the
foreign-born and native-born popula-
tion for various demographic and eco-
nomic indicators. As a precursor of the
information on the foreign-born popula-
tion from the 1990 census, the data in
this report will serve as an informative
reference source to evaluate intercen-
sal changes in this rapidly changing
population group.

The immigrant population is a very het-
erogeneous group from widely differing
cultural backgrounds and from coun-
tries which are at markedly different
stages of economic development. The
total foreign-born population (all ages),
as estimated from the Census Bureau's
June 1988 Current Population Survey,
was 16.1 million,1 up from 14.1 million
in the 1980 Census and 8.7 million in
the 1970 Census.

The data presented here are from the
1980 census and the April 1983, June
1986, and June 1988 Current Popula-
tion Surveys (CPS). Detailed tabula-
tions are shown for five major regions
contributing most of the immigrants to
the United States—Asia, Latin America,
Europe, Northern America, and the So-
viet Union.2 Wherever the data permit,
selected Asian and Latin American
populations are highlighted. The As-
ian-born populations detailed in this re-
port consist of Chinese, Filipino, Japa-
nese, Asian Indian, Korean, and Viet-
namese. Similarly, Mexican and Cuban
immigrants will be shown whenever
possible for Latin America.

Data collected from respondents in the
CPS include country of birth, citizen-
ship status, and the year of immigration

TWoodrow (1990).
2See appendix A for the specific countries
comprising different world regions.

to the United States. The universe con-
sisted of all members of the household
who were 14 years and over in the
1983 survey and persons of all ages in
the 1986 and 1988 surveys. The three
Current Population Surveys analyzed in
the paper were national probability
samples of between 55,000 and 60,000
households.

The estimated numbers in this paper
primarily are shown for the 14 years old
and over and are based on weighted
popuiation counts but may differ from
other estimates from Census Bureau
surveys because of the way missing
data were handled in the editing proce-
dure.3 Persons who failed to report
their country of birth, citizenship status,
or year of immigration were not allo-
cated responses for this analysis. Ap-
proximately 2 to 4 percent of persons
14 years old and over in the three CPS
supplements failed to report their place
of birth. In addition, the analysis of the
foreign-born population in this paper
excludes persons born abroad of
American parents or born in the U.S.
possessions or territories.

Highlights
Population Growth

The foreign-born population 14
years old and over increased by 22
percent from 12.4 (+ 0.2) million in
April 1983 to 15.1 (+ 0.2) million in
June 1988.

The Latin American-born population
increased by 56.2 percent (+ 1.9)
between 1983 and 1988, followed by
35.1 (+ 2.0) percent for persons
born in Asia.

Declines in the foreign-born popula-
tion were noted for persons born in

Europe (19 percent + 1.4) between

1983 and 1988.

The percent of foreign-born popula-
tion that was White decreased from

3population estimates published by Woo-
drow (1990) include imputation of place of
birth data for persons with no responses for
these items.

76 (+ 1.0) percent in 1983 to 71
(+ 1.0) percent in 1988.

Of the 2.7 (+ 0.1) million increase in
the foreign-born population between
1983 and 1988, Hispanics were re-
sponsible for 2.1 (+ 0.1) million.

Soclodemographic

Characteristics
The sex ratio for the foreign-born
population in 1988 was 92 males per
100 females.

Among the foreign born, the Asian
population 20 years old and over
had the highest proportion of per-
sons completing 4 or more years of
college (40 + 2.0 percent). Only 7
(+ 1.0) percent of the Latin Ameri-
can-born population had completed
4 or more years of college.

About 9 (+ 0.6) percent of the fore-
ign-born population lived in families
whose annual income was over
$50,000, compared to 10 (+0.2) per-
cent of the native-born population.

A high proportion of immigrants re-
side in the West: 43 (+ 2.6) percent
of immigrants from Latin America, 49
(+ 2.8) percent of Asian immigrants,
and 37 (+ 4.7) percent of immi-
grants from Canada. Immigrants
from Europe are more likely to live in
the Northeast (43 + 3.2 percent)
than any other region.

Fertility
Among foreign-born women 18 to 44
years old, 390,000 (+ 47,000) had a
birth in the 12-month period ending
in June 1988, up from 271,000
(+ 36,000) in 1983. The fertility rate
in 1983 was 83 (+ 11.0) births per
1,000 women not different from 96
(+ 11.0) births per 1,000 in 1988.
The rate for native-born women in
1988 was 67.2 (+ 3.0) births per
1,000.

The average number of children ever
born to foreign-born women 18 to 44
years old in 1988 was 1.6 (+ 0.06)
births. Women born in Mexico had
an average of 2.1 (+ 0.15) births
each, higher than for women born in









22
s —— ——
rope to 98 for people born in Latin White Forelgn-Bom Population White and 13 percent as Black

America.

The majority of immigrants entering the
United States from the early 19th cen-
tury through the first quarter of the
twentieth century were males.” Imme-
diately after World War Il, there was a
shift from a male-selective immigration
pattern to a female-selective pattern.
This initially resulted from female rela-
tives brought in under quotas by earlier
arrivals and by spouses of returning
military personnel. Since then, females
have continued to outnumber male ar-
rivals in the United States up to the
present day.

7Spiegelman (1970, p. 310).

Declined Between 1983 and 1988

In 1988, about 71 percent of the fore-
ign-born population 14 years old and
over were White, 7 percent were Black,
and 22 percent were of other races
(neither White nor Black). Among the
native-born population in 1988, 87 per-
cent were White, 12 percent were
Black, and only 1 percent belonged to
other races (table 5). The racial com-
position of foreign-born persons in the
CPS varied considerably by the place
of birth of the respondent. European
immigrants were predominantly White
(99 percent), whereas 86 percent of As-
ian immigrants were of races other than
White or Black (tables 7 and 8). Eighty-
six percent of the Latin American-born
population identified themselves as

Table B. Distributlion of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population
20 Years Old and Over, by Region of Birth and Education:

June 1988
(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)
Foreign born
Education Native Latin Northern Soviet
born| Total' | America Asia| Europe| America Union
TOTAL
Number........... 148,219 14,005| 5873 3,417| 3,116 596 334
Percent........... 100.0 100.0| 100.0| 100.0{ 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high school . . 211 37.2 55.7 18.9 29.3 15.5 321
High school ........... 39.9 27.4 253 21.7 35.9 379 224
College:
1to3years......... 19.6 15.0 11.8 19.6 15.2 22.8 13.0
4 years and over... .. 19.3 20.4 7.3 39.9 19.6 23.7 32.5
MALES
Number........... 70,286| 6647| 2887| 1,620 1,401 256 150
Percent........... 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high school. . 21.2 375 57.4 17.3 283 17.2 27.4
High school ........... 373 23.6 23.6 16.2 31.7 32.7 144
College:
1to3years......... 19.3 14.6 10.6 20.1 15.0 20.6 17.8
4 years and over. .. .. 22.2 24.2 8.4 46.4 251 29.5 40.3
FEMALES
Number........... 77938| 7,359| 2986| 1,797| 1,715 340 185
Percent........... 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high school. . 21.0 36.9 54.0 20.3 30.1 14.3 358
High school ........... 424 30.8 26.9 26.6 39.4 41.9 28.9
College:
1to3years......... 199 154 129 19.0 15.4 245 9.1
4 years and over..... 16.8 16.9 6.3 34.0 15.2 19.4 26.2

'Includes regions not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.

(table 9).

The passage of the 1965 Immigration
Act enabled people from the non-Euro-
pean nations to migrate to the United
States in large numbers which brought
about change in the racial composition
of the foreign-born population in the
United States. Table 6 shows that even
in a short 5-year period, the percent of
the foreign-born population that were
White decreased from 76 percent in
1983 to 71 percent in 1988. The pro-
portion of Black increased from 5to 7
percent, and persons of all other races
increased from 19 to 22 percent.

Hispanic Foreign-Born Population
Increased by 55 Percent Between
April 1983 and June 1988

Most of the increase in the foreign-born
population between 1983 and 1988 oc-
curred in the Hispanic population (table
6). Of the 2.7 million person increase in
the foreign-born population between
1983 and 1988, Hispanics were ac-
counted for 2.1 million. The foreign-
born Hispanic population increased
from 3.7 million in 1983 to 5.8 million in
1988 representing 38 percent of all
foreign-born adults in the United States
in 1988. Among native-born persons
14 years and over in 1988, only 5 per-
cent were of Hispanic origin (table 5).

The vast majority of foreign-born His-
panics (96 percent) were born in Latin
America (tables 5 and 9). The high
growth rate of the Hispanic population
between 1983 and 1988 is undoubtedly
related to the geographic proximity of
the Latin American countries to the
United States, spurred on by the eco-
nomic hardships and political uncer-
tainties experienced by Latin American
countries in the 1980's.

Socioeconomic
Characteristics of the
Foreign-Born Population
Age and Marital Status of the
Foreign-Bom Population.

Socioeconomic differences between
the native and foreign-born populations

(
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Table C. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population 20 Years Old and Over, by Country
of Birth and Education: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Foreign born
Education Native Philip-
born Total' Cuba| Mexico| Canada China India Japan Korea pines | Vietnam
TOTAL
Number................ 148,219 14,005 741 2,926 595 623 370 183 313 784 357
Percent................ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high schoot . ... ... 21.1 37.2 35.1 76.1 15.6 21.2 6.4 114 11.8 15.1 30.9
Highschool ................ 39.9 27.4 32.2 15.6 37.9 17.0 22.8 42.3 35.3 15.0 26.8
College:
1to3years.............. 19.6 15.0 16.4 6.4 229 19.1 13.3 16.7 109 21.2 23.4
4 years and over. ......... 19.3 20.4 16.3 2.0 23.8 428 575 30.5 419 48.7 18.9
MALES
Number.............. 70,286 6,647 382 1,574 256 295 197 72 113 295 205
Percent.............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high school......... 21.2 375 371 76.9 17.2 18.9 34 10.7 5.9 18.2 31.9
High school ................ 37.3 23.6 29.8 14.9 32.7 121 20.4 28.0 145 10.6 23.3
College:
1to3years.............. 19.3 14.6 134 6.2 20.6 223 10.9 13.1 10.9 21.0 22.6
4 years and over.......... 22.2 242 19.7 20 29.5 46.7 65.4 48.2 68.7 50.3 221
FEMALES
Number................ 77,938 7,359 360 1,353 339 327 173 111 200 488 152
Percent................ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Less than high school ....... 21.0 36.9 33.0 75.2 143 23.2 9.9 1.9 151 13.2 29.6
High school ................ 424 30.8 34.7 16.4 41.7 21.3 25.5 51.5 471 178 31.4
College:
1to3years.............. 19.9 154 19.6 6.5 245 16.1 16.1 17.5 10.9 21.3 24.4
4 years and over.......... 16.8 16.9 12.7 1.9 19.4 39.4 48.5 19.1 26.8 47.8 14.6

'Includes countries not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.

and within the foreign-born group may
be affected by the age structure of
these populations. In general, the age
distribution of the native-born and fore-
ign-born aduit populations (14 years
and over) in June 1988 were different
by not more than 3 percentage points
of the specified age-groups shown in
figure 2 (no differences were found for
age groups 25 to 34 years old and 65
years and over).

Reflecting this younger age structure,
fewer native-born adults were currently
married (55 percent) than were foreign-
born adults (61 percent), and a higher
proportion had never been married (28
and 24 percent, respectively). Among
immigrants, European-born adults
were considerably older than their Latin
or Asian-born counterparts. About

one-third of all European-born aduits
were 65 years and over in 1988 com-
pared to less than 1-in-10 Latin or Asian
born adults.

Despite the similarities in the age struc-
tures of the Latin American and Asian
immigrant populations, a smaller per-
centage of adults were currently mar-
ried among the Latin-born population
(57 percent) than the Asian-born popu-
lation (64 percent). Among the princi-
pal immigrant population groups, Asian
adults experienced the least amount of
family dissolution (widowhood or di-
vorce), 9 percent (table 7) compared to
14 percent for the Latin American-born
population (table 9) and 25 percent for
the European-born population (table
8). Undoubtedly, the relatively older
age distribution of the European-born

population accounts for the relatively
high proportion of these adults in this
formerly married category.

Aslan-Bom Immigrants
Most Likely to Have Completed
4 or More Years of College

The educational attainment of the fore-
ign-born population 20 years old and
over by region and country of birth are
shown in tables B and C. The Asian-
born population had the highest pro-
portion of persons completing 4 or
more years of college, 40 percent (fig-
ure 3). By contrast, only 7 percent of
the Latin American-born adults had
completed 4 or more years of college.
About 56 percent of the Latin Ameri-
can-born population had less than a
high school education compared to 29
percent for the European-born and 19
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Table D. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population
15 Years Old and Over, by Region of Birth and Family

Income: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Foreign born
income Native Latin Northern Soviet
born Total Asia | America| Europe | America Union
TOTAL
Number........... 164,235 14,945 3,721 6,372 3,197 607 349
Percent ........... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000....... 17.7 19.0 13.7 23.8 17.3 13.1 23.8
$10,000 to $14,999. .. 11.2 13.6 9.7 18.0 10.3 10.5 71
$15,000 to $24,999. .. 25.6 26.6 26.0 29.0 23.7 24.2 22.4
$25,000 to $34,999... 146 13.5 15.6 119 14.0 16.2 9.2
$35,000 to $49,999. .. 149 12.2 173 7.4 15.7 15.5 8.8
$50,000 and above. .. 104 8.7 12.8 4.2 118 14.1 111
Income not reported. . 5.5 6.4 5.0 5.6 7.3 6.5 17.6
MALES
Number........... 78,380 7,148 1,778 3,150 1,450 263 159
Percent ........... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000....... 17.2 18.2 15.4 21.1 16.8 14.2 14.6
$10,000 to $14,999. .. 1.2 142 10.1 19.1 9.8 1.2 6.7
$15,000 to $24,999. .. 25.7 26.7 26.2 28.6 23.5 28.4 32.8
$25,000 to $34,999. .. 148 13.4 149 128 13.6 148 7.5
$35,000 to $49,999. .. 15.0 12.3 15.2 8.0 16.8 139 10.6
$50,000 and over .... 10.5 9.1 133 4.4 135 14.9 10.0
Income not reported . . 5.7 6.1 5.0 6.0 6.0 2.6 17.8
FEMALES
Number........... 85,858 7,796 1,943 3,222 1,747 344 191
Percent ........... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000....... 18.2 19.8 121 26.5 17.7 12.2 31.5
$10,000 to $14,999. .. 11.2 13.1 9.3 17.0 10.7 9.9 7.4
$15,000 to $24,999. .. 25.6 26.4 25.7 29.3 23.8 21.0 13.8
$25,000 to $34,999. .. 14.5 136 16.3 11.1 14.2 17.3 10.7
$35,000 to $49,999. .. 14.9 121 19.2 6.8 14.8 16.6 7.2
$50,000 and over .... 104 8.3 12.3 4.0 10.3 134 121
Income not reported. . 5.2 6.6 5.1 53 8.4 9.5 175

'Includes regions not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.

levels of persons from this area relative
to other regions.

Majority of Asian-Bom and

Latin American-Borm People

Live in the West

The foreign-born population was dis-
persed geographically in 1988, al-
though the majority (39 percent) lived
in the West; 27 percent lived in the
Northeast, 24 percent in the South, and
11 percent in the Midwest (table H). A
high percentage of immigrants from
Latin America (43 percent), Asia (49

percent), and Northern America (37
percent) lived in the West while immi-
grants from Europe (43 percent) and
the Soviet Union (56 percent) lived
more often in the Northeast, especially
in the State of New York.

The regional concentration of the fore-
ign-born population can be attributed
at least partly to their port of entry into
the United States. For example, those
born in Europe, the Soviet Union and
India probably enter the United States
through New York City and tend to stay
in the Northeast region of the country.

The port of entry for Cuban-born immi-
grants is more likely to be Miami and
hence their concentration is in the
South. For Mexican-born immigrants, it
is San Diego or El Paso and for East
Asian-born immigrants, it is Los An-
geles or San Francisco, hence they are
most likely to reside in the West.10 Eu-
ropean-born immigrants are most likely
to be naturalized citizens.

Forty-six percent of the foreign-born
population had been residing in the
United States for at least 15 years in
1988 (table 6). Among the foreign-bormn
population, European-born persons
had been residing in the United States
longer (72 percent for 15 or more
years) than any other foreign-bomn
group (table 8). Asians are the most
recent immigrants to the United States:
only 28 percent had been living in the
United States for more than 15 years
(table 7).

About 45 percent of the immigrants to
the United States had become natural-
ized citizens (table 6). A higher per-
centage (66 percent) of the European-
born population had become natural-
ized citizens than the Asian-born (45
percent) or Latin-born (31 percent)
populations (tables 7 to 9). Since a
5-year residency in the United States is
required to become a naturalized citi-
zen, the European-born population,
having resided in the United States for
longer periods of time, can be ex-
pected to have higher naturalization
rates than other immigrant groups. Re-
gardless of place of birth, at least 80
percent of either Asian, European, or
Latin American immigrants had been
living in the United States for at least 5
years in 1988.

Fertility Pattemns of
Foreign-Born Women in

the United States

Data Descriptions and

Fertility Definitions

Although basic children ever-born data

were collected in all three Current Pop-
ulation Survey supplements described

10|mmigration and Naturalization (1988),
table 15.
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in this paper, minor differences in ques-
tionnaire content and survey universes
are found in the different surveys. In
April 1983, fertility data were collected
only for foreign-bom women on the
number of children they had ever
borne and the date of birth of their last
child. In the June 1988 and June 1988
supplements, fertility data were ob-
tained for both native-born and foreign-
born women 18 to 44 years old. In ad-
dition, birth expectations for both 18 to
34 year old native and foreign-born
women were asked in the 1986 and
1988 surveys.

About 2,000 foreign-born women 18 to
44 years old were interviewed in April
1983 while the June 1988 and June
1988 surveys interviewed about 2,600
and 2,400 foreign-born women, respec-
tively. The following sections examine
the fertility behavior of foreign-born
women and native-born women and
fertility differentials by place of birth,
socioeconomic, and demographic
characteristics. Because of the ab-
sence of fertility data on native-born
women in the April 1983 survey, com-
parisons are made between foreign-
born women and all women in the

United States for this survey. The term
all women used in this paper refers to
women 18 to 44 years old including
foreign-bom women.

For those women who reported having
had at least one child, the birth date of
the youngest child provided the infor-
mation needed to compute the current
fertility rate. This rate is defined as the
number of women who had a birth in
the 12-month period preceding the
survey per 1,000 women in the speci-
fied population groups as of the
survey month.

Table E. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population 15 Years Old and Over, by Country
of Birth and Family Income: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Foreign born
Income Native Philip-
born| Total' Cuba| Mexico| Canada China India| Japan Korea pines | Vietnam

TOTAL

Number.................. 164,235| 14,945 759 3,249 602 697 380 197 335 843 416

Percent.................. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000.............. 17.7 19.0 145 26.6 13.2 18.6 12.2 7.4 4.5 7.5 17.3
$10,000 t0 $14,999 ......... 11.2 136 131 18.9 10.5 7.6 6.0 6.5 11.6 7.2 10.3
$15,000 t0 $24,999 ......... 25.6 26.6 30.0 28.9 24.2 24.2 325 26.8 37.2 19.5 33.0
$25,000 t0 $34,999 ......... 14.6 13.5 10.0 13.8 16.2 14.0 15.2 145 3.8 18.9 199
$35,000 t0 $49,999 ......... 14.9 122 17.6 4.6 15.6 16.9 9.9 19.5 27.6 26.9 13.2
$50,000 and above ......... 10.4 8.7 8.0 29 142 14.1 20.9 16.0 11.3 15.7 3.0
Income not reported. ........ 5.5 6.4 6.8 4.3 6.1 4.7 3.2 94 4.0 4.3 34
MALES

Number.................. 78,380 7,148 385 1,758 262 338 203 83 117 324 244

Percent.................. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000.............. 17.2 18.2 133 242 143 20.8 14.7 8.8 4.5 9.8 19.8
$10,000 to $14,999 ......... 11.2 14.2 13.9 20.6 11.2 7.2 6.7 8.1 11.6 74 125
$15,000 to $24,999 ......... 25.7 26.7 304 26.4 28.5 25.5 32.1 18.1 37.2 174 313
$25,000 t0 $34,999 ......... 148 134 10.2 14.7 145 124 18.7 135 3.8 19.0 18.7
$35,000 t0 $49,999 ......... 15.0 12.3 14.9 6.3 139 15.1 8.5 19.4 276 24.1 10.3
$50,000 andover........... 105 9.1 10.1 3.0 15.0 14.7 18.3 211 113 16.2 49
Income not reported. ......... 5.7 6.1 7.0 49 2.6 4.2 1.0 10.8 4.0 6.4 24
FEMALES

Number.................. 85,858 7,796 375 1,491 340 359 177 114 219 519 172

Percent.................. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $10,000.............. 18.2 19.8 15.7 29.6 123 16.6 9.5 6.3 6.5 6.1 13.8
$10,000 to $14,999 ......... 11.2 13.1 123 16.8 10.0 7.9 5.3 5.3 13.7 7.2 7.2
$15,000 to0 $24,999 ......... 25.6 264 295 31.7 21.0 23.0 32.9 33.0 30.9 20.8 354
$25,000 to $34,999 ......... 14.5 13.6 9.8 129 175 15.5 11.2 151 148 18.9 21.5
$35,000t0$49,999 ......... 14.9 12.1 20.4 2.7 16.8 18.5 11.6 19.5 15.0 28.7 17.2
$50,000 and over........... 104 8.3 5.9 29 13.6 13.5 23.9 124 141 15.4 0.2
Income not reported. ......... 5.2 6.6 6.5 35 8.9 5.0 5.7 8.4 5.0 29 47

'Includes countries not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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This direct measure of fertility differs
from other measures used in studies of
foreign-born women such as cumula-
tive averages of children ever born! or
fertility rates derived from own-child
data on children living in the household
with their mother.12

Two indicators of cumulative fertility are
used in this paper—the number of chil-
dren ever born to date and the percent-
age of women currently childless. The

latter provides a perspective on the de-
gree of delayed childbearing, an as-

MKritz and Gurak (1976), Gurak (1978),
and Guest (1982).
12Bean, et. al. (1984).

pect of fertility often overlooked when
examining only the average number of
children ever born. In addition to past
and current fertility measures, birth ex-
pectations data from the 1986 and
1988 surveys are also analyzed in this
paper to ascertain possible future
trends in fertility for the foreign-born
population.

Current Fertility Patterns

The number of foreign-born women 18
to 44 years old increased from 3.3 mil-
lion in 1983 to 3.8 million in 1986 to 4.1
million in 1988, representing average
annual additions of 156,000 foreign-
born women to the childbearing ages.

Table 10 presents fertility rates and lev-
els of childlessness among foreign-
born women 18 to 44 years old by age
and place of birth. The current fertility
rate of foreign-born women ranged
from 80 to 100 births per 1,000 women
during the 1980’s. There was an in-
crease in the fertility rate from 83 births
per 1,000 women 18 to 44 years old in
1983 to 99 births per 1,000 in 1986. No
further change in fertility was observed
by 1988.

In 1988, 390,000 foreign-born women
had a birth in the 12-month period end-
ing in June 1988 up from 271,000 in
1983. Women 25 to 29 (155.8 births

Table F. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population 20 Years Old and Over, by Region of
Birth and Occupation: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Foreign born
Occupation Latin Northern
Native born Total' America Asia Europe America | Soviet Union

TOTAL

Number................ooiiiiiiiia, 94,992 8,851 4,099 2,277 1,597 325 102

Percent ... ... il 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 271 21.2 10.1 315 27.2 446 51.9
Technical, sales and administrative support .. 30.6 24.6 17.8 34.7 25.8 27.7 23.8
SOIVICE. .ttt e 11.5 1741 20.8 12.3 16.5 9.0 35
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 3.2 4.3 8.0 09 0.8 2.1 -
Precision prod., craft and repair............. 12.5 12.8 14.7 7.4 16.1 11.3 9.6
Operators, fabricators, and laborers .......... 15.0 20.1 28.6 13.2 13.7 53 11.2
MALES

Number.............ccoiiiiiiiiiann, 52,698 5,223 2,525 1,269 919 159 73

Percent ...t 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 26.9 229 10.6 35.2 32.2 452 46.6
Technical, sales and administrative support .. 19.5 16.8 11.8 26.7 146 17.8 22.1
SeMVICE. vttt 8.0 125 14.5 9.9 12.6 8.4 2.2
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 4.7 6.1 10.8 1.5 12 1.7 -
Precision prod., craft and repair............. 20.7 19.1 214 114 243 19.7 134
Operators, fabricators, and laborers ......... 20.2 22.6 30.9 154 15.2 71 15.6
FEMALES

Number...........coovviiiiiiiiiinin, 42,295 3,628 1,574 1,009 677 167 29

Percent ........cccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiienn 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 27.4 18.7 9.4 26.9 20.3 441 65.4
Technical, sales and administrative support .. 445 35.8 27.5 449 41.0 37.1 27.9
SOIVICE. . ..ottt 16.0 23.6 30.9 15.3 219 9.6 6.7
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 1.2 1.7 33 0.2 0.1 24 -
Precision prod., craft and repair............. 2.4 3.7 3.9 2.3 49 3.3 -
Operators, fabricators, and laborers . ........ 8.5 16.5 25.0 10.5 11.8 3.5 -

- Zero or rounds to zero.
"Includes regions not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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per 1,000) and 30 to 34 (149.0 births
per 1,000) years old experienced high-
est fertility rates in 1988.

Table 10 also shows that foreign-born
women 30 to 34 years old experienced
significant increases in fertility from
87.5 births in 1983 to 108.1 births in
1986 to 149 births per 1,000 women in
1988. This large increase, although
significant statistically, should be
treated with caution due to the small
size of the groups and relatively large
sampling errors. The proportion of all
births among foreign-born women in
this age group increased from about 20
percent in 1983 and 1986 to 30 percent
in 1988. About two-thirds of all births to

foreign-born women 18 to 44 years old
occurred to women 25 to 34 years in
1988.

Regardless of place of birth, a similar
pattern of increasing fertility was ob-
served for all women 30 to 34 years old
in the United States (including foreign-
born women) from 69.1 births per
1,000 in 1983 to 81.6 births per 1,000
women in 1988.13 The increase in fertil-
ity of foreign-born women 30 to 34
years old suggests that, similar to all
women in the June 1988 survey, fore-
ign-born women are also postponing

13U.S. Bureau of the Census (1984, table
A; 1988, table G).

childbearing to later ages, as no signifi-
cant changes in fertility rates were
noted among foreign-born women un-
der age 30 between 1983 and 1988.

Cumulative Fertility Patterns

In contrast to current fertility rates, the
average number of children ever born
represents the cumulative fertility histo-
ry of women as of the survey date. The
number of children ever born for fore-
ign-born women is also presented in
table 10. The average number of chil-
dren ever born per foreign-born wornan
18 to 44 years old in 1988 was 1.6
births, not different from the 1983 and
1986 average. In 1988, women born in

Table G. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Popuiation 20 Years Old and Over, by Country
of Birth and Occupation: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Foreign born
Occupation Native Philip-
born| Total'| Cuba [Mexico|Canada| China India| Japan| Korea| pines |Vietnam

TOTAL

Number ............coiiiiiiiiiiiia... 94992 | 8,851 486 | 2,052 322 389 259 116 189 552 286

Percent ... ... ... i 100.0| 100.0( 100.0| 100.0( 100.0| 100.0| 100.0f 100.0( 100.0| 100.0 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 271 21.2 20.8 49 451 39.6 42.7 40.9 22.8 37.2 129
Technical, sales and administrative support .. 30.6 24.6 37.3 8.6 27.2 33.5 35.9 32.4 421 38.5 24.0
ServiCe. . ..ottt e 11.5 171 9.7 18.5 9.1 15.8 7.2 12.9 13.9 10.7 15.8
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 3.2 43 0.5 14.7 1.8 - - 23 0.4 1.5 2.7
Precision prod., craft and repair............ 125 12.8 134 17.5 11.5 3.6 4.6 5.7 9.0 2.4 16.9
Operators, fabricators, and laborers ......... 15.0 20.1 18.4 35.8 5.3 7.6 9.6 5.7 11.7 9.7 27.7
MALES

Number ... 52,698 | 5,223 304| 1,417 158 219 174 72 85 221 179

Percent ...... ..o 100.0| 100.0( 100.0/ 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 100.0| 100.0| 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 26.9 229 245 4.5 455 40.6 49.7 54.6 29.2 45.8 127
Technical, sales and administrative support .. 19.5 16.8 23.7 4.7 17.9 27.6 27.7 229 39.6 231 15.5
Service. ... e 8.0 12.5 9.2 15.6 8.5 20.8 4.6 6.4 3.3 8.9 9.8
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 4.7 6.1 0.7 17.6 1.2 - - 3.6 1.0 2.9 4.3
Precision prod., craft and repair............. 20.7 19.1 20.7 22.5 19.9 6.3 6.9 9.1 18.2 3.5 23.1
Operators, fabricators, and laborers ......... 20.2 22.6 21.1 35.1 7.2 4.7 11.2 3.4 8.8 159 346
FEMALES

Number............coiiiiiiiiiiiia., 42,295| 3,628 182 635 164 170 86 43 104 331 107

Percent .........coiiiiiiiiiii 100.0| 100.0( 100.0| 100.0( 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0( 100.0| 100.0 100.0
Managerial and professional................ 27.4 18.9 14.7 5.9 447 38.5 28.6 18.0 17.7 31.4 133
Technical, sales and administrative support . . 445 35.8 60.0 17.3 36.2 41.0 52.4 48.4 44.2 48.9 38.1
SeIVICe. . .ttt e 16.0 23.6 10.4 25.0 9.8 9.2 125 239 226 11.9 259
Farming, forestry, and fishing............... 1.2 1.7 - 8.2 2.4 - - - - 0.5 -
Precision prod., craft and repair............. 2.4 3.7 1.0 6.4 3.4 - - - 1.4 1.7 6.6
Operators, fabricators, and laborers ......... 8.5 16.5 13.9 37.3 3.6 11.3 6.5 9.7 14.1 5.6 16.1

- Zero or rounds to zero.
'Includes countries not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Mexico had an average of 2.1 births to
date, higher than that for women born
either in Asia (1.3 births) or Europe or
the remainder of Latin America (about
1.5 births each) in 1988.

The number of children ever born per
1,000 women 40 to 44 years old pro-
vides an estimate of completed fertility
for women near the end of their child-
bearing years. Completed fertility for all
foreign-born women 40 to 44 years old
women in 1988 was 2.4 children per
woman, not different from 2.5 births per
woman in 1983 (table 10).

Data on children ever born by nativity
from various Census Bureau sources
are also presented in Table J for the
years 1960 to 1988. With the exception
of 1960, the average number of chil-
dren ever born for women 15 to 44
years old was higher for foreign-born
women than for native-born women.
The average number of children ever

born to foreign-born women in 1960
was 1.7 births per woman, which was
about the same as that for native-born
women. In fact in 1960, the fertility of
native-born White women 35 to 44
years old was about 0.3 children per
woman higher than for foreign-born
women. This transition from relatively
lower to higher fertility among immi-
grant women could be attributed to the
fact that foreign-born White women in
the early 1960’s mostly came from Eu-
ropean countries with low levels of fer-
tility since the prevailing Immigration
Act of 1924 inhibited the immigration of
people from non-European countries
which had traditionally higher levels of
fertility. With the passage of the Immi-
gration Act of 1965, proportionately
greater numbers of immigrants came
from high fertility countries in Africa,
Asia, and Latin America.

Fertility Differences by
Place of Birth

Small numbers of cases and the result-
ing sampling variability in the surveys
hinders the detection of significant re-
gional differences in current fertility
rates among foreign-born women.
Even though there appears to be con-
siderable variation in fertility among
women born in the Latin American re-
gion, these differentials are often not
significant.

in 1988, the survey estimates show that
women from Mexico, who make up al-
most one-half of all women in the
18-to-44 year old age group from Latin
American countries living in the United
States, reported current levels of fertility
of 119.3 births per 1,000 (table 11).
Cuba, the country with the second larg-
est Latin American immigrant popula-

Table H. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population 14 Years Oid and Over, by Current
Residence and Region of Birth: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Northern
Native born Total' Latin America Asia Europe America Soviet Union
Division and State
Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-

Number | cent | Number| cent|Number| cent|Number| cent|Number| cent|Number| cent|Number| Percent
Total ............. 168,572 100.0| 15,079} 100.0 6,462 | 100.0 3,753 | 100.0 3,203 | 100.0 608 | 100.0 352 100.0
Northeast® ........ 34,754 | 20.6 4031 26.7 1,387 215 736| 19.6 1,380 43.1 160| 26.3 198 56.3
Massachusetts. ..| 45,069 24 410 2.7 91 14 73 1.9 162 5.1 48 79 14 4.0
Connecticut ... .. 658 0.4 254 1.7 64 1.0 15 0.4 146 4.6 10 1.6 5 14
New York ....... 11,376 6.7 2,068| 13.7 879| 13.6 349 9.3 579 | 18.1 35 5.8 138 39.2
New Jersey . .... 5,261 3.1 804 5.3 291 45 164 4.4 281 8.8 18 3.0 10 2.8
Pennsylvania ... . 9,017 53 368 24 40 0.6 115 3.1 163 51 15 25 30 85
Midwest?.......... 43,072 256 1669 11.1 366 5.7 467 | 124 565 17.6 87| 143 47 134
Winois .......... 8,036 48 766 5.1 301 47 190 5.1 190 5.9 18 3.0 22 6.3
Michigan........ 6,480 38 278 1.8 15 0.2 68 1.8 102 3.2 42 6.9 6 1.7
South?............ 59,828 | 355( 3,547| 235 1,929| 29.9 714| 19.0 579 | 18.1 136 22.4 34 9.7
Florida.......... 8,138 4.8 1,411 9.4 935| 145 114 3.0 235 7.3 73| 120 26 7.5
Maryland........ 3,186 19 210 14 25 0.4 93 25 42 13 8 13 4 1.2
Virginia ......... 4,351 2.6 21 14 33 0.5 98 2.6 55 1.7 15 25 - -
Texas........... 11,064 6.6 1,156 7.7 807 | 125 224 6.0 77 24 14 2.3 - -
West?. ............ 30,909 18.3| 5,831| 38.7| 2,780| 43.0| 1,835| 489 680 | 21.2 226 37.2 73 20.7
California. . ...... 15,446 92| 4,889| 324| 2493| 386| 1,537 41.0 450 14.0 151| 248 58 16.5

- Zero or rounds to zero.
'includes regions not shown separately.
Source: Current Population Survey of June 1988.

ZIncludes states not shown separately.
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tion, had a fertility rate in 1988 of 82.8
births per 1,000 women 18 to 44 years
old. However, this apparent difference
was not statistically different at the
90-percent confidence interval level.

Current fertility rates for foreign-born
women from the major regions and
from Mexico have remained constant
since 1983 (table 11 and figure 4).
Women from Mexico had a rate of
about 117 births per 1,000 women 18
to 44 years old in 1983, not different
from the rate of 119 per 1,000 in 1988.
Current fertility rates among Asian
women 18 to 44 years old in 1988
range from 47.2 births per 1,000 wom-
en born in Vietnam to 158.3 births per
1,000 women born in India (table 11),
although, sampling variability makes it
difficult to ascertain the rank ordering
of fertility rates among the Asian coun-
tries.

Childlessness Patterns: 1983-88

Table 11 presents the percentage of
women who were childless among
foreign-born women by country and
region of birth of women. Childless-
ness among foreign-born women 18 to
44 years old was about 33 percent in
1988. Women born in Asia had higher
levels of childlessness (40 percent)
than women born in Europe (29 per-
cent). Foreign-born women 40 to 44
years old, in June 1988, are likely to
complete their childbearing years with
about 12 percent of their cohort child-
less. Foreign-born women 30 to 34
and 35 to 39 years old in 1988 nearing
the completion of their childbearing
years had current levels of childless-
ness at 22 and 15 percent, respectively
(table 12).

Fertility Differences
by Nativity

Fertility comparisons for foreign-born
women in April 1983 are made with
data for all women in June 1983 since
there were no fertility data collected for
native-born women in the April 1983
survey. The current fertility rate for fore-
ign-born women in 1983 was 82.9
births per 1,000 and closely approxi-

mated that of 73.2 births per 1,000 for
all women 18 to 44 years old.14

Data from the June 1986 and 1988 Cur-
rent Population Surveys do permit the
analysis of differences in fertility be-
tween foreign-born and native-born
women. Fertility rates for the 12-month
periods ending in June 1986 and 1988
and the proportion childless for both
foreign-born women and native-born
women are shown in table 12. Of the
52.6 million women 18 to 44 years old
in June 1988, 91.4 percent (48.1 mil-
lion) were native-born and 7.7 percent
(4.1 million) were foreign-born women,
and about 0.9 percent or 460,000 wom-
en 18 to 44 years old did not report
their place of birth. About 3 percent of
women in 1986 failed to report their na-
tivity and were omitted from the study.

In general, fertility rates are higher for
foreign-born women than native-born
women (figure 5). In June 1988, 3.2
million native-born women 18 to 44
years old, reported having had a birth

14Bachu and O’Connell (1984).

(67.2 births per 1,000) in the preceding
12-months, compared with 390,000
foreign-born women (96 births per
1,000).

Consistent with their higher fertility
rates, foreign-born women had lower
levels of childlessness in 1988 (33 per-
cent) than native-born women (38 per-
cent). Foreign-born women 40 to 44
years old completed their childbearing
years with about 12 percent childless,
significantly lower than that of native-
born women with 15 percent for this
age group childless.

The average number of children ever
born to 18-t0-44 year olds in 1988 was
significantly higher for foreign-born
women (1.6 per woman) than for nati-
ve-born women (1.3 per woman). In
1988, foreign-born women (40 to 44
years old) had an average about 2.4
children each, 0.3 children more than
native-born women. Among women 18
to 29 years old in June 1988, the aver-
age number of children ever born were
slightly higher for foreign-born than for

Table |. Distribution of the Native-Born and Foreign-Born Population
14 Years Old and Over, by Current Residence and Place of

Birth: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Total Region

Place of birth
Number Percent | Northeast| Midwest South West
Total .......... 15,079 100.0 26.7 1.1 235 38.7
Asia' .............. 3,752 100.0 19.6 12.4 19.0 48.9
China............ 706 100.0 21.4 7.2 14.3 57.1
India ............ 380 100.0 40.4 22.0 25.7 11.8
Japan ........... 197 100.0 19.3 8.1 15.2 56.9
Korea ........... 339 100.0 20.1 115 37.2 31.9
Philippines ........ 850 100.0 14.4 8.6 10.2 66.7
Vietnam ......... 426 100.0 14.1 143 275 448
Latin America' ..... 6,462 100.0 21.5 5.7 29.9 430
Cuba............ 767 100.0 20.0 255 67.6 9.1
Mexico .......... 3,314 100.0 1.3 6.7 239 68.1
Northern America' . 608 100.0 26.3 14.3 223 37.2
Canada.......... 604 100.0 26.2 14.4 220 374
Europe ............ 3,203 100.0 431 17.6 18.1 21.2
Soviet Union ....... 352 100.0 56.2 13.3 9.8 20.8
Native born ........ 168,572 100.0 20.6 25.6 355 18.3

'includes counties not shown separately.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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native-born women, 0.8 and 0.7 births
per woman, respectively.

Birth Expectations of Foreign-Born
and Native-Born Women

Table 13 presents the average number of
lifetime births expected and the propor-
tion of women expecting no lifetime
births for 18-to-34-year-olds. For both
1986 and 1988, the average number of
lifetime births expected among foreign-
bom women was slightly higher than
that of native-bom women. The average
number of lifetime births expected by
foreign-bom women in 1988 was 2.3
births per woman, about 0.2 births above
the lifetime births expected by native-
bom women (2.1 per woman).

The percentage of women expecting
no lifetime births was significantly high-

er among native-born women 18 to 34
years old (10 percent) than foreign
born women (8 percent) in 1988. Also,
11 percent of native-born women 30 to
34 years old expected no lifetime
births, compared to about 7 percent of
the foreign-born women (figure 6).
Lower levels of lifetime births expected
and higher proportions of lifetime child-
lessness among foreign-born women
18 to 24 relative to 30-to-34 year olds
suggest that their fertility patterns may
eventually resemble those of native-
born women.

Socioeconomic
Differences In Fertility

Differences by Hispanic Origin
The proportion of women childless and
the current fertility rates for foreign-

Table J. Chiidren Ever Born per 1,000 Women 18 to 44 Years Oid, by
Place of Birth for Selected Years

Source 15t044| 15t0 24| 25t0 34 3510 44
Year| Place of birth years years years years

Census. ....... 11960 Native born 1,714 515 2,210 2,433
Foreign born 1,661 524 1,757 2,133

Census........ 1970 Native born 1,581 345 2,114 2913
Foreign born 1,762 429 1,849 2,520

Census........ 1980 Native born 1,285 313 1,470 2635
Foreign born 1,537 393 1,562 2:509

CPS .......... 21983 Native born NA NA NA NA
Foreign born 1,570 438 1,523 2,286

CPS.......... 21986 Native born 1,343 425 1,359 2,100
Foreign born 1,588 481 1,486 2,329

CPS.......... 21988 Native born 1,321 393 1,327 2,017
Foreign born 1,567 464 1,496 2,250

NA Not available.

'Data are for White women only for both native and foreign-born women. Never married

women were assumed to be childless.
Source: Data are caiculated from—

2Women 18 to 44 years old.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population 1960. Subject Reports
Women by Number of Children Ever Born, Final Report PC(2)-3A, Washington, D.C.:
U.S. Government Printing Office, table 8.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population 1970. Subject Reports
Women by Number of Children Ever Born, Final Report PC(2)-3A, Washington, D.C.:
U.S. Government Printing Office, table 8.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population 1980. Detailed Population

Characteristics, United States Summary, Section A, United States,
Part 1, PC80-1-D1-A, Washington, D.C.: U. S. Government Printing Office,

table 255.

April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988 Current Population Surveys.

born women 18 to 44 years old by se-
lected characteristics are presented in
table 14. There were 4,326,000 His-
panic women 18 to 44 years old in
1988, 1,735,000 of whom were born
outside the United States. Of all fore-
ign-born women 18 to 44 years old,
about 43 percent were of Hispanic ori-
gin. Although Hispanic foreign-born
women appear to have higher fertility
rates than their non-Hispanic counter-
parts in 1988 (103.7 and 90.2 births per
1,000, respectively), sampling variation
in the statistics do not permit us to con-
clude that a statistical difference exists
between the two groups.

Out-of-Wedlock Childbearing

The percent of foreign-born women
who were currently married declined
_from 72 percent in 1983 to 63 percent
in 1988. Among the foreign bom, the
fert!hty rate for currently married wom-
en in 1988 was 121.8 births per 1,000
compared to 44.5 births per 1,000
single women or 71.6 births per 1,000
widowed or divorced women (the rates
for the latter two marital groups are not
significantly different from each other).

Table K shows the annual proportion of
children bom out-of-wedlock to foreign-
bom women and native-bom women.
The proportion of births bom out-of-wed-
lock (widowed, divorced, or never mar-
ried at the time of the survey) to foreign-
bom women increased from 12 percent
in 1983 to 20 percent in 1968.

Education

About 40 percent of foreign-born wom-
en 18 to 44 years old had some college
education: childlessness was highest
among those women who completed 1
to 3 years of college (table 14). In
1988, for example, 49 percent of wom-
en with 1 to 3 years of college and 40
percent of women with 4 or more years
of college were childless compared to
22 percent for women with less than a
high school education. Women with
less than a high school education ex-
perienced significantly higher fertility
rates (117 births per 1,000) than wom-
en with a high school education (85.0
births per 1,000), or 1 to 3 years of col-
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Table K. Women 18 to 44 Years Old Who Had a Birth in the
Preceding 12 Months Who Were Unmarried, by Place of
Birth: 1983-88

(Numbers in thousands)

tus, educational attainment, and labor
force status variables serve as the ba-
sic sociodemographic controls in this

analysis. These characteristics signify
major components and stages of a

woman’s life cycle, her educational, Native-born women Foreign born
employment, and familial careers,
which may be_interrupted due to migra- Year Unmarried women' Unmarried women'
tion. Total | Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent
A multiple regression analysis with N . 3,232 835 25.8 390 79 203
dummy variables was employed so

X 1986...ccvnieineennn.. 3,138 642 205 379 54 14.2
that each coefficient represents the av- 1953 . .. .. ... ... 23625 282 16| %271 33| 2122
erage number of children ever born

“more than” or “less than” the refer-
ence category which was omitted from
the regression to avoid problems of lin-
ear dependence among each set of
variables.

Data from the 1983 CPS permitted the
decomposition of the number of births
a woman has had into those born out-
side the United States prior to migra-
tion from those born inside the United
States after migrating to the United
States. The results of this refinement
suggest that place-of-birth fertility dif-
ferences observed among foreign-born
women (first panel of regression coeffi-
cients in table 15) are not the result of
initial childbearing differences existing
among immigrants before entering the
United States but rather from the sub-
sequent fertility behavior of women af-
ter immigrating to the United States.

The regression coefficients in table 15
indicate that no significant regional fer-
tility differences were noted among
women prior to their migration to the
United States after controlling for the
effect of other demographic variables
(second panel of data). However, the
third panel of data in table 15 for wom-
en 18 to 44 years old and for the
25-t0-34 and 35-t0-44 year old age
groups show that the Mexican-born
women had significantly higher fertility
after entering the United States than
women born in other areas.

The higher completed family sizes
noted among Mexican immigrants ap-
parently resuits from childbearing after
migrating to the United States rather
than having initially larger families

'Women widowed, divorced or never married at the survey date.

2Data are for native-born and foreign-born women for June 1983.

3pata for foreign-born women refer to April 1983.

Source: Current Population Surveys: April 1983, June 1983, 1986, and 1988.

when first entering the United States.
Higher cumulative fertility rates were
also noted among Mexican immigrants
in the 1986 and 1988 surveys (table 16)
but there was no question in either sur-
vey to verify the pattern of childbearing
before and after migration to the United
States.

The next immigration variable in the re-
gression, duration of residence in the
United States, investigates the disrup-
tive effects of immigration on fertility. In
1983 as in 1986 and 1988, recent mi-
grants to the United States (women liv-
ing in the United States for less than §
years) appear to have lower levels of
cumulative fertility than foreign-born
women living in the United States long-
er periods of time (see table 16, the col-
umn containing the 18 to 44 year old
regression coefficients).

Differences by duration of residence
are most consistently found for women
25 to 34 year old, women in the princi-
pal childbearing years. This suggests
that new arrivals who had migrated to
the United States during their peak
years of fertility experienced temporary
disruptions in childbearing. This dis-
ruption resulted in lower than average
numbers of children ever born relative
to women the same age who had mi-
grated at younger ages.

But in 1983 and 1986 among women
35 to 44 years old, who had just about

completed their fertility, any childbear-
ing disruptions which may have re-
sulted from migration in prior years ap-
pears to have all but disappeared as
no difference was found in fertility by
duration of residence. In 1988, some
residual effect of childbearing disrup-
tions caused by migration was evident
as women who migrated to the United
States 5 to 9 years prior to the survey
had slightly fewer children ever born
than women who had been living in the
United States for at least 15 years
(table 16).

The naturalization variable included in
the regression equation had a minor
effect in 1983 indicating higher fertility
(about 0.1 births) among naturalized
women 18 to 44 years old, but no dif-
ference by naturalization status was
found either in 1986 or 1988 (table 16).

The most consistent variables found in
all three survey years were the basic
demographic variables of marital sta-
tus, educational attainment, and labor
force status of the women. Ever-mar-
ried women in all three surveys had 0.8
to 1.0 births per woman more than did
never married women 18 to 44 years
old. Lower cumulative fertility rates for
1983, 1986, and 1986 were found for
women with higher levels of education-
al attainment and for women who were
in the labor force. Although not shown,
these demographic factors account for
more of the variation in fertility among



35

Table L. Women Who Have Had a Child in the Preceding 12 Months
and Their Percentage in the Labor Force, by Selected Char-

acteristics: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands)

Native-born women Foreign-born women
-~ Number of
Characteristic women who Number of
had had a Percent in| women who Percent in
birth labor force had a birth labor force
Total.......coveveevinnen.. 3,232 52.2 390 38.9
Years of school completed:
Less than high school ....... 502 357 149 275
High school, 4 years......... 1,470 50.4 99 29.3
College: 1 or more years..... 1,259 60.9 142 57.8
Age:
18to24years.............. 1,064 46.9 64 (B)
25to29years.............. 1,092 54.1 129 41.0
30tod4d4years.............. 1,075 55.6 197 40.6
Birth order:
Firstbirth................... 1,143 57.9 120 53.2
Second or higher order birth. . 2,089 49.2 271 325
Race and Hispanic origin:’
White . ........ccoovvvnnnt.. 2,612 51.1 255 32.2
Black .........cooiiiiiinnt. 554 57.5 32 (B)
Hispanic origin.............. 222 39.9 180 334
Not of Hispanic origin........ 3,010 53.1 210 43.6
Marital status:
Married, husband present . ... 2,362 53.5 306 37.2
Single, widowed, divorced or
separated? ............... 870 48.6 84 45.2

(B) Base too small to show the derived estimate.
'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

2|ncludes married, husband absent

Source: Current Population Survey: June 1988.

foreign-born women than the place of
birth, duration of residence, and natu-
ralization variables.18

Summary

There were about 15 million persons 14
years old and over living in the United

18The adjusted R-square terms for each of
the three survey years for all women 18 to 44
years old, omitting place of birth, residence,
and naturalization indicators are 0.388, 0.378,
and 0.415 for 1983, 1986, and 1988 respec-
tively. Including these terms only increases
the explained variance to 0.402, 0.405, and
0.424.

States in 1988 who were born in a
country other than the United States.
Persons from Latin American countries
made up 43 percent of the foreign-born
population, followed by 25 percent
from Asia, and 21 percent from Europe.
In 1988, three quarters of foreign-bom
Asians 14 years and over living in the
United States were born in six Asian
countries: China, India, Japan, Korea,
the Philippines, and Vietnam. Altogeth-
er, 38 percent of the foreign-born popu-
lation were Hispanic.

More native-bom people lived in the
South (36 percent of the total) than any

other region of the United States, while
the West was the most populated re-
gion of the country for the foreign-bom
population comprising 39 percent of
the total. In fact, approximately 4 out of
10 foreign-bom persons from either
Latin American or Asian countries lived
in California in 1988.

Those who migrated to the United
States based on economic indepen-
dence as required by the Immigration
and Naturalization Service such as
many Asian and European groups
were in higher occupational and in-
come groups than those whose migra-
tion was likely to be related to their ref-
ugee status, such as persons from Viet-
nam, or their close geographic proximi-
ty to the United States, such as the Lat-
in American-born population.

The fertility of foreign-borm women 18
to 44 years old in 1988 was 96 births
per 1,000 women considerably above
the level of native-born women (67
births per 1,000). No differences in cur-
rent fertility rates by place of birth of
foreign-borm women could be found;
this may be due to the small size of the
sample of foreign-born persons in the
survey. However, it was established
that the average number of children
ever born was higher for women bom
in Mexico (2.1 births per woman) than
for women bom in any other country or
region. On average, foreign-born wom-
en 18 to 44 years old in 1988 each had
borne 1.6 births at the time of the sur-

" vey compared with 1.3 births for native-

born women.

All three surveys—1983, 1986, and
1988—showed that foreign-born wom-
en who were 25 to 34 years old at the
time of the surveys and who had been
living in the United States for less than
5 years had lower levels of cumulative
fertility than foreign-born women living
in the United States for longer periods
of time. However, fertility differences
caused by disruptions due to migration

-appear to diminish by the end of the

childbearing years among women who
have lived in the United States for dif-
ferent durations of time.
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Higher cumulative fertility rates were
found among women born in Mexico
than women born in other countries.
Data for 1983 indicate that higher aver-
age numbers of children ever born
among Mexican immigrant women re-
sulted from childbearing after their mi-
gration to the United States in 1983
and not from childbearing levels prior
to migration.

Significant increases in the fertility rate
for foreign-born women 30 to 34 years
old occurred between 1983 and 1988,
similar to increases noted in the overall
U.S. population. The proportion of all
births borne to U.S. women 30 to 34
years old women increased from 18
percent in 1983 to 24 percent in 1988
(U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1989). The
proportion of all births to foreign-born
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Table 1. Estimates of the Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Place of Birth: April 1980, April 1983,
June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983 April 1980°

Place of birth
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total...oovviiiiiiiiii i 191,105 100.0 187,818 100.0 180,943 100.0 175,309 100.0
Nativeborn: ..................... 168,551 88.2 168,532 89.7 164,574 100.0 162,474 92.7
United States .................. 167,185 87.5 167,362 89.1 163,561 90.4 161,808 92.3
Bornabroad ................... 1,366 0.7 1,170 0.6 1,009 0.6 666 0.4
Foreignborn..................... 15,079 7.9 14,206 7.6 12,431 6.9 12,835 7.3
Don't know if foreignborn........... 7,475 3.9 5,080 2.7 3,971 2.2 - -
Foreignborn...................... 15,079 100.0 14,206 100.0 12,402 99.8 12,835 100.0
Affica.........ccoeeiiiiiennn. 179 1.2 154 1.1 154 1.2 179 1.4
Asia. ... ... 3,753 24.9 3,388 23.8 2,777 22.3 2,164 16.9
China.............ovvnnnn. 706 4.7 620 4.4 557 45 408 3.2
India...........coviinninnn, 380 25 353 25 281 23 179 1.4
Japan...........c.eieiininnn. 197 1.3 170 1.2 155 1.2 198 1.5
Korea............coovvennnn. 339 2.2 422 3.0 298 24 220 1.7
Philippines................... 850 5.6 567 4.0 648 5.2 445 3.5
Vietham ..................... 426 2.8 412 29 222 1.8 162 1.3
Latin America® ................. 6,462 429 5,709 40.2 4,138 33.3 3,863 30.1
Cuba..........ooevvvvinnnnn. 767 5.1 763 5.4 707 5.7 583 4.5
MexiCo.........oovvinnennnn. 3,315 220 2,811 19.8 2,022 16.3 1,876 146
Northern America®.............. 608 4.0 630 44 653 53 811 6.3
Canada ..................... 603 4.0 630 44 647 5.2 802 6.2
EUrope......ccovvvvvennennnn. 3,203 21.2 3,505 247 3,955 31.8 4,483 349
SovietUnion................... 352 2.3 255 1.8 401 3.2 383 3.0
Other foreign country® .......... 523 35 564 4.0 324 2.6 952 7.4

- Represents zero.

'Population 15 years and over. Includes civilian and military populations.

2Includes those countries not shown separately.

3Includes those respondents born in Oceania and who were ascertained as being foreign born but did not specify country of birth.

Source: April 1983, June 1988 and June 1988 Current Population Surveys; 1980 native-born data are from 1980 Census of the Population,
PC80-1-D1-A, table 253 and the foreign data are from Immigrants in U.S. 1980, Census of Housing and Population (microfiche).



Table 2. Estimates of the Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Age, Sex, and Piace of Birth: April 1983
(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Sex Age
Place of birth 14t017| 18t024| 251034| 35t044| 451064| 65 years
Total Male Female years years years years years| and over
Total.......vvvvvviiiie., 180,943 85,970 94,978 14,602 28,765 38,987 28,662 44,158 25,770
Nativeborn................... 164,574 78,426 86,153 13,812 26,830 35,825 25,800 39,864 22,445
United States” .............. 163,561 77,908 85,658 13,686 26,531 35,528 25,688 39,743 22,386
Bornabroad ................ 1,009 516 493 126 299 295 110 i1 59
Foreignbormn.................... 12,402 5,700 6,702 501 1,492 2,492 2,308 3,167 2,443
Africa® ..................... 154 108 45 0 20 65 35 27 7
Asia?............oiii 2,777 1,283 1,494 163 415 714 657 611 217
China.................... 557 251 306 32 80 132 104 150 57
India..................... 281 149 132 8 34 90 104 41 5
Japan.................... 155 44 110 2 9 30 30 62 22
Korea.................... 298 114 183 13 24 101 67 61 32
Philippines................ 648 266 382 38 67 152 175 150 66
Vietnam.................. 222 11 112 36 50 53 41 38 5
Latin America® .............. 4,138 1,963 2,175 243 705 1,068 810 963 350
Cuba...................0 707 331 377 33 93 110 11 264 96
Mexico..............uunn 2,022 1,005 1,017 114 405 575 357 384 187
Northern America®. .......... 653 274 379 18 61 118 92 194 17
Canada................... 647 272 375 18 61 116 92 194 167
Europe®.............cccvnn.. 3,955 1,739 2,218 56 226 432 603 1,204 1,434
SovietUnion................ 401 179 222 9 11 7 39 116 219
Other foreign country®. ....... 324 154 169 14 52 87 72 53 45
Don’t know if foreignborn ......... 3,971 1,846 2,125 289 444 673 557 1,127 882

‘Includes those born in Puerto Rico and other outlying areas of the United States.

?|ncludes those countries not shown separately.
3Includes those respondents born in Oceania and who were ascertained as being foreign born but did not specify country of birth.
Source: April 1983 Current Population Survey.
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Table 3. Estimates of the Population 14 Years Oild and Over, by Age, Sex, and Place of Birth: June 1986

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Sex Age

Place of birth 14t017| 181024 25t034| 35t044| 45t064| 65 years
Total Male Female years years years years years | and over

Total.......coviiiiiii 187,818 89,490 98,329 14,704 26,690 41,781 32,451 44,709 27,483
Nativeborn................... 168,532 80,393 88,140 13,567 24,229 37,524 28,925 39,933 24,354
United States’ .............. 167,362 79,829 87,534 13,433 23,936 37,169 28,768 39,799 24,257
Bornabroad ................ 1,170 564 606 134 293 355 157 134 97
Foreignborn.................... 14,206 6,792 7414 689 1,805 3,318 2,667 3,509 2,218
Africa .....coooviiiiiin.. 154 89 65 9 25 54 42 24 -
Asia® ... ... 3,388 1,648 1,740 251 463 955 709 774 236
China............coeeuen. 620 287 333 40 60 179 129 134 78
India............ooonal. 353 175 178 19 30 104 110 77 13
Japan................... 170 54 116 6 3 25 52 59 26
Korea...............o..t. 422 162 260 35 64 107 83 115 17
Philippines................ 567 252 316 30 53 149 99 159 77
Vietnam .................. 412 233 179 63 93 122 68 63 3

Latin America® .............. 5,709 2,913 2,796 337 975 1,634 1,099 1,225 439
Cuba............ooenenne. 763 397 366 8 79 118 135 289 134
Mexico................... 2,811 1,637 1,274 215 523 935 491 457 189
Northern AmericaZ........... 630 269 362 11 58 95 84 205 178
Canada................... 630 269 362 1 58 95 84 205 178
Europe.........coovviuint, 3,505 1,473 2,032 54 192 424 607 1,105 1,123
Soviet Union................ 255 112 143 6 1 7 32 51 148
Other foreign country®. ....... 564 288 276 21 80 148 95 125 94
Don't know if foreign born ... . ... 5,080 2,305 2,775 448 657 938 859 1,268 911

- Represents zero.

'Includes those born in Puerto Rico and other outlying areas of the United States.

2Includes those countries not shown separately.

3Includes those respondents born in Oceania and who were ascertained as being foreign born but did not specify country of birth.
Source: June 1986 Current Population Survey.
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Table 4. Estimates of the Population 14 Years Oid and Over, by Age, Sex, and Place of Birth: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Sex Age
Place of birth 14t017| 18t024| 251034| 35t044| 45t064| 65 years
Total Male Female years years years years years| and over
Total ..o 191,122 91,171 99,951 13,898 25,722 42,595 34,713 45,621 28,576
Nativeborn................... 168,568 80,567 88,001 12,624 22,754 37,611 30,406 39,999 25,176
United States® .............. 167,203 79,902 87,301 12,512 22,481 37,175 30,193 39,806 25,036
Bornabroad ................ 1,365 665 700 112 273 436 213 193 140
Foreignborn.................... 15,079 7.217 7,862 687 1,888 3,449 2,966 3,815 2,274
Africa ...............ooout 179 104 75 5 19 73 47 24 1
AsiaZ.........iiiiiiiin. 3,753 1,798 1,955 216 563 944 871 869 287
China.........covvvennn 706 347 359 49 129 142 137 188 60
India..................... 381 204 177 5 44 114 110 88 22
Japan.................... 197 83 114 8 1 42 57 63 15
Korea.................... 339 120 219 20 28 112 93 63 22
Philippines . .. ............. 850 326 524 38 110 158 175 251 116
Vietnam .................. 426 248 178 49 103 112 95 61 5
Latin America® .............. 6,462 3,197 3,265 384 1,053 1,789 1,324 1,430 481
Cuba..........covvvninenn 767 387 380 16 58 138 125 290 139
Mexico.........ooeuennnn 3,315 1,794 1,521 256 696 914 618 604 227
Northern America®. .......... 608 264 344 11 16 108 101 177 197
Canada................... 603 263 340 7 16 108 101 177 197
Europe...........ccoovnnnn. 3,203 1,451 1,752 47 148 395 498 1,075 1,042
SovietUnion................ 352 159 193 8 23 11 34 89 187
Other foreign country®......... 523 245 278 17 64 129 91 151 70
Don't know if foreign born ......... 7,475 3,387 4,088 587 1,080 1,535 1,341 1,807 1,126

'Includes those born in Puerto Rico and other outlying areas of the United States.
2includes those countries not shown separately.

3Includes those respondents born in Oceania and who were ascertained as being foreign born but did not specify country of birth.

Source: June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Table 5. Distribution of the Native-Born and the Foreign-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by
Selected Characteristics: June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Native born Foreign born
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female
Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-
Number| cent| Number| cent| Number| cent|Number| cent| Number| cent|Number| cent

Total. ..o 168,568 | 100.0( 80,567 | 100.0| 88,001 100.0| 15,079| 100.0 7,217 100.0 7,862( 100.0
Race
White . ...t 146,554 | 87.0( 70,544| 87.6| 76,026 86.4| 10,686 70.9 5168| 71.6 5519 70.2
Black .......cooiiiiiiii 19,782( 11.7 8,936( 11.1| 10,846| 123 1,032 6.9 490 6.8 543 6.9
(0 {1 1T 2,204 1.3| 1,082 1.3 1,122 13| 3360| 223| 1560| 21.6| 1,800| 229
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic'............cooiiiiieienen 7550 4.5 3728 46| 3822| 43| 5768| 383| 2913| 404| 2855 363
Not Hispanic. ................coevns 160,981 | 95.5( 76,831 954 84,170 957| 9311| 61.8| 4304| 596| 5007| 637
Marital status
Currently married. ................... 92,693| 55.0| 46,573| 57.8| 46,127 52.4 9,117| 60.5 4649| 64.3 4478 57.0
Widowed or divorced? ............... 29,145( 17.3| 8,882| 11.0| 20,263| 230 2373| 157 581 8.1 1'792 228
Single. ... 46,716| 27.7| 25,110| 31.2| 21609| 24.6| 3589| 238| 1,997 27.7| 1592| 203
Years of School Completed
Not a high school graduate. .......... 45772 27.2| 22,481| 27.9| 23,293| 265| 6,002| 404 2966| 410 3,126 398
High school, 4years................. 63,285 37.5( 28,037 | 34.8| 35251| 40.1 3,981| 264 1,644| 223 2,337| 293
College:

1to3years ...........ooiiil 30,533| 18.1| 14,264 17.7| 16,270 185 2,151| 143 998! 13.8 1,154 14.7

40rMOre Years........covvueevenes 28,971| 17.2| 15785 196| 13,188| 150| 2855| 189| 1610| 223| 1.245| 158
Labor Force Status
Inlaborforce ..........ccovviiinnn. 110,719 65.7 61 '045 75.8 49,683 56.5 9,330 61.9 5,493 76.1 3,837 489

Employed ............oiiiiinnn 104302 61.9| 57644| 71.5| 46,667| 53.0| 8851| 58.7| 5223| 724 3628 46.2

Ur)employed ---------------------- 6,417 38| 3401 42| 3,016 34 479 3.2 270| 3.7 209 27
Not in labor force ................... 57.832| 34.3| 19520| 24.2| 38,315| 435| 5748 38.1 1,724 23.9| 4,024 51.2
Occupation
Managerial and professional. ... EERRR 26,300 252 14,445| 251| 11,855| 25.4| 1874| 21.2| 1,197 229 677| 187
Technical, sales and administrative

support......... PER R PP 32,025| 30.7| 11,166| 19.4| 20,859| 44.7| 2,180| 24.6 880| 16.8| 1,300| 358

Service occupations ........... ... ... 13825 133| 5410 94| 8415 180 1511| 17.1 653| 125 857 | 236
Precision production, craft, and repair .| 12,445 11.9| 11,394 19.8| 1,051| 23| 1,131| 128 996| 19.1 135 37
Opergtors, fabricators, and laborers ...| 15945| 153| 12,071| 209| 3874| 83| 1,776 20. 1,179| 22.6 597| 16.5
Farming, forestry, and fishing . ........ 3,776 36| 3,161| 55 615 1.3 380 4.3 318 6.1 62 1.7
Family Income
Under $10,000...............ceunn.. 29,761 17.7| 13,860 17.2| 15902| 18.1 2889 19.2 1327| 184| 1562| 19.9
$10,000 to $14999. ................. 18,817 11.2 9,005| 11.2 9,812 111 2,039| 135 1,020 1414 1,019 13.0
$15,000 10 $24,999.................. 43,176 | 25.6| 20,643| 256 22,534 256| 3,998 265 1916| 26.6| 2082| 265
$25,000t0 $34,999.................. 24690 146 11,901 14.8| 12,789 145| 2,044| 136 980| 13.6| 1,064 135
$35,000t0 $49.999............ ...t 25317| 15.0] 12,161 15.1| 13,157 15.0| 1,828 121 880 12.2 948 121
$50,000 andover ...........c..onne.. 17,647| 105 8,451| 105( 9,197| 105| 1,308| 8.7 651 9.0 658 8.4
Income notreported................. 9,157 54| 4,546 56| 4612 5.2 971 6.4 443 6.1 528 6.7
Poverty Area Residence
Inpovertyarea.............cc.evuunn 24,219| 144 11,209| 13.9| 13,009| 148( 3410| 226| 1,656| 23.0| 1,754 223
Notin proverty area ................. 144,322| 85.6| 69,352 86.1| 74,986| 852 11,669| 77.4| 5561 77.1| 6,108 77.7
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Table 5. Distribution of the Native-Born and the Foreign-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by
Selected Characteristics: June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Native born Foreign born
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female
Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-
Number [ cent| Number| cent| Number| cent|Number| cent|Number| cent|Number cent
Region of Residence
Northeast .............ccoceven.t. 34,754 206| 16,394 20.3| 18361| 20.9 4031| 26.7 1913| 265 2,119 27.0
Midwest. ..........coiiiiiiiiiii 43,072 256| 20,640| 25.6| 22,434| 255 1,669 11.1 778| 10.8 891 113
South.......oviiiiiiiiii 59,828 | 35.5| 28,558 | 35.4| 31272| 355 3,547 235 1661 23.0 1,886 24.0
West. ... 30,909 18.3| 14,975| 18.6| 15934| 18.1 5,831 | 38.7 2,865| 39.7 2,966 37.7
Metropolitan Residence
Metropolitan........................ 127,588 | 75.7| 60,931 75.6| 66,663 | 100.0| 14,216| 94.3 6,825| 945 7,392 94.1
Incentral cities. ................... 48,474 288| 22,555| 28.0( 25921| 38.9 7517 499 3,668 50.8 3,849 49.0
Outside central cities .............. 79,114| 46.9| 38,376| 47.6| 40,742| 61.1 6,699 | 44.4 3,157 | 43.7 3,543 451
Nonmetropolitan .................... 40,970 | 24.3| 19,636| 24.4]| 21,336 320 863 5.7 392 5.4 470 6.0

'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
2Includes separated women.
Source: April 1983, June 1986 and June 1988 Current Population Survey.




Table 6. Distribution of the Foreign-Born Population 14 Years Oild and Over, by Selected Characteristics:
Aprii 1983, June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num- [ Per- [Num-| Per- [Num-| Per-| Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-| Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-
ber | cent| ber| cent| ber| cent ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Total ............ 15,079 (100.0 {7,217 |100.0 |7,862 {100.0 {14,206 |100.0 /6,792 [100.0 {7,414 (100.0 {12,402 [100.0 |5,700 {100.0 |6,702 | 100.0
Race
White.............. 10,686 | 70.9 15,168 | 71.6 [5,519| 70.2|10,111| 71.2(4,828 | 71.1 (5,283 71.3| 9,360 | 75.5[4,279| 75.1 /5,081 | 758
Black.............. 1,032| 6.9| 490| 68| 543| 69| 926| 65| 460| 68| 466| 63| 632 51| 339( 60| 293 4.4
Other.............. 3,360 | 22.3 /1,560 | 21.6 (1,800 | 22.9| 3,169 | 22.3 (1,504 | 22.1 [1,664 | 22.5| 2,411 | 19.4(1,082| 19.0(1,329| 19.8
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic' .......... 5,768 | 38.3 (2,913 | 40.4|2,855| 36.3| 5,212| 36.7 |2,693 | 40.0 |2,519| 34.0( 3,717 | 30.0{1,763 | 30.9[1,954| 29.2
Not Hispanic .. ..... 9,311 | 61.8 4,304 | 59.6 (5,007 | 63.7| 8,994 | 63.3 (4,099 | 60.4 |4,895| 66.0| 8,685 70.0 {3,937 | 69.1 (4,748 | 70.8
Marital Status
Currently married ...| 9,117 | 60.5 4,649 | 64.3 4,478 | 57.0( 8,960 | 63.0 |4,503 | 66.3 14,457 | 60.1| 7,608 | 61.3 /3,731 | 65.5(3,876| 57.8
Widowed or
divorced? ......... 2,373| 15.7| 581| 8.1(1,792]| 22.8| 2,096 | 14.8| 453| 6.7|1,643| 22.2| 2,302| 18.6| 615| 10.8 (1,687 | 25.2
Single ............. 3,589 | 23.811,997 | 27.7 (1,592 | 20.3| 3,189 | 22.2(1,836| 27.0(1,313| 17.7| 2,492 | 20.1 (1,354 | 23.8 (1,138 17.0
Years of School
Completed
Not a high school
graduate.......... 6,092 40.4 2966 | 41.0[3,126| 39.8| 6,073 | 42.8 (2,939 | 43.3 {3,134 | 42.3| 5,295| 42.7 |2,323 | 40.8 [2,973| 44.4
High school, 4
years............. 3,981 | 26.4 1,644 | 22.3 (2,337 | 29.3| 3,786 | 26.7 [1,5569 | 23.0 {2,226 | 30.3| 3,223 | 26.0(1,290| 22.6 |1,932| 28.8
College:
1to3years...... 2,151 143 | 998| 13.8(1,154| 14.7| 1,849 | 13.0| 877 | 129 972| 13.1| 1626 13.1| 804 | 14.1| 822| 123
4 or more years ..| 2,855{ 18.9(1,610| 22.3|1,245| 15.8| 2,499 | 17.6|1,418( 20.9/1,081| 14.6| 2,258 | 18.2[1,283| 22.5| 975( 14.6
Labor Force
Status
In labor force....... 9,330 61.915,493 | 76.1 (3,837 | 48.9| 8,586 | 60.5(5,104 | 75.2 {3,482 | 47.0| 7,051 | 56.9 (4,131 ] 72.5[2,916| 43.5
Employed. ....... 8,851 58.7 15,223 | 72.4 (3,628 | 46.2| 7,926 | 55.8 |4,726 | 69.6 |3,200 | 43.2| 6,251 | 50.4 (3,669 | 64.4 |2,582| 38.5
Unemployed ..... 479( 3.2 270| 3.7| 209| 27| 660| 4.7| 378 56| 282 38| 800| 65| 462| 8.1| 334 5.0
Not in labor force...| 5,748 | 38.1 1,724 | 23.9 14,024 | 51.2| 5,620 39.6 |1,688 | 24.9 3,933 | 53.0| 5,351 | 43.2 (1,569 | 27.5/3,782| 56.4
Occupation
Managerial and
professional....... 1,874 21.211,197| 22.9| 677 | 18.7| 1,531 | 19.3| 980| 20.7| 551 | 17.2| 1,474| 23.6| 981 26.7| 494 19.1
Technical, sales
and administra-
tive support ........ 2,180 246| 880 16.8(1,300( 35.8| 1,904 | 24.0( 759| 16.1]1,145| 35.8| 1,548| 248| 610| 16.6| 938| 36.3
Service occupations. | 1,511 17.1| 653 ] 12.5| 857 | 23.6| 1,323 | 16.7| 633 | 13.4| 690 21.6| 1,039| 16.6| 490| 13.4| 549| 21.3
Precision produc-
tion, craft, and
repair............. 1,131 128 996 19.1| 135| 3.7| 1,091| 13.8| 954| 20.2| 137| 43| 779| 125| 646| 17.6| 133 5.2
Operators, fabrica-
tors, and laborers..| 1,776 | 20.1|1,179| 22.6| 597 | 16.5| 1,707 | 21.5{1,083| 22.9| 624| 19.5| 1,127 | 18.0| 692 18.9| 435| 16.8
Farming, forestry,
and fishing ....... 380| 43| 318| 6.1 62| 17| 369| 47| 318| 6.7| 52| 16| 283| 45| 250| 68| 34 1.3




Table 6. Distribution of the Foreign-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Seiected Characteristics:

Aprii 1983, June 1986, and June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num- [ Per- [Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-{ Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- [Num-| Per-| Num-| Per- |Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent ber | cent| ber| cent| ber| cent ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Family Income?
Under $10,000 ..... 2,889| 19.2|1,327 | 18.4|1,562| 19.9( 3,489 24.6 |1,658| 24.4 (1,831 | 24.7 | 3,143 | 25.4|1,329( 23.3/1,815| 27.1
$10,000 to
$14,999.......... 2,039 13.5/1,020 | 14.1 1,019 13.0| 1,988 | 14.0| 966 14.2]1,022| 13.8| 1,974 | 159| 928| 16.3[1,046| 15.6
$15,000 to
$24999.......... 3,998 | 26.5(1,916 | 26.6 |2,082| 26.5| 2,837 | 20.0 1,374 20.2 (1,462 | 19.7 | 2,507 | 20.2|1,171| 20.6 {1,336 19.9
$25,000 to
$34,999.......... 2,044 13.6| 980 13.6(1,064| 13.5| 1,975 13.9| 914| 13.5(1,062| 14.3| 1,913| 154| 939 16.5| 974| 145
$35,000 and
over............. 3,137 20.8 (1,531 21.2 (1,606 | 20.4 | 3,496 | 24.6 (1,677 | 24.7 (1,819 | 24.5| 2,240| 18.1(1,063| 18.7|1,177| 176
Income not
reported.......... 971| 6.4 443| 6.1 528| 6.7| 421| 3.0 204| 30| 217 29| 625| 50| 271| 4.8| 355 5.3
Poverty Area
Residence
In poverty area . .... 3,410 22.6 (1,656 | 23.0 (1,754 | 22.3| 2,206 | 15.5(1,119| 16.5[1,088 | 14.7]| 1,307 | 10.5| 624| 11.0| 683 10.2
Not in proverty
area.............. 11,669 | 77.4 5,561 | 77.1 16,108 | 77.7 112,000 | 84.5|5,673 | 83.516,326 | 85.3 (11,095 | 89.5(5,076 | 89.1 6,020 | 89.8
Region of
Residence
Northeast. ......... 4,031 26.7|1,913| 26.5(2,119| 27.0| 4,030 | 28.4 {1,841 | 27.1 {2,189 | 29.5| 3,764 | 30.4 [1,717 | 30.1 |2,047 | 30.6
Midwest ........... 1669| 11.1| 778| 10.8| 891 11.3| 1,806 | 12.7| 896| 13.2| 911 | 12.3| 1,686| 13.6| 788 13.8| 899( 13.4
South ............. 3,547 | 23.5/1,661| 23.0(1,886| 24.0| 3,328 | 23.4|1,586| 23.4 1,743 | 23.5| 2,656| 21.4 (1,224 | 21.5(1,432| 214
West.............. 5,831 38.7 (2,865 | 39.7 (2,966 | 37.7| 5,041 | 35.5(2,469 | 36.4 2,571 | 34.7 | 4,296 | 34.6 (1,971 | 34.6 (2,324 | 34.7
Metropolitan
Residence
Metropolitan. . ...... 14,216 94.3 16,825 | 94.5(7,392 | 94.1 |13,305| 93.7 6,385 | 94.1 16,921 | 93.4 11,087 | 89.4 (5,114 | 89.7 [5,972| 89.1
In central cities ... | 7,517 | 49.9 13,668 | 50.8 (3,849 | 49.0| 7,218 | 50.8 |3,556 | 52.4 |3,662 | 49.4 | 5,695 | 45.9 2,577 | 45.2(3,117| 46.5
Qutside central
cities........... 6,699 | 44.4 3,157 | 43.7 [3,543 | 45.1| 6,087 | 42.9 {2,829 | 41.7 3,259 | 44.0| 5,392 | 43.5[2,537 | 4452855 | 426
Nonmetropolitan....| 863| 5.7| 392| 54| 470] 60| 901| 6.3| 408| 6.0| 493| 6.7| 1,316| 10.6| 586| 10.3| 730| 10.9
Citizenship Status
Naturalized
citizen............ 6,743 | 447 |3,149| 43.6 (3,593 | 45.7| 6,244 | 44.0 (2,907 | 42.8 (3,336 | 45.0| 5944 | 4792696 | 47.3 (3,247 | 48.5
Not a citizen ....... 7,953 | 52.7 [3,898 | 54.0[4,055| 51.6| 7,601 | 53.5(3,752| 55.2 3,849 | 51.9| 6,212| 50.1 {2,880 | 50.5[3,332( 49.7
Not reported . ...... 384 26| 170| 24| 214| 27| 361| 25| 133| 20| 228| 3.1 247 2.0| 123 2.2 124 18
Duration of Stay
Under 5years...... 2,117 14.0{1,090| 15.1[1,027| 13.1] 2,185| 15.4 1,133 | 16.7[1,052 | 14.2| 2,146 | 17.3(1,018| 17.9(1,128| 16.8
5to9years........ 3,039 20.2 1,566 | 21.7 1,473 18.7| 2,850 | 20.1 (1,464 | 216 (1,386 18.7| 1,872 15.1| 912| 16.0| 960| 14.3
10 to 14 years...... 2,038 13.5| 986| 13.7/1,052| 13.4| 2,129| 15.0[1,099| 16.2(1,030( 13.9| 1,849 149| 900| 158 | 948| 14.2
15 years and
over.............. 6,858 | 45.513,048| 42.2 (3,809 | 48.5| 6,223 | 43.8 (2,730 | 40.2 (3,494 | 47.1| 5967 | 48.1 [2,585| 45.4 [3,381( 50.5
Not reported ........ 1028| 68| 526| 73| 501| 6.4| 818| 56| 366| 54| 452| 6.1 568 46| 283( 50| 285 43

'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
2Includes separated women.
3Income in current dollars.

Source: April 1983, June 1986 and June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Table 7. Distribution of Asian-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Selected Characteristics: April
1983, June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num-| Per- |[Num-| Per-[Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-[Num-{ Per- |Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-[{Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Total ........... 3,752 (100.0 1,798 [100.0 | 1,955 |100.0 3,388 | 100.0 {1,648 |100.0 |1,740 |100.0 |2,777 |100.0 {1,283 [100.0 | 1,494 [ 100.0
Race
White............. 549 | 146 319| 17.7| 229] 11.7| 514 152 293| 17.8| 221| 12.7| 478 17.2| 261| 20.3| 217| 145
Biack............. 3| 0.1 3| 0.2 of 0.0 2| 01 2| 041 ol 0.0 13| 05 9 0.7 4 0.3
Other............. 3,201 | 85.3(1,475| 82.0(1,726| 88.3|2,872| 84.8 (1,353 | 82.1]1,519| 87.3|2,287 | 82.4(1,013| 79.0|1,273| 85.2
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic' ......... 67| 1.8 35 20 32( 1.6 57| 17 20| 1.2 36| 2.1 21| 0.8 18| 1.4 3 0.2
Not Hispanic ...... 3,685| 98.21,763( 98.1 1,922 98.4|3,331| 98.3 (1,627 | 98.8(1,704| 97.9|2,756 | 99.2|1,265| 98.6 (1,491 | 99.8
Maritai Status
Currently married .. [2,385| 63.61,129| 62.8 (1,255| 64.2 (2,214 | 65.3|1,044| 63.3{1,171| 67.3 (1,821 | 65.6| 845 65.9| 975| 65.3
Widowed or
divorced? . ....... 321 86 79| 44| 242| 12.4| 287| 85 55( 3.3| 233| 134 219| 79 35| 27| 183| 122
Single ............ 1,045| 27.9| 589| 32.8( 457| 23.4| 887 | 26.2| 549 33.3| 337| 19.4| 738| 26.6| 403| 31.4| 335| 224
Years of School
Compieted
Not a high school
graduate......... 895( 23.9| 410 228| 485| 248| 900| 26.6| 399| 24.2( 501| 28.8| 735| 26.5| 282| 22.0| 453| 303
High school, 4
years............ 808 21.5| 297 16.5| 511| 26.1| 798| 23.6| 311| 18.9| 487| 28.0| 568| 20.5( 223| 17.4| 345| 23.1
College:
1to 3 years..... 686( 18.3| 339| 189| 347 17.7| 513 15.1| 262| 15.9| 251 14.4| 459 16.5| 233| 18.2| 226 15.1
4 or more years . |1,363 | 36.3| 751| 41.8| 612 31.3(1,177| 34.7| 676 41.0| 501 | 28.8(1,015( 36.6| 545] 425| 469 314
Labor Force
Status
In labor force...... 2,396 | 63.9(1,329| 73.9 (1,067 | 54.6 (2,079 61.4(1,171| 71.1] 908 52.2|1,693| 61.0| 930| 725| 763| 51.1
Employed....... 2,278| 60.7 (1,269 70.6|1,009| 51.6|1,912| 56.4|1,073| 65.1| 839| 48.2]|1,634| 55.2| 840| 65.5| 694 465
Unemployed ....| 118 3.1 60| 3.3 58] 3.0| 167| 4.9 98| 5.9 69| 40| 159| 5.7 90| 7.0 69 4.6
Not in labor force..[1,385| 36.9| 497| 27.6| 888| 45.4|1,309| 38.6| 477| 28.9| 832| 47.8(1,085| 39.1| 353| 27.5| 732| 49.0
Occupation
Managerial and
professional...... 718| 315 447| 352| 271| 26.9| 577 30.2| 379| 353| 198| 236| 562| 36.6( 370| 44.0| 192| 27.7
Technical, sales
and, administra-
tive support ...... 791| 34.7| 338 266| 453 449| 557| 29.1| 244 | 22.7| 313| 37.3| 410| 26.7| 168| 20.0| 242| 16.2
Service occupa-
tions ............ 279 12.2| 125 9.9| 154| 153| 284| 149 150| 14.0| 134 16.0| 255| 16.6| 124 14.8| 131 8.8
Precision produc-
tion, craft, and
repair............ 167 7.3| 144| 113 23| 23| 161 8.4| 108| 10.1 53| 6.3| 105| 6.8 70| 8.3 35 2.3
Operators, fabri-
cators, and
laborers ......... 302| 13.3| 196| 154 106| 10.5| 293| 15.3| 159| 14.8( 134| 16.0| 167 10.9 81| 9.6 86 5.8
Farming, forestry,
and fishing....... 21| 0.9 19| 1.5 21 0.2 40| 2.1 33| 3.1 7| o8 35| 23 27| 3.2 8 0.5




Table 7. Distribution of Asian-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Selected Characteristics: April
1983, June 1986, and June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num- [ Per- [Num-| Per- [Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Family Income®
Under $10,000 ....| 516 13.8] 277| 154| 239| 12.2| 625| 18.4| 321| 19.5| 304| 17.5| 556 20.0| 268| 20.9| 288 19.3
$10,000 to
$14999 ......... 361 96| 180| 10.0| 181 93| 422] 125| 220| 13.3| 202 11.6| 299| 10.8| 141| 11.0| 159| 106
$15,000 to
$24999 ......... 969 25.8| 467 | 26.0| 502| 25.7| 640| 18.9| 299| 18.1| 342| 19.7| 574 20.7| 258| 20.1| 317| 21.2
$25,000 to
$34,999 ......... 593| 15.8| 275| 153| 318 16.3| 505| 14.9| 221| 13.4| 284 16.3| 471| 170| 213| 16.6| 258 173
$35,000 and over..|1,123| 29.9| 507 28.2| 616| 31.5/|1,088| 32.1| 525| 31.9( 563| 32.4| 733| 26.4| 350| 27.3| 383 | 25.6
Income not
reported ......... 191] 5.1 93| 5.2 98| 5.0 107| 3.2 62| 3.8 45| 26| 144| 52 54| 4.2 90 6.0
Poverty Area
Residence
In poverty area....| 618| 16.5| 310| 17.2| 307| 15.7| 355| 10.5| 187| 11.3| 169| 9.7| 200| 7.2 93| 7.2| 107 7.2
Not in proverty
area............. 3,135| 83.6|1,487| 82.7|1,658| 84.83,032| 89.5(|1,461| 88.7 (1,571 90.3(2,577| 92.81,190| 92.8 (1,387 | 92.8
Region of
Residence
Northeast......... 735| 19.6| 378| 21.0| 357 18.3| 628| 18.5| 322| 19.5| 306| 17.6| 545| 19.6| 272| 21.2| 273| 183
Midwest .......... 466 | 12.4| 236| 13.1| 230| 11.8| 578| 17.1| 313| 19.0 265| 152| 406 146| 173| 13.5]| 232| 155
South ............ 714} 19.0| 330| 18.4| 384 196| 633| 18.7| 297 | 18.0| 336| 19.3| 454| 16.3| 214| 16.7| 240) 16.1
West............. 1,835| 48.9( 852| 47.4| 983 | 50.3 {1,548 | 45.7| 715| 43.4| 833 47.9|1,373 | 49.4| 624| 486| 749| 50.1
Metropolitan
Residence
Metropolitan. . ..... 3,583 95.5(1,734| 96.4 1,848 | 94.5|3,170| 93.6 (1,536 | 93.2(1,634| 93.9|2,570| 92.5|1,184| 92.3 (1,387 | 928
In central
cities.......... 1,790| 47.7| 918| 51.1| 871| 44.6(1,678| 49.5| 833| 50.5| 845 48.6|1,319| 47.5| 601| 46.8| 719| 48.1
Outside central
cities.......... 1,793| 47.8| 816| 45.4| 977| 50.0(1,492| 440| 703 | 42.7| 789| 453|1,251| 45.0( 583| 454| 668| 447
Nonmetropolitan...| 170| 4.5 64| 36| 106| 54| 218| 64| 112| 68| 107 6.1| 207| 7.5 99| 7.7| 108 7.2
Citizenship Status
Naturalized
citizen........... 1,702 | 45.4( 794| 442| 908| 46.4|1,395| 41.2| 682| 414| 713| 41.0(|1,092| 39.3( 504| 39.3| 588| 39.4
Not a citizen ...... 1954 | 52.1| 966 | 53.7| 989| 50.6 (1,953 | 57.6| 947 | 57.5|1,006| 57.8|1,631| 58.7| 740| 57.7| 891| 59.6
Not reported .. ... 96| 2.6 38| 2.1 58| 3.0 40| 1.2 18| 1.1 22| 13 54| 1.9 39| 3.0 15 1.0
Duration of Stay
Under S years....... 728| 19.4| 366| 20.4| 362 185| 835 246 415| 252| 420] 24.1| 820| 29.5| 362 28.2| 458| 30.7
5to9years....... 1,064 | 28.4| 537| 29.9| 527| 27.0| 981| 29.0( 500| 30.3| 481| 276| 746 26.9| 336| 26.2| 410| 274
10to 14 years..... 750( 20.0| 341{ 19.0| 409( 209} 740| 21.8| 362| 22.0| 378| 21.7| 532 19.2| 256| 20.0| 276| 185
15 years and
over............. 1,042| 27.8( 488| 27.1| 554| 28.3| 734| 21.7| 326| 19.8| 407 | 234| 600| 21.6| 280| 21.8| 320 214
Not reported ... .. 168| 4.5 65| 3.6| 103| 53 98| 29 45| 27 53| 3.0 79| 28 48| 3.7 30 20

'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
2|ncludes separated women.
3Income in current dollars.

Source: April 1983, June 1986 and June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Table 8. Distribution of European-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Selected Characteristics:
April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|[Num-| Per-|Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent|{ ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Total ........... 3,203 (100.0[1,436( 99.0 1,752 (100.0 |3,505 [100.0 {1,473 |100.0 {2,032 |100.0 {3,956 {100.0 1,739 |100.0 {2,217 | 100.0
Race
White............. 3,168 | 98.9(1,423| 98.1|1,745| 99.6 3,478 | 99.2[1,459| 99.0 (2,020 | 99.4 3,940 | 99.6 (1,732 | 99.6 {2,208 | 99.6
Black............. 27| 08 20| 1.4 7] 04 10| 0.3 4( 03 6 03 12( 0.3 5( 03 8 0.4
Other............. 8( 03 8| 06 0o{ 0.0 17| 05 10| 0.7 6| 03 3| 0.1 2| 01 2 0.1
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic' ......... 67| 21 34| 24 33| 1.9 100| 29 59 4.0 41| 20 56| 1.4 30| 17 26 1.2
Not Hispanic...... 3,136 97.9|1,416( 97.6 (1,720 | 98.1|3,405| 97.1|1,414| 96.0 (1,991 98.0(3,900| 98.6 (1,708 | 98.2 (2,191 | 98.8
Marital Status
Currently married .. |2,012| 62.8(1,030( 71.7| 981]| 56.0|2,355| 67.2 (1,112 75.5|1,243| 61.2|2,626| 66.4 1,290 | 74.2|1,337| 60.3
Widowed or
divorced?........ 797 | 249 192| 13.3| 604| 345| 752 21.5| 135| 9.2| 617| 30.4| 876| 22.1| 199| 11.4| 677| 305
Single ............ 395| 12.3| 228| 15.7| 167 95| 398 11.4| 226| 15.3| 172| 85| 454| 11.5| 251 | 14.4| 204 9.2
Years of School
Completed
Not a high school
graduate.......... 977| 30.5| 435( 30.0| 542| 30.9|1,166| 33.3| 489| 33.2( 677 33.3|1,590| 40.2| 682 39.2| 908 41.0
High school, 4
years............ 1,131 35.3| 451) 31.1| 680 38.8(1,196| 34.1| 434 295| 762| 37.5|1,253| 31.7| 469| 27.0| 784| 354
College:
1to3years..... 483 | 15.1| 213| 147( 270| 154 | 502| 143 | 188 12.8( 313| 15.4| 512| 129| 214| 123| 297| 134
4 or more
years ......... 612 19.1| 352| 243| 260 148| 641 | 18.3| 362| 24.6| 279| 13.7| 603 152| 374| 21.5| 228| 10.3
Labor Force
Status
In labor force. ..... 1,646 51.4( 940| 64.8| 705| 40.2(1,796| 51.2| 977 | 66.3| 818( 40.3|1,926| 48.7(1,121| 645| 805| 36.3
Employed....... 1,597 | 49.9( 919| 63.4( 677 38.6(1,716| 48.9| 943| 640| 772| 38.0(1,769| 44.7(1,024| 58.9| 745| 33.6
Unemployed .... 49| 1.5 21 14 28| 1.6 80| 23 34| 23 46| 23| 157| 4.0 97| 5.6 60 2.7
Not in labor force.|1,558 | 48.6| 511| 35.2(1,047| 59.8 (1,710 | 48.8| 496 | 33.7{1,214| 59.7 |2,030| 51.3| 617 | 35.5|1,413| 63.7
Occupation
Managerial and
professional ... ... 433 | 27.2| 296 32.2| 137| 20.3| 430| 25.1| 270| 28.6| 159| 20.6| 458| 259| 324| 31.6| 134| 18.0
Technical, sales,
and administra-
tive support ...... 412| 258| 134 146| 278| 41.0| 437| 25.5| 134| 14.2| 304 39.4| 459| 259 185| 10.6| 274 124
Service occupa-
tions ............ 264| 16.5( 116 12.6| 148 21.9| 251 | 146 96| 10.2| 155| 20.1| 278| 15.7| 113| 65| 164 7.4
Precision produc-
tion, craft, and
repair............ 256 ( 16.1| 223| 24.3 33| 49| 268 156| 242| 25.7 26| 3.4| 283| 16.0| 252 14.5 31 1.4
Operators, fabri-
cators, and
laborers ......... 219 13.7]| 139| 15.2 80| 11.8| 290| 169| 165( 17.5| 125| 16.2| 272| 15.4| 134| 7.7( 138 6.2
Farming, forestry,
and fishing........ 12| 08 1 1.2 1| 0.1 40| 23 36| 3.8 3| 04 19| 1.1 16| 09 3 0.1
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Table 8. Distribution of European-Born Population 14 Years Old and Over, by Selected Characteristics:

April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num- | Per- [Num-| Per-|[Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-|Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-|Num- Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent{ ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Family Income®
Under $10,000 ....| 553| 17.3| 244| 16.8| 309 17.7| 696 | 19.9| 289| 19.6| 407 | 20.0| 932| 23.6| 306| 17.6| 625| 28.2
$10,000 to
$14999 ......... 330( 10.3| 143| 9.8 187| 10.7| 386| 11.0| 140| 95| 245| 12.1| 535| 13.5| 256 14.7| 279| 126
$15,000 to
$24999 ......... 757| 23.6| 340 23.5| 416 23.8| 729| 20.8| 302| 20.5| 427] 21.0| 712| 18.0| 322| 185 389 175
$25,000 to
$34999 ......... 446 | 13.9| 197 | 13.6( 249| 14.2| 511| 146| 223| 151 | 288 142| 665| 16.8| 345( 19.8| 320| 144
$35,000 and over..| 884 27.6| 440| 30.3| 444 25.3(1,063| 30.3| 469| 31.8| 593| 29.2| 854 | 216| 398| 229| 456| 206
Income not
reported ......... 233| 7.3 87| 6.0 147 84| 121| 35 50| 3.4 71| 35| 259| 6.5| 111| 6.4 148 6.7
Poverty Area
Residence
In poverty area....| 194| 6.0 84| 58| 108| 6.2| 141 40 64| 43 77| 38| 216| 5.5 79| 45| 137 6.2
Not in proverty
area............. 3,011 94.0|1,366| 94.2 (1,644 | 93.8(3,364| 96.0(1,409| 95.7 |1,955| 96.2|3,740| 94.5(1,660| 95.5|2,080| 93.8
Region of
Residence
Northeast......... 1,380 43.1| 678| 46.7| 702| 40.1(1,564| 446| 690| 46.8| 874 43.0|1,791| 453 811| 466 980 44.2
Midwest .......... 565| 17.6| 238| 16.4| 327 18.7| 624 | 17.8| 259| 17.6| 365| 18.0| 758| 19.2| 336 19.3| 423| 19.1
South ............ 579 18.1| 237| 16.3| 342 19.5| 569| 16.2| 203| 13.8| 367| 18.1| 585| 148 237| 13.6| 348 157
West............. 680 21.2| 298| 20.6| 381| 21.8| 748| 21.3| 321| 21.8| 426| 21.0] 822| 20.8| 356| 20.5| 466| 21.0
Metropolitan
Residence
Metropolitan. ....... 2,927 | 91.4(1,348| 93.0(1,579| 90.1 (3,261 | 93.0(1,389 | 94.3 (1,872 | 92.1|3,405( 86.1 1,517 | 87.2|1,888| 85.2
In central cities..[1,234| 38.5| 558| 38.5| 676| 38.6|1,426| 40.7| 619 42.0| 807| 39.7|1,518| 38.4| 656 37.7| 862 389
Outside central
cities.......... 1693 | 52.9| 790| 54.5| 903| 51.5|1,835| 52.3| 770 52.3|1,065( 52.4|1,887 | 47.7| 861 49.5|1,026 | 46.3
Nonmetropolitan...| 276| 86| 102| 7.0| 173| 99| 245| 7.0 84| 57| 160| 79| 552 140| 222| 12.8| 329| 148
Citizenship Status
Naturalized
citizen........... 2,128 | 66.4| 928| 64.0(1,200| 68.5(2,282| 65.1 953 | 64.7|1,329| 65.4|2,814| 71.1(1,248| 71.8|1,566| 70.6
Not a citizen ...... 1,004 31.4( 490| 33.8| 515| 29.4|1,111| 31.7| 490 33.3| 621 30.61,067| 27.0| 465| 26.7| 603 | 27.2
Not reported ....... 71| 2.2 33| 23 38| 21| 113| 3.2 30| 20 82| 4.0 75| 1.9 26| 15 49 2.2
Duration of Stay
Under 5 years..... 287| 9.0| 151] 10.4| 136| 7.8| 261 75| 123| 8.4| 139| 68| 288| 73| 132| 76| 156 7.0
5to9years....... 205 6.4) 125 8.6 80| 46| 274| 7.8{ 123| 84| 152 75| 205| 5.2 106| 6.1| 100 45
10to 14 years. .. .. 150 4.7 71| 4.9 78| 45| 209| 59| 106| 7.2f 103 51| 307| 7.8| 155| 89| 151 6.8
15 years and
over............. 2,316( 72.3| 970| 66.9(1,346| 76.8 (2,501 | 71.4(1,013| 68.8 1,489 | 73.3|2,931| 74.1(1,251| 71.9|1,679| 757
Not reported ....... 246| 7.7| 134| 92| 112| 6.4| 260| ERR| 109| 7.4| 150 7.4 226| 5.7 94| 54| 131 5.9

'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
2Includes separated women.
3Income in current dollars.

Source: April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Table 9. Distribution of Latin American-Born Population 14 Years and Over, by Selected Characteristics:

April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-{Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Total ........... 6,462 1100.0 {3,197 {100.0 {3,265 |100.0 5,709 {100.0 {2,913 [100.0 | 2,796 {100.0 |4,138 |{100.0 (1,963 |100.0 {2,175 | 100.0
Race
White............. 5,572 | 86.212,789| 87.2|2,783| 85.2|4,870| 85.3|2,523 | 86.6 (2,346 | 83.9 /3,639 87.9|1,713| 87.3(1,927| 88.6
Black............. 849 13.1| 393| 12.3| 456| 14.0| 689 12.1| 311| 10.7| 378 13.5| 453| 10.9| 227| 11.6| 226 104
Other............. 41| 0.6 151 0.5 26| 08| 150 2.6 79| 27 71| 25 46 11 23| 1.2 23 11
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic' ......... 5,546 | 85.8|2,797| 87.5|2,749( 84.2|4,997 | 87.5|2,588 | 88.8 {2,409 | 86.2 {3,576 | 86.4|1,686| 85.9(1,890| 86.9
Not Hispanic . ..... 916 14.2| 400( 125| 516| 158 713| 125| 325| 11.2| 387| 13.8| 562 13.6| 277 | 14.1| 285| 13.1
Marital Status
Currently married . . (3,666 | 56.7 11,951 61.0(1,716] 52.6 (3,443 | 60.3 (1,883 | 64.6 |1,560 | 55.8 2,729 | 65.91,329| 67.7 (1,400 | 64.4
Widowed or
divorced? ........ 931| 144 228 7.1| 702| 215| 746| 13.1| 183| 6.3 563| 20.1| 377| 9.1 88| 45| 289 133
Single............ 1,865| 28.9(1,018| 31.8| 847] 25.9{1,520| 26.6| 848| 29.1| 673 | 24.1|1,033| 25.0| 545| 27.8( 487 22.4
Years of School
Completed
Not a high school
graduate......... 3,802 58.81,940| 60.7 1,861 57.0|3,311| 58.0/1,738| 59.7 (1,573 | 56.3 2,486 60.1 1,151 | 58.6 [1,335| 61.4
High school, 4
years............ 1,528 | 23.6| 702| 22.0| 826| 25.3(1,334| 23.4( 625| 21.5| 708 25.3| 945| 22.8| 433| 22.1| 513] 236
College:
1to3years..... 702| 10.9| 313| 9.8| 390| 11.9| 622| 109| 302| 10.4| 320| 11.4| 384| 93| 204| 10.4| 180 8.3
4 or more
years.......... 430 6.7| 241| 75| 149 46| 443 78| 249| 85| 194| 69| 323 78| 175| 89| 148 6.8
Labor Force
Status
In labor force. .. ... 4,392 | 68.0{2,699| 84.4/1,693| 51.9(3,836| 67.2|2,424| 83.2|1,411| 50.5|2,652| 64.1|1,619| 82.5|1,032| 47.4
Employed....... 4,099| 63.4(2,525| 79.0/1,574| 48.2|3,478 | 60.9 (2,207 | 75.81,270| 45.4|2,234| 54.0|1,381] 70.4| 853| 39.2
Unemployed ....| 293 4.5| 174| 54| 119| 36| 358| 63| 217| 74| 141| 50| 418| 10.1| 238]| 12.1| 179 8.2
Not in labor force..|2,070( 32.0 16| 05 48| 1.5(1,874| 32.8| 489| 16.8|1,385| 49.5(1,486| 359 | 343| 17.5(1,143| 52.6
Occupation
Managerial and
professional...... 415| 10.1| 267| 10.6| 148| 94| 333| 96( 214 97| 119| 9.4 239| 10.7| 150| 10.9 89| 104
Technical, sales,
and administra-
tive support ....... 731| 17.8( 299 11.8| 433| 27.5| 631| 18.1] 252]| 11.4| 379| 298| 436| 19.5| 158 11.4| 278, 32.6
Service occupa-
tions ............ 851| 208| 366| 145 486| 30.9| 693| 199! 341| 155( 352| 27.7| 419| 18.8( 203| 14.7| 216| 253
Precision produc-
tion, craft, and
repair. ........... 602 | 14.7| 540| 21.4 62| 39| 556| 16.0| 511| 23.2 45| 35| 324| 145| 260| 18.8 64 7.5
Operators, fabri-
cators, and
laborers ......... 1,174| 28.6| 781| 30.9| 393| 25.0| 991 28.5| 653 | 29.6| 338| 26.6| 599 | 26.8| 414| 30.0( 184| 21.6
Farming, forestry,
and fishing....... 356| 8.7| 274 10.9 52| 3.3| 274| 79| 236| 10.7 38| 3.0 217| 97| 196]| 14.2 22 2.6
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Table 9. Distribution of Latin American-Born Population 14 Years and Over, by Seiected Characteristics:

April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Characteristic Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female
Num-| Per- |Num-| Per-[Num-| Per-|Num-| Per-|Num-| Per- [Num-| Per- |[Num-| Per-|Num-| Per- ([Num-| Per-
ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent| ber| cent
Family Income®
Under $10,000 ....[1,557 | 24.1| 691| 21.6| 866| 26.5|1,817| 31.8| 897 | 30.8| 920 32.9(1,274| 30.8| 596| 30.4| 678 | 31.2
$10,000 to
$14999 ......... 1,154 17.9| 607 | 19.0| 548 16.8| 985| 17.3| 500| 17.2| 485 17.3| 957 | 23.1| 445| 22.7| 513| 236
$15,000 to
$24,999 ......... 1,868 | 28.9( 906| 28.3| 963| 29.5(1,208| 21.2| 621 21.3| 587 21.0| 875| 21.1| 426| 21.7| 448 20.6
$25,000 to
$34,999 ......... 770( 11.9| 413 129| 357 109| 735{ 129| 377| 12.9| 359| 12.8| 546| 13.2| 274 140| 272 125
$35,000 and over..|1,112| 17.2| 392 12.3| 349| 10.7| 834| 146 450 15.4| 384) 13.7| 331| 80| 149 76| 182 8.4
Income not
reported ......... 370| 57| 189 59| 182| 56| 130| 23 69| 24 61| 22| 156| 3.8 73| 3.7 83 38
Poverty Area
Residence
In poverty area ....[2,394 | 37.0(1,160| 36.3|1,234 | 37.8|1,569| 27.5| 793| 27.2| 776| 27.8| 779| 18.8| 392| 20.0| 387| 178
Not in proverty
area............. 4,067 | 62.9 (2,036 | 63.7 2,031 | 62.24,141] 725(2,121| 72.8(2,020| 72.2|3,359| 81.2|1,571( 80.0|1,788| 822
Region of
Residence
Northeast. ........ 1,387| 21.5| 634| 19.8| 753| 23.1(1,245| 21.8| 562| 19.3| 682| 24.4| 882| 21.3| 383| 19.5| 499 229
Midwest .......... 366| 57| 186 58| 180| 55| 319 56| 170| 58| 149| 53| 249( 6.0 139( 7.1| 110 5.1
South ............ 1,929 29.9( 944 | 29.5| 985| 30.2|1,852| 32.4| 954| 32.7| 898| 32.1|1,347| 326 635| 32.3| 713| 328
West............. 2,780 | 43.0|1,433| 44.8|1,347| 41.3|2,294 | 40.2|1,227| 42.1 (1,067 | 38.2(1,659| 40.1| 806 41.1| 854| 39.3
Metropolitan
Residence
Metropolitan......... 6,167 | 95.4 1,994 | 62.4 (3,147 | 96.4|5,411| 94.8|2,749| 94.4 (2,662 | 95.2(3,758| 90.8 1,784 | 90.9 (1,974 | 90.8
In central cities .. |3,819| 59.1 (1,880 58.8 1,939 | 59.4 (3,341 58.5|1,706 | 58.6 |1,635| 58.5|2,180( 52.7 {1,011 51.5(1,169| 53.7
Outside central
cities.......... 2,348 36.3| 114| 3.6(1,208( 37.0|2,070( 36.3|1,043| 35.8|1,027 | 36.7 (1,578 38.1| 773| 39.4( 805| 37.0
Nonmetropolitan...| 295| 46| 177| 55| 118 3.6| 298| 52| 164| 56| 134 48| 380 9.2| 179| 9.1 202 9.3
Citizenship Status
Naturalized
citizen........... 2,029 31.4|1,024| 32.0|1,005| 30.8(1,697 | 29.7| 868| 29.8| 829| 29.6(1,240| 30.0| 589| 30.0| 651| 29.9
Not a citizen .. .... 4,278 66.2|2,095| 65.5(2,183| 66.9 (3,859 | 67.6|1,978| 67.9(1,881| 67.3 (2,828 | 68.3|1,338| 68.2{1,490| 68.5
Not reported ...... 155 24 78| 24 77 24| 153| 2.7 67| 23 86| 3.1 70| 1.7 36| 1.8 34 1.6
Duration of Stay
Under 5 years. .... 930 14.4| 493 | 15.4( 438| 13.4| 891| 156| 504 | 17.3| 388| 13.9| 823| 19.9| 408 20.8| 416 19.1
5to9vyears....... 1,545| 23.9| 780 24.4| 765| 23.4|1,369| 24.0| 711| 24.4| 658| 23.5| 756| 18.3| 375| 19.1| 381 175
10 to 14 years..... 963 | 149| 498| 156| 465| 14.2(1,069( 18.7| 570| 19.6| 499 17.8( 857 | 20.7| 420 21.4| 438| 20.1
15 years and
over............. 2,572 39.8(1,170| 36.6 {1,402 42.9(2,050| 35.9| 979| 33.6(1,072| 38.3(1,530| 37.0| 666| 33.9| 863| 39.7
Not reported ... .. 451 7.0| 256 8.0 195| 6.0 330 58| 151 52| 179| 11.8| 172| 4.2 94| 48 78 3.6

'Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
2includes separated women.
3Income in current dollars.

Source: April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988 Current Population Survey.
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Table 10. Fertllity of Foreign-Born Women 18 to 44 Years Oid, by Age and Place of Birth: April 1983,
June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Women who Women who Women who
have had a have had a have had a
child in the child in the child in the Chil-
Characteristic last year Chil- last year Chil- last year dren
dren dren ever
Per- ever Per- Births | ever Per- Births born
Num-| cent Births| born| Num-| cent per| born| Num-| cent per per
ber of | child-| Num- per per| ber of | child-| Num-; 1,000 per | ber of | child-| Num-| 1,000 1,000
women less ber| 1,000| 1,000 women less ber jwomen | 1,000 women less ber women | women
Age
Total........... 4,062 32.9 390( 96.0| 1,567 3,831 310 379| 98.9( 1,588 3,266| 33.1 271| 829 1,570
18 to 29 years old.| 1,688 | 56.1 193] 1143 831 1,651 52.0 227| 137.4 853 1,391 54.9 168 | 120.7 806
18 to 24 years oid. 860 | 70.1 64| 74.4 464 800| 68.9 112] 140.0 481 728 71.0 76| 104.3 438
25t0 29 years .. .. 828| 415 129 | 155.8( 1,212 852| 36.2 115] 134.9| 1,202 663| 37.2 921 138.7| 1,212
30to 44 yearsold.| 2,374| 16.4 197 83.0| 2,091 2,179| 151 152| 69.7| 2,146| 1,875 16.9 104| 554| 2,136
30 to 34 years old. 812| 216 121| 149.0| 1,786 758 21.2 82| 108.1| 1,804 640 20.6 56| 875 1,846
35 to 39 years old. 835( 15.4 56| 67.1| 2,149 775( 12.0 56| 722 2,304 699 | 17.8 42| 600| 2,105
40 to 44 years old. 727 116 20| 27.5]| 2,365 646 11.5 14| 21.6| 2,357 537 11.4 6] 11.1| 2525
Place of Birth
Total'.......... 4,062| 32.9 390( 96.0| 1,567 3,831| 31.0 379 98.9( 1,588 3,266| 33.1 271| 829 1,570
Asia ............. 1,223| 39.5 112 91.6| 1,315| 1,087| 34.6 114]| 104.8| 1,388 981 39.9 77| 78.4] 1,253
Latin America'....| 1,988| 288 201( 101.1| 1,787 | 1,746 28.0 200| 1145 1,795| 1,305 29.6 130| 99.6| 1,861
Mexico........... 972 23.6 116 | 119.3| 2,051 817 19.6 116 141.9| 2,327 634 | 25.2 74| 116.7| 2,225
Remainder of Latin
America......... 1,016 33.8 85| 83.7] 1,533 929| 35.4 84| 90.4( 1,326 671| 38.8 56| 834 1,517
Europe?.......... 480| 29.4 38| 79.2( 1,493 664 | 28.8 36| 54.2] 1,532 659| 29.9 40| 606 1,533

‘Includes all other countries and regions not shown separately.
2Excludes the Soviet Union.
Source: June 1988, June 1986, and April 1983 Current Population Surveys.
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Table 11. Senlliw 8°8f Foreign-Born Women 18 to 44 Years Old, by Piace of Birth: April 1983, June 1986, and
une 19

(Numbers in thousands. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

Place of birth

Women who have had a child
in the last year June 1988

Women who have had a child
in the last year June 1986

Women who have had a child
in the last year April 1983

ber of | child-| Num-| 1,000 1,
women | less ber women women

Chil-

dren

ever

Per- Births | born

Num-| cent per per

000

Chil-

dren

ever

Per- Births | born

Num-| cent per per

ber of | child-| Num-| 1,000 1,000
women | less ber women women

Chil-

dren

ever

Per- Birhts born

Num- | cent per per

ber of | child-| Num-| 1,000| 1,000
women | less ber women | women

Native-born women .
Foreign-born
women...........

Korea .............
Philippines .........
Vietham ...........

Northern America? ...
Canada............

Other foreign country®

4,062| 329| 390 96.0( 1,
60 (B) 10 (8)

228| 525 15| 65.8

48,064 | 38.4) 3,232| 67.2] 1,

1,223| 395 112| 916( 1,

120| 327 19| 15831 1,
163| 23.1 19 124.2| 1,
285| 43.0 31| 108.8| 1,
127| 36.0 6| 47.2( 1,

1,988| 28.8| 201 101.1] 1,
145| 35.8 12| 828] 1,
972 236 116| 119.3( 2,

124| 38.2 12| 96.8] 1,
123| 37.8 12| 975] 1,

480( 29.4 38| 79.2( 1,
187 422 18| 118.4| 1,

340

567
8)

315
900
300
546
321
645

787
301
051

234
242

493
262

54 (B8) 9 (B)

117| 39.8 8 (B)

46,425| 37.8| 3,138| 67.5| 1,343

3,831| 31.0| 379 989( 1,555

)

1,087| 346 114] 1049 1,388
209| 418 15 71.7] 1,084
125| 26.7 17 136.0| 1,920
156| 31.8 27| 174.2] 1,230
185 41.0 10| 54.1| 1,192
129| 316 15| 116.2| 1,448

1,746 28.0| 200| 114.5| 1,796
155| 354 14] 90.3| 1,149
817 19.6| 116 142.0| 2,327

117| 39.8 8 (B)| 1,202

®)

664| 28.8 36| 54.2| 1,632
162| 404 11| 79.7| 1,265

'49,486 | '37.7('3,625| '73.2| '1,415

3,266 33.1| 271| 829 1,588
32 (B) 3 (8) (8)

981 39.9 77| 785| 1,283
188| 48.6 15 79.8( 1,044
104| 34.7 7|1 67.3| 1,345
132| 300 6| 455 1,230
251 445 25| 99.6| 1,026

79| 38.2 5| 63.3| 1,545

1,305| 29.6| 130 99.6| 1,861
166| 449 7| 422] 1,225
634| 252 74| 116.7| 2,225

154 385 7| 455] 1,382
154| 38.5 7| 455) 1,382

659| 299 40| 60.7( 1,533
166| 24.1 13| 126.2| 1,482

B Base too small to show derived measure.
'Data refers to all women from the June 1983 Current Population Survey.
2Includes those countries not shown separately.
3Includes those countries not shown separately and respondents who were ascertained as being foreign born, but did not specify country of

birth.

Source: June 1988, June 1986 and April 1983 Current Population Survey.
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Table 12. Women Who Have Had a Child in the Last Year and Children Ever Born per 1,000 Women, by

Age and Place of Birth: April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Women who Women who Women who
have had a have had a have had a
child in the Chil- child in the Chil- child in the Chil-
Characteristic last year dren last year dren last year dren
ever ever ever
Per- born Per- Births | born Per- Births born
Num-| cent Births per| Num-| cent per per| Num-| cent per per
ber of | child-| Num- per| 1,000 | ber of [ child-[ Num-| 1,000| 1,000 | ber of | child-| Num-| 1,000 1,000
women less ber| 1,000 women women less ber women women women less ber women | women
Native Born
Total........... 48,066 | 38.4| 3,232| 67.2| 1,321|46,425| 37.8| 3,138 67.5| 1,343| (NA)| (NA)[ (NA)| (NA) (NA)
18 to 29 years old ... [22,064| 60.1| 2,157| 97.8 703 (22,335 58.3( 2,159| 96.6 720| (NA)[ (NA)| (NA)| (NA) (NA)
18 to 24 years old . |[12,160| 74.6| 1,064| 875 393 (12,499 71.9| 1,077| 86.2 425| (NA)| (NA)| (NA)| (NA) (NA)
25t0 29 yearsold.| 9,904 | 423| 1,092| 110.3| 1,084| 9836| 41.0| 1,082 110.0| 1,095| (NA)| (NA)| (NA)[ (NA) (NA)
30 to 44 years old ... |26,001] 19.9| 1,075| 41.3]| 1,846(24,089| 18.7 979 40.6( 1,921 (NA)| (NA)| (NA)| (NA) (NA)
30to 34 yearsold.| 9,940| 252 756 76.1| 1,569 9,337 23.9 718 76.8| 1,638 (NA)| (NA)| (NA)| (NA) (NA)
35 to 39 years old . | 8,691 18.0 265 30.5( 1,928 8377 17.1 209| 24.9| 1,948 (NA)| (NA)| (NA)[ (NA) (NA)
40 to 44 years old.| 7,371 15.1 54 73| 2,123 6,375 133 52 8.1] 2,300 (NA)| (NA)| (NA)| (NA) (NA)
Foreign Born
Total........... 4,062| 329 390 96.0( 1,567| 3,831| 31.0 379 989 1,588| 3,266| 33.1 271 829 1,570
1€to29yearsold...| 1,688 56.1 193] 1143 831| 1,651 52.0 227| 137.4 853| 1,391| 549 168 | 120.7 806
18 to 24 years old . 860( 70.1 64| 744 464 800( 68.9 112| 140.0 481 728 71.0 76| 104.3 438
25 to 29 years old . 828( 415 129| 155.8( 1,212 852 36.2 115| 134.9]| 1,202 663| 37.2 92, 138.7| 1,212
30to 44 yearsold...| 2,374 164 197| 83.0] 2,091| 2,179| 151 152| 69.7] 2,146| 1,875| 16.9 104| 554| 2,136
30 to 34 years old . 812 21.6 121| 149.0| 1,786 758 21.2 82| 108.1| 1,804 640( 20.6 56| 87.5| 1,846
35 to 39 years old . 835| 15.4 56| 67.1] 2,149 775 120 56| 72.2]| 2,304 699| 17.8 42| 60.0| 2,105
40 to 44 years old . 7271 116 20| 27.5| 2,365 646 11.5 14| 21.6| 2,357 537 114 6 11.1] 2,525

NA Not applicable.

Note: In 1988, approximately 0.5 million women did not report on their place of birth; these women are omitted from the table.
Source: June 1988, June 1986, and April 1983 Current Population Surveys.
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Table 13. Lifetime Births Expected per 1,000 Women, by Age and Piace of Birth: June 1986 and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands)

June 1988 June 1986
Ch teristi Women Women
aracteristic reporting on | Lifetime births Percent reporting | Lifetime births Percent
birth expecta- per 1,000 | expecting no on birth per 1,000 expecting no
tions women | lifetime births | expectations women | lifetime births
Native Born
18to34yearsold........................ 23,408 2,085 10.2 24,220 2,085 9.6
18to24yearsold.............c.ooviviin.. 7,928 2,036 10.2 8,644 2,085 9.2
25to29yearsold............ ...l 7,731 2,099 9.6 7.828 2,095 8.8
30to34yearsold.............coiiiiiiit, 7,749 2,040 11.0 7,747 2,075 10.7
Foreign Born
18to34yearsold.................ooett 1,708 2,263 8.0 1,726 2,288 6.1
18to24yearsold.......................... 526 2,172 10.1 510 2,122 6.3
25t0o29yearsold. ...t 590 2,314 7.2 624 2,373 6.6
30 to 34 years old 591 2,292 7.0 592 2,341 5.5

Source: June 1988 and June 1986 Current Population Surveys.




Table 14. Fertility of Foreign-Bom Women 18 to 44 Years Old, by Selected Characteristics: April 1983, June
1986, and June 1988

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Women who Women who Women who have
have had a child have had a child had a child in the
Characteristic in the last year in the last year last year
Births
Number | Percent Births | Number | Percent Births | Number | Percent per
of| child- per of | child- per of| child- 1,000
women less | Number | 1,000 | women less | Number| 1,000 | women less | Number | women
Total........ocoovvennnn 4,062 32.9 390 96.0| 3,831 31.0 379 98.9| 3,266 33.1 271 82.9
Age
18to 29 yearsold ........ 1,688 56.1 193| 114.3| 1,652 52.1 227 137.4| 1,391 54.9 168 120.8
18 to 24 years old. . ..... 860 70.1 64 74.4 800 68.9 112| 140.0 728 71.0 76 104.4
25 to 29 years old. ..... 828 41.5 129| 155.8 852 36.2 1156| 1349 663 37.2 92 138.8
30to 34 yearsold ........ 2,374 16.4 197 83.0| 2,179 156.1 162 69.7| 1,876 16.9 104 55.4
30 to 34 years old. ...... 812 21.6 121| 149.0 768 21.2 82| 108.1 640 20.6 56 87.5
35 to 39 years oid....... 835 15.4 56 67.1 775 12.0 56 72.2 699 17.8 42 60.1
40 to 44 years old. ... . .. 727 11.6 20 27.5 646 115 14 21.6 637 1.4 6 11.2
Race
White...........ccevnnnn. 2,598 29.4 255 98.2| 2,471 28.3 249| 100.8| 2,186 31.5 174 79.6
Black .......coonieiiinnnn 345 38.9 32 92.8 310 39.6 21 67.7 190 23.5 25 131.6
Other..........cocvvvnnnn 1,120 39.1 104 92.9| 1,060 34.9 109| 103.8 889 38.9 73 82.1
Hispanic Origin
Hispanic' .............. 1,735 28.1 180| 103.7| 1,576 26.8 187| 118.7| 1,173 29.1 113 96.3
Not Hispanic ........... 2,327 36.4 210 90.2| 2,255 33.9 192 85.1| 2,093 35.3 159 76.0
Marital Status
Currently married ......... 2,561 16.1 312 121.8| 2,645 17.7 326| 122.8| 2,365 16.7 239 101.1
Married, husband
............... 2,458 15.9 306| 124.5| 2,671 17.5 319| 124.1| 2,160 16.3 220 102.3
Married, husband
absent ............... 103 22.6 6 58.3 74 23.0 6 81.1 215 21.0 19 88.4
Widowed or divorced?. ... . 447 16.8 32 71.6 353 13.1 17 48.2 168 17.6 7 41.7
Single ........cciiihiunnn 1,055 80.3 47 445 833 80.9 37 44.4 734 89.2 26 35.4
Years of School
Completed
Not a high school
graduate ............... 1,274 21.9 149| 117.0| 1,175 18.6 169| 135.3| 1,064 21.9 116 61.8
High school, 4 years....... 1,165 28.6 99 85.0| 1,177 29.2 81 68.8 965 32.8 76 78.8
College:
1to3vyears............ 815 48.9 64 78.5 695 444 62 89.2 572 47.4 29 60.7
4 ormore years ........ 808 40.1 78 96.5 784 40.3 78 99.5 666 38.9 61 76.6
Labor Force Status
in labor force ............. 2,556 38.8 152 59.5| 2,286 36.4 149 65.2] 1,892 38.7 117 62.6
Employed.............. 2,412 38.9 133 66.1| 2,085 35.6 132 63.3| 1,645 40.0 83 60.6
Unemployed ........... 144 38.0 19| 1319 201 43.9 17 84.6 247 30.1 34 137.7
Not in labor force ......... 1,607 22.7 239| 158.6| 1,545 23.1 229| 148.2| 1,374 25.3 154 1121




Table 14. Fertility of Foreign-Bomm Women 18 to 44 Years Oid, by Selected Characteristics: April 1983, June
1986, and June 1988—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Civilian noninstitutional population. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding)

June 1988 June 1986 April 1983
Women who Women who Women who have
have had a child have had a child had a child in the
Characteristic in the last year in the last year last year
Births
Number | Percent Births | Number | Percent Births | Number | Percent per
of child- per of child- per of child- 1,000
women less | Number | 1,000 | women less | Number | 1,000 | women less | Number | women
Occupation
Manageriai and
professional ............. 433 42.8 19 43.9 375 42.2 16 42.7 342 47.4 156 43.9
Technical, sales, and
administrative support. ... 897 46.9 53 59.1 791 42.3 46 58.2 625 47.3 31 49.6
Service occupations........ 540 34.6 28 51.9 408 28.5 27 66.2 312 35.0 15 48.1
Precision production, craft,
andrepair............... 84 22.9 2 23.8 85 30.9 6 70.6 86 35.5 4 46.5
Operators, fabricators,
and laborers............. 410 27.9 31 75.6 391 24.7 32 81.8 260 22.5 16 61.56
Farming, forestry, and
fishing.........ooouve e 49 25.5 (] 0.0 36 32.8 6| 166.7 21 (8) 2 (B)
Family income
Under $10,000........... 701 30.9 97| 1384 838 29.8 128 152.7 699 33.6 85 121.6
$10,000 to $14,999...... 512 26.7 28 54.7 510 25.1 51| 100.0 583 34.0 62 106.3
$15,000 to $24,999...... 1,141 35.4 118| 103.4 794 32.8 75 94.5 749 29.8 67 76.1
$25,000 to $34,999...... 613 32.9 56 91.4 613 32.1 41 66.9 512 38.1 21 41.0
$35,000 and over......... 853 35.3 76 89.1 999 32.7 79 79.1 599 32.6 41 68.4
Income not reported....... 243 30.8 15 61.7 77 345 5 64.9 124 26.4 6 40.3
Poverty Area Residence
Inpovertyarea ........... 1,041 30.6 103 98.9 636 25.7 74| 116.4 349 30.6 36 103.2
Not in proverty area........ 3,022 33.6 287 95.0{ 3,195 32.1 305 95.5| 2,917 33.4 235 80.6
Region of Residence
Northeast ................ 986 33.7 98 99.4] 1,049 33.7 71 67.7 894 29.9 75 83.9
Midwest ................. 431 30.9 21 48.7 412 31.3 38 92.2 360 32.2 32 88.9
South.................... 967 324 74 76.5 901 29.8 103| 1143 736 33.3 60 81.56
West........ooevnnnnnnn 1,679 33.1 197| 117.3| 1,468 29.7 167| 113.8| 1,276 35.4 105 82.3
Metropolitan Residence
Metropolitan.............. 3,869 33.0 377 97.4| 3,604 31.7 351 97.4| 2,905 33.8 244 84.0
In central cities......... 2,092 33.8 196 93.7| 1,984 33.3 184 92.7| 1,569 34.6 144 91.8
Outside central cities....| 1,777 32.1 181| 101.9| 1,620 29.8 167| 103.1| 1,336 32.9 100 74.9
Nonmetropolitan .......... 193 30.4 13 67.4 227 19.0 29| 127.8 362 27.2 27 74.6
Cltizenship Status
Naturalized citizen. ........ 1,425 31.7 122 85.6| 1,327 27.7 113 85.2| 1,127 26.3 69 61.2
Notacitizen.............. 2,646 33.9 263| 103.3]| 2,391 32.8 257| 107.5| 2,094 36.8 190 90.7
Not reported. ............. 91 21.3 5 54.9 112 31.0 9 80.4 45 (B) 13 (B)
Duration of Stay
Under5years ............ 731 45.9 86| 117.6 760 48.3 110| 144.7 829 47.2 93 112.2
6to9years.............. 1,116 32.1 121| 108.4| 1,037 28.9 107| 103.2 713 30.0 63 88.4
10to 14 years............ 686 37.0 73| 106.4 717 27.7 78| 108.8 674 28.2 56 83.1
15 years and over......... 1,312 24.6 89 67.8| 1,103 224 62 56.2 971 26.8 48 47.4
Notreported.............. 218 30.0 21 96.3 213 35.2 21 98.6 80 30.1 14 (B)

B Base too small to show derived measure.
1Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
?Includes separated women.
Source: June 1988, June 1986 and April 1983 Current Population Survey.
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Table 15. Regression Coefficients for the Effects of Selected Demographic Variables on the Cumulative
Fertility of Foreign-Born Women: April 1983

18 to 44 years 18 to 24 years 25 to 34 years 35 to 44 years

Characteristic Standard Standard Standard Standard

Coefficient error | Coefficient error | Coefficient error | Coefficient error
Cumulative Fertility
MexiCo.........ooviiiiininnn, *0.479 0.095 -0.029 0.108 *0.324 0.136 *1.026 0.205
Remainder of Latin America ......... 0.093 0.085 -0.031 0.096 0.145 0.132 0.111 0.165
ASIA. .. e 0.024 0.081 -0.065 0.094 0.132 0.120 -0.002 0.162
Residence: <5years............... *-0.191 0.095 -0.039 0.105 *-0.526 0.138 -0.058 0.203
Residence: 5to9years............. 0.013 0.090 0.063 0.105 -0.160 0.133 0.082 0.192
Residence: 10to 14 years........... 0.054 0.085 -0.045 0.106 0.111 0.134 -0.070 0.159
Naturalized citizen.................. *0.108 0.071 0.026 0.089 0.123 0.106 0.155 0.140
Age. ... *0.084 0.089 - - - - - -
Evermarried....................... *0.831 0.072 *0.698 0.072 *0.955 0.108 *1.089 0.174
Education ......................... *-0.097 0.009 *-0.058 0.012 *-0.108 0.121 *-0.103 0.017
Laborforce........................ *-0.175 0.061 *-0.179 0.071 *.0.371 0.091 0.013 0.123
Intercept ..., *.0.548 0.199 *0.928 0.095 *2.221 0.227 *2.318 0.304
Number of cases (unweighted). .. .... 1,980 - 433 - 799 - 746 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.402 - 0.344 - 0.328 - 0.190 -
Cumulative Fertility
(Children born outside the United

States)

MexicCo.........ovvveviiiiiinnnnn.. 0.106 0.079 -0.068 0.062 0.079 0.101 0.220 0.180
Remainder of Latin America ......... 0.087 0.070 -0.046 0.055 0.056 0.098 0.132 0.145
ASIA. ..ttt -0.009 0.067 -0.004 0.054 0.024 0.088 0.003 0.141
Residence: < Syears .............. *0.767 0.078 *0.174 0.061 *0.451 0.102 *1.384 0.178
Residence: 5to9years............. *0.656 0.075 0.003 0.061 *0.350 0.099 *1.282 0.169
Residence: 10 to 14 years........... *0.348 0.070 0.009 0.061 0.129 0.099 *0.497 0.139
Naturalized citizen.................. -0.021 0.060 0.040 0.051 -0.019 0.079 0.093 0.122
AGe. ... *0.061 0.004 - - - - - -
Evermarried....................... *0.039 0.060 *0.174 0.041 *0.190 0.081 *0.315 0.153
Education ......................... *-0.059 0.007 *-0.021 0.006 *-0.055 0.009 *-0.087 0.015
Laborforce..............cccvnn... 0.042 0.051 0.033 0.040 *.0.085 0.067 *0.186 0.108
Intercept ..., *-1.192 0.165 0.199 0.107 *0.658 0.168 *0.932 0.267
Number of cases (unweighted). . ..... 1,980 - 433 - 799 - 746 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.226 - 0.127 - 0.129 - 0.205 -
Cumulative Fertility
(Children born in the United States)
MexXiCOo.....oovvieiiiinnniennnnn *0.372 0.082 0.039 0.100 *0.246 0.118 *0.806 0.165
Remainder of Latin Amenca ......... 0.005 0.072 0.015 0.088 0.089 0.114 -0.021 0.133
ASIA. ..t 0.034 0.036 -0.060 0.086 0.108 0.103 -0.005 0.129
Residence: < S5years .............. *-0.958 0.081 *-0.213 0.066 *.0.977 0.119 *-1.442 0.163
Residence: 5to9years............. *-0.642 0.078 0.060 0.097 *-0.510 0.115 *-1.199 0.154
Residence: 10 to 14 years........... *-0.294 0.073 -0.054 0.098 -0.018 0.115 *-0.566 0.136
Naturalized citizen.................. *0.129 0.062 -0.014 0.082 *0.142 0.091 0.062 0.112
AGB. ...t *0.022 0.004 - - - - - -
Evermarried..............cccuuvenn *0.792 0.062 *0.524 0.066 *0.765 0.094 *0.775 0.139
Education .........ccovvvevinnenn *-0.038 0.007 *-0.037 0.011 *-0.053 0.011 -0.015 0.014
Laborforce...............oouennn, *-0.217 0.052 *-0.212 0.055 *-0.286 0.079 *-0.173 0.099
Intercept ...ttt *0.644 0.171 *0.729 0.172 *1.563 0.197 *1.386 0.243
Number of cases (unweighted). ... ... 1,980 - 433 - 799 - 746 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.310 - 0.274 - 0.306 - 0.265 -

- Reprersents zero. * Statistically significant at the 90-percent confidence level.
Source: April 1983 Current Population Survey.
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Table 16. Regression Coefficients for the Effects of Selected Demographic Variables on the Cumulative
Fertility of Foreign-Born Women: April 1983, June 1986, and June 1988

18 to 44 years 18 to 24 years 25 to 34 years 35 to 44 years

Characteristic Standard Standard Standard Standard

Coefficient error | Coefficient error | Coefficient error | Coefficient error
Cumulative fertility: 1988
MeXiCO.....o.vvneiiiiiiea. *0.404 0.096 -0.081 0.125 0.149 0.141 *0.986 0.278
Remainder of Latin America ......... 0.134 0.086 -0.011 0.123 0.050 0.129 *0.230 0.156
ASI. ..ottt e *0.121 0.082 -0.018 0.113 0.060 0.123 0.173 0.153
Residence: < 5years .............. *.0.213 0.091 *-0.268 0.108 *-0.316 0.139 -0.155 0.186
Residence: 5to9years............. -0.048 0.079 *-0.140 0.101 0.006 0.116 *-0.233 0.163
Residence: 10to 14 years. .......... 0.029 0.085 -0.121 0.115 0.030 0.131 -0.023 0.162
Naturalized citizen .. ................ 0.022 0.067 0.019 0.082 *0.145 0.097 -0.078 0.126
AQe. ..ot *0.072 0.004 - - - - - -
Evermarried...............c.oouennn *0.967 0.073 *0.850 0.079 *0.958 0.105 *1.706 0.200
Education ..............coiiint *-0.088 0.009 *-0.071 0.013 *-0.126 0.012 *-0.056 0.015
Laborforce............c..couinnnn. *-0.419 0.060 *-0.257 0.077 *-0.480 0.088 *-0.326 0.115
Intercept .........coiiiiiiiiiint, -0.274 0.204 *1.293 0.209 *2.450 0.229 *1.327 0.308
Number of cases (unweighted). . ..... 1,808 - 336 - 757 - 713 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.424 - 0.443 - 0.332 - 0.216 -
Cumulative fertility: 1986
MeXiCO .....oovvuiieniiieininnnn. *0.557 0.087 0.022 0.120 *0.458 0.123 *1.088 0.181
Remainder of Latin America ......... -0.084 0.079 -0.108 0.106 -0.038 0.120 -0.168 0.150
ASIA .ot 0.045 0.073 -0.022 0.108 -0.018 0.106 0.088 0.137
Residence: < 5years .............. *-0.341 0.089 -0.116 0.121 *-0.517 0.129 -0.186 0.197
Residence: 5to9years............. -0.020 0.077 *0.208 0.112 *-0.181 0.113 0.023 0.152
Residence: 10to 14 years........... 0.057 0.081 0.164 0.126 0.047 0.120 -0.063 0.150
Naturalized citizen.................. a 0.064 *0.165 0.094 -0.022 0.095 -0.035 0.121
AGe....oiiiii s *0.079 0.004 - - - - - -
Evermarried.................oout *0.830 0.073 *0.655 0.078 *1.002 0.103 *1.378 0.214
Education ..................... e *-0.088 0.007 *-0.072 0.014 *-0.085 0.011 *-0.099 0.016
Laborforce..............oovuinnnn *-0.344 0.056 *-0.229 0.079 *-0.397 0.082 *-0.242 0.113
Intercept ........cvviiiiiiiiiinn, *-0.349 0.190 *1.077 0.206 *1.937 0.213 *2.236 0.304
Number of cases (unweighted). ....... 2,227 - 435 - 928 - 862 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.405 - 0.293 - 0.328 - 0.218 -
Cumulative fertility: 1983
MEXICO . ..ot iee i *0.479 0.095 -0.029 0.108 *0.324 0.136 *1.026 0.205
Remainder of Latin America ......... 0.093 0.085 -0.031 0.096 0.145 0.132 0.111 0.165
ASI. .o eetit i 0.024 0.081 -0.065 0.094 0.132 0.120 -0.002 0.162
Residence: < 5years .............. *-0.191 0.095 -0.039 0.105 *-0.526 0.138 -0.058 0.203
Residence: 5to9years............. 0.013 0.090 0.063 0.105 -0.160 0.133 0.082 0.192
Residence: 10 to 14 years........... 0.054 0.085 -0.045 0.106 0.111 0.134 -0.070 0.159
Naturalized citizen.................. *0.108 0.071 0.026 0.089 0.123 0.106 0.155 0.140
AQe. ..ot *0.084 0.089 - - - - - -
Evermarried................ocvuutn *0.831 0.072 *0.698 0.072 *0.955 0.108 *1.089 0.174
Education ...............cooiuinnn *-0.097 0.009 *-0.058 0.012 *-0.108 0.121 *-0.103 0.017
Laborforce..........covvvvineinnn, *-0.175 0.061 *-0.179 0.071 *-0.371 0.091 0.013 0.123
Intercept ........coviiiiiiiiian *-0.548 0.199 *0.928 0.095 *2.221 0.227 *2.318 0.304
Number of cases (unweighted). ... ... 1,980 - 433 - 799 - 746 -
Adjusted R-square.................. 0.402 - 0.344 - 0.328 - 0.190 -

- Represents zero. * Statistically significant at the 90-percent confidence level.  a less than .001

Source: June 1988, June 1986, and April 1983 Current Population Survey.




Appendix A.

Classification of Countries

The country classification used in this
report was developed by the Census
Bureau’s Center for International
Research. This classification does
not necessarily conform to the place
of birth classification scheme utilized
in reports based on the decennial
censuses of population.

Census Bureau classifies countries in
the world into seven continents:
Africa, Asia, Latin America, North
America, Europe, Soviet Union, and
Oceania.

The African continent is divided into
five groups: Western Africa, Eastern
Africa, Northern Africa, Middle Africa,
and Southern Africa.

Waestern Africa: Cape Verde,
Ghana, Guinea, Ivory Coast, Liberia,
Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, and Togo.

Eastern Africa: Burundi, Ethiopia,
Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Mauritius, Mozambique, Somalia,
Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, and
Zimbabwe.

Northern Africa: Algeria, Egypt,
Libya, Morocco, Sudan, and Tunisia.

Middie Africa: Angola, Cameroon,
and Zaire.

Southern Africa: Botswana, South
Africa, and Swaziland.

The Asian continent is divided into
two major groups: East Asia and
South Asia. South Asia is further
divided into three sub-groups:
Eastern South Asia, Middle South
Asia, and Western South Asia. They
are as follows:

East Asia: China, Hong Kong,
Japan, Korea, Macau, and Taiwan.

Eastern South Asia: Brunei, Burma,
Indonesia, Kampuchea, Laos,
Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore,
Thailand, and Vietnam.

Middle South Asia: Afghanistan,
Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Iran,
Nepal, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka.

Western South Asla: Bahrain,
Cyprus, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria,
Turkey, United Arab Emirates, Yemen
(Aden), and Yemen (Sanaa).

The Latin America is divided into
three major groups: Caribbean,
Middle America, and South America.
South America is further divided into
South America—Temperate and
South America—Tropical. They are as
follows:

Caribbean: Anguilla, Antigua and
Barbuda, Bahamas, Barbados, British
Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands,
Cuba, Dominica, Dominican
Republic, Grenada, Guadeloupe,
Haiti, Jamaica, Martinique,
Monteserrat, Netherlands Antilles, St.
Christomer—Nevis, St. Lucia, St.
Vincent—Grenadines, and, Trinidad
and Tobago.

Middle America: Belize, Costa Rica,
El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras,
Mexico, Nicaragua, and Panama.

South America — Temperate:
Argentina, Chile, and Uruguay.
South America — Tropical: Bolivia,
Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Guyana,
Paraguay, Peru, Suriname, and
Venezuela.

Europe: Europe is divided into four
groups: Eastern Europe, Northern
Europe, Southern Europe, and
Western Europe. They are as
follows:

Eastern Europe: Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, Estonia, Hungary,
Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, and
Romania.

Northern Europe: Denmark,
Finland, Iceland, Ireland, Norway,
Sweden, United Kingdom. The
United Kingdom consists of Channel
Islands, England, Isle of Man,
Northemn Ireland, Scotland, and
Wales.

Southern Europe: Albania, Andorra,
Gibraltor, Greece, Italy, Malta,
Portugal, San Marino, Spain, and
Yugoslavia.

Western Europe: Austria, Belgium,
France, Germany, Luxembourg,
Monaco, Netherlands, and
Switzerland.

Northern America: Bermuda,
Canada, and Greenland.

Oceania: Oceania is divided into
three groups: Australia—New
Zealand, Melanesia—Papua New
Guinea, and Micronesia—Polynesia.
The Polynesia consists of Fiji, French
Polynesia, Tonga, and Western
Samoa.

Soviet Union



Appendix B.

Source and Accuracy of Estimates

Source of Data

Most estimates in this report come from
data obtained in June of years 1976
through 1990 in the Current Population
Survey (CPS). The Bureau of the Census
conducts the survey every month, al-
though this report uses only June data
for its estimates. Also, some estimates
come from decennial census data. The
June survey uses two sets of questions,
the basic CPS and the supplement.

Basic CPS. The basic CPS collects pri-
marily labor force data about the civilian
noninstitutional population. Interviewers
ask questions concerning labor force
participation about each member 15
years old and over in every sample
household.

The present CPS sample was selected
from the 1980 Decennial Census files
with coverage in all 50 States and the
District of Columbia. The sample is con-
tinually updated to account for new resi-
dential construction. It is located in 729
areas comprising 1,973 counties, inde-
pendent cities, and minor civil divisions.
About 60,000 occupied housing units are
eligible for interview every month. Inter-
viewers are unable to obtain interviews at
about 2,600 of these units because the
occupants are not found at home after
repeated calls or are unavailable for
some other reason.

Since the introduction of the CPS, the
Bureau of the Census has redesigned
the CPS sample several times. These
redesigns have improved the quality and
reliability of the data and have satisfied
changing data needs. The most recent
changes were completely implemented
in July 1985.

The following table summarizes changes
in the CPS designs for the years for
which data appear in this report.

June supplement. In addition to the ba-
sic CPS questions, interviewers asked
supplementary questions in June about
fertility and birth expectations of women
18 to 44 years old. They also asked
questions about place of birth for all per-
sons 14 years old and over.

Description of the Current
Population Survey

Housing units
eligible

Time period Number
of Not
sample| Inter- inter-
areas | viewed | viewed
1990.......... 729 ( 57,400 2,600
1989.......... 729 | 53,600 | 2,500
1986 to 1988 .. 729 | 57,000 2,500
1985.......... '629/729 | 57,000| 2,500
1982 to 1984 .. 628 | 59,000 2,500
1960 to 1981 .. 629 | 65,500 | 3,000
1977 to 1979 .. 614 | 55,000 3,000
1976.......... 461 46,500 | 2,500

'The CPS was redesigned following the
1980 Decennial Census of Population and
Housing. During phase-in of the new design,
housing units from the new and old designs
were in the sample.

Estimation procedure. This survey’s
estimation procedure inflates weighted
sample results to independent estimates
of the civilian noninstitutional population
of the United States by age, sex, race,
and Hispanic/non-Hispanic categories.
The independent estimates were based
on statistics from decennial censuses of
population; statistics on births, deaths,
immigration and emigration; and statis-
tics on the size of the Armed Forces.
The independent population estimates
used from 1981 to the present were
based on updates to controls estab-
lished by the 1980 Decennial Census.
Data previous to 1981 were based on
independent population estimates from
the most recent decennial census. For
more details on the change in indepen-
dent estimates, see the section entitied
“Introduction of 1980 Census Population
Controls” in an earlier report (Series
P-60, No. 133).

The estimates in this report for 1985 and
later also employ a revised survey
weighting procedure for persons of His-
panic origin. In previous years, weighted
sample results were inflated to indepen-
dent estimates of the noninstitutional
population by age, sex, and race. There
was no specific control of the survey esti-
mates for the Hispanic population. Since

then, the Bureau of the Census devel-
oped independent population controls
for the Hispanic population by sex and
detailed age groups. Revised weighting
procedures incorporate these new con-
trols. The independent population esti-
mates include some, but not all, undocu-
mented immigrants.

Accuracy of the Estimates

Since the CPS estimates come from a

sample, they may differ from figures from

a complete census using the same

questionnaires, instructions, and enumer-

ators. A sample survey estimate has two

possible types of errors: nonsampling

and sampling. The accuracy of an esti-

mate depends on both types of error, but

the full extent of the nonsampling error is

unknown. Consequently, one should be

particularty careful when interpreting re-

sults based on a relatively small number

of cases or on small differences between

estimates. The standard errors for CPS

estimates primarily indicate the magni-

tude of sampling error. They also partial-

ly measure the effect of some nonsam-

pling errors in responses and enumera-

tion, but do not measure systematic

biases in the data. (Bias is the average

over all possible samples of the differ-

ences between the sample estimates

and the desired value.)

Nonsampling variability. There are sev-

eral sources of nonsampling error includ-

ing:

* inability to obtain information about all
sample cases;

o definitional difficulties;

 differences in interpretation of ques-
tions;

e respondents’ inability or unwillingness
to provide correct information;

¢ respondents’ inability to recall informa-
tion;

e errors made in data collection, such
as recording and coding data;

e errors made in processing the data;

¢ errors made in estimating values for
missing data; and

e failure to represent all units with the
sample (undercoverage).

CPS undercoverage results from missed

housing units and missed persons within
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Table B-1. Standard Errors of
Estimated Numbers for
the Paper “Late
Expectations: . ..”

. . Estimated
Size of estimate standand
(thousands) error

5

7

10

14

22

32

1000 ... 45
2500 ... .. 70
5000 ..., 96
10,000........cciiienn 128
25000 ...t 164
50000..............c..... 81

Note: Multiply the above standard errors
by the following factors to adjust for earlier
years: 1988, 1.05; 1986, 1985, and 1982,
0.97; 1980 and 1978, 0.91; and 1976, 0.09.

sample houssholds. Compared to the
level of the 1980 Decennial Census,
overall CPS undercoverage is about 7
percent. CPS undercoverage varies with
age, sex, and race. Generally, undercov-
erage is larger for males than for females
and larger for Blacks and other races
combined than for Whites. As described
previously, ratio estimation to indepen-
dent age-sex-race-Hispanic population
controls partially corrects for the bias due
to undercoverage. However, biases exist
in the estimates to the extent that missed
persons in missed households or missed
persons in interviewed households have
different characteristics from those of in-
terviewed persons in the same age-sex-
race-Hispanic group. Furthermore, the
independent population controls have
not been adjusted for undercoverage in
the 1980 census.

For additional information on nonsam-
pling error including the possible impact
on CPS data when known, refer to Sta-
tistical Policy Working Paper 3, An Error
Profile: Employment as Measured by the
CunentPopulaaonSurvey Office of Fed-

Technical Paper 40, The Current Popula-
tion Survey: Design and Methodology,

Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department
of Commerce.

Comparability of data. Data obtained
from the CPS and other sources are not
differences in interviewer training and ex-
perience and in differing survey pro-
cesses. This is an example of nonsam-
pling variability not reflected in the stan-
dard errors. Use caution when compar-
ing results from different sources.

Caution should also be used when com-
paring estimates in this report, which re-
flect 1980 census-based population con-
trols, with estimates for 1980 and earlier
years, which reflect 1970 census based
population controls. This change in pop-
ulation controis had relatively little impact
on summary measures such as means,
It did have a significant impact on levels.
For exampile, use of 1980 based popula-
tion controls results in about a 2-percent
increase in the civilian noninstitutional
population and in the number of families
and households. Thus, estimates of lev-
els for data collected in 1981 and later
years will differ from those for earlier
years by more than what could be attrib-
uted to actual changes in the population.
These differences could be dispropor-
tionately greater for certain subpopula-
tion groups than for the total population.

Since no independent population control
totals for persons of Hispanic origin were
used before 1985, compare Hispanic es-
timates over time cautiously.

Note when using small estimates.
Summary measures (such as medians
and percentage distributions) are shown
only when the base is 75,000 or greater.
Because of the large standard errors in-
voived, summary measures would prob-
ably not reveal useful information when
computed on a smaller base. However,
estimated numbers are shown even
though the relative standard errors of
these numbers are larger than those for
corresponding percentages. These
smaller estimates permit combinations of
the categories to suit data users’ needs.
Take care in the interpretation of small
differences. For instance, even a small
amount of nonsampling error can cause
a borderline difference to appear signifi-
cant or not, thus distorting a seemingly

Sampling variabllity. Sampling variabili-
ty is variation that occurred by chance
because a sample was surveyed rather
than the entire population. Standard er-
rors, as calculated by methods de-
scribed later, are primarily measures of
sampling variability, although they may
include some nonsampling error.

Table B-2. Standard Errors of Estlmated Percentages for the Paper

‘“Late Expectations: . .

Base of estimated percentage Estimated percentages

(thousands) 10r99| 20r98| 50r95|10 0r 90| 25 or 75 50
10, e 4.5 6.3 9.8 135 19.5 22.5
25 . i 2.8 4.0 6.2 8.6 12.3 14.2
50 . e 2.0 28 44 6.0 8.7 10.1
100. ... 14 2.0 3.1 43 6.2 71
250. ... 09 1.3 2.0 2.7 3.9 45
500....cciiiiiiiiii 0.6 0.9 14 1.9 2.8 3.2
1,000 ..., 0.4 0.6 1.0 14 2.0 2.2
2500 ...l 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.2 14
5000 ...............L. 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.0
10,000 ...t 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7
25000..........0iiiiann, 0.09 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.4
50,000........ccciiiiiinntn 0.06 0.09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3

Note: Multiply the above standard errors by the following factors to adjust for earlier years:
1988, 1.05; 1986, 1985, and 1982, 0.97; 1980 and 1978, 0.91; and 1976, 0.90.




Standard errors and their use. A num-
ber of approximations are required to de-
rive, at a moderate cost, standard errors
applicable to all the estimates in this re-
port. Instead of providing an individual
standard error for each estimate, gener-
alized sets of standard errors are pro-
vided for various types of characteristics.
Thus, the tables show levels of magni-
tude of standard errors rather than the
precise standard errors.

The sample estimate and its standard
error enable one to construct a confi-
dence interval. A confidence interval is a
range that would include the average re-
sult of all possible samples with a known
probability. For example, if all possible
samples were surveyed under essentially
the same general conditions and using
the same sample design, and if an esti-
mate and its standard error were calcu-
lated from each sample, then approxi-
mately 90 percent of the intervals from
1.6 standard errors below the estimate to
1.6 standard errors above the estimate
would include the average result of all
possible samples.

A particular confidence interval may or
may not contain the average estimate
derived from all possible samples. How-
ever, one can say with specified confi-
dence that the interval includes the aver-
age estimate calculated from all possible
samples.

Some statements in the report may con-
tain estimates followed by a number in
parentheses. This number can be added
to and subtracted from the estimate to
calculate upper and lower bounds of the
90- percent confidence interval. For ex-
ample, if a statement contains the phrase
“grew by 1.7 percent (1.0),” the 90-per-
cent confidence interval for the estimate,
1.7 percent, is from 0.7 percent to 2.7
percent.

Standard errors may be used to perform
hypothesis testing. This is a procedure
for distinguishing between population
parameters using sample estimates. The

‘most common type of hypothesis ap-

pearing in this report is that the popula-
tion parameters are different. An exam-
ple of this would be comparing the fertil-
ity ratio of White women to the fertility ra-
tio of Black women.

Tests may be performed at various levels
of significance. A significance level is the
probability of concluding that the charac-
teristics are different when, in fact, they
are the same. All statements of compari-
son in the text have passed a hypothesis
test at the 0.10 level of significance or
better. This means that the absolute val-
ue of the estimated difference between
characteristics is greater than or equal to
1.6 times the standard error of the differ-
ence.

Table B-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Ratios for the Paper

“Late Expectations: ...”

Number of women Children ever born per 1,000 women

thousands) 500| 1,000| 1,500| 2,000| 2,500| 3,000 3.500| 4.000
25 . 188| 323| 4s56| s587| 718| 8a8| 979| 1,109
500 133| 229| 322| a15| s07| 00| 692 784
100 .+ 94| 162, 228| 293| 359| 424| 489| 554
250 60| 102| 144| 186| 227| 268 309| 351
500, ... eneenenannnn, 42| 72| 102 131| 161| 190| 219| 248
1,000 e so| 51| 72| 93| 114| 13a] 55| 175
2500 .. eeennnnn 19| 32| 46| s9| 72| 85| e8| 111
5000 ... .eeeeenennn. 13| 23| 32| 42| 51| 60| 69 79
10,000 . 1o e al 16| 23| 29| 36| 43| 49 56
25000 ... 00 6| 10| 14| 19| 23| 27| 31 35
50,000 . ... \\oernin. 4 7 10| 13| 16| 19| 22 25

Note: Multiply the above standard errors by the following factors to adjust the earlier years:
1988, 1.05; 1986, 1985, and 1982, 0.97; 1980 and 1978, 0.91; and 1976, 0.90.

Standard errors of estimated
numbers. There are two ways to com-
pute the approximate standard error, s,,
of an estimated number shown in this
report. The first uses the formula

s, = fs 1)

where f is a factor from tables B4 or B-8,
and s is the standard error of the esti-
mate obtained by interpolation from table
B-1 or B-5. The second method uses
formula (2), from which the standard
errors in tables B-1, B-2, B-5, and B-8
were calculated. This formula will
provide more accurate results than for-

mula (1).
s = \V/ax + bx @

Here x is the size of the estimate and a
and b are the parameters in tables B4
or B-8 associated with the particular type
of characteristic. When calculating stan-
dard errors for numbers from cross-tabu-
lations involving different characteristics,
use the factor or set of parameters for
the characteristic which will give the larg-
est standard error.

lllustration.

Table L of this report shows 3,232,000
native-born women had a birth in the 12
month period ending in June 1988. Use
the appropriate parameters from table

B-8 and formula (2) to get
Number, x 3,232,000
a parameter -0.000038
b parameter 2,259
Standard error 83,000
90% conf. int. 3,099,000 -
3,365,000
The standard error is calculated as

8= \/— 0.000038x3,232,000% + 2,259x3,232,000
= 83,000

The 90-percent confidence interval is cal-
culated as 3,232,000 + 1.6 x 83,000.

A conclusion that the average estimate
derived from all possible samples lies
within a range computed in this way
would be correct for roughly 90 percent
of all possible samples.

The altemate calculation of the standard
emor, using formula (1), with f = 0.59
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from table B-8 and s = 141,000 by inter-
polation from Table B-5 is

s, = 0.59x141,000 = 83,000

Standard errors of estimated percent-
ages. The reliability of an estimated per-
centage, computed using sample data
for both numerator and denominator, de-
pends on the size of the percentage and
its base. Estimated percentages are rel-
atively more reliable than the corre-
sponding estimates of the numerators of
the percentages, particularly if the per-
centages are 50 percent or more. When
the numerator and denominator of the
percentage are in different categones,
use the factor or parameter from tables
B4 or B-8 indicated by the numerator.

The approximate standard error, sy p, of
an estimated percentage can be ob-
tained by use of the formula

Sxp = fs (3)

In this formula, f is the appropriate factor
from tables B4 or B-8, and s is the stan-
dard error of the estimate obtained by
interpolation from tables B-2 or B-6.

Alternatively, formula (4) will provide
more accurate results:

S0 = VBT PO P (4)

Here x is the total number of persons,
families, households, or unrelated indi-
viduals in the base of the percentage, b
is the percentage (0 < p < 100), and b
is the parameter in tables B4 or B-8 as-
sociated with the characteristic in the nu-
merator of the percentage.

lllustration.

Table 11 of this report shows that of the
480,000 European-born women 18 to 44
years old in 1988, 29.4 percent were
childless. Use the appropriate parameter
from table B-8 and formula (4) to get

Percentage, p 294
Base, x 480,000
b parameter 2,259
Standard error 3.1

90% cont. int. 244-344

Table B-4. a and b Parameters and Factors for Estimated Numbers
and Percentages for the Paper ‘“Late Expectations:...”

1990
Characteristics
a b f
Fertility, total:
Women ... e -0.000038 2,030 1.00
Births ... -0.000007 3,702 1.35
Education attainment . ..................... -0.000055 2,468 1.10
Marital status ..............ccciiiiiinnnn. -0.000026 4,785 1.54
Laborforce...........coiiiiiiiiiinn, -0.000019 2,485 1.1

Note: Multiply the above parameters by the following factors to adjust for earlier years: 1988,
1.11; 1986, 1985, and 1982, 0.94; 1980 and 1978, 0.84; and 1976, 0.82.
Muitiply the above parameters by 0.74, 0.98, 1.04, and 1.06 for the Northeast, Midwest,

South, and West, respectively.

Muitiply the above parameters by 1.5 for nonmetropolitan characteristics.

The standard error is calculated as

Sxp = V(2,239 .000) (25.4) (100.0 —
= 3.1

The 90-percent confidence interval for
the percentage of European-bom wom-
en 15 to 44 years old who were childless
is calculated as 29.4 + 1.6 x 3.1.

The alternate calculation of the standard
error, using formula (3), with f = 0.59
from table B-8 and s = 5.2 by interpola-
tion from table B-6 is

Sup = 0.59x5.2 = 3.1

Standard error of a difference. The
standard error of the difference between
two sample estimates is approximately

equal to
Scy=\si+¢ 5)

where s, and sy are the standard errors
of the estimates, x and y. The estimates
can be numbers, percentages, ratios,
etc. This will represent the actual stan-
dard error quite accurately for the differ-
ence between estimates of the same
characteristic in two different areas, or for
the difference between separate ard un-
correlated characteristics in the same
area. However, if there is a high positive
(negative) correlation between the two
characteristics, the formula will overesti-
mate (underestimate) the true standard
error.

lllustration.

Table 11 of this report shows that 52.5
percent of Chinese-bom women 18-44
were childless in 1988 and 41.8 percent
in 1986. The apparent difference be-
tween the percentages of Chinese-bormn
women 18 to 44 years old who were
childless in 1988 and 1986 is 10.7 per-
cent. Use the appropriate parameters
from table B-8 and formulas (4) and (5)
to get the following. (The b parameter
for the 1986 estimate, y, comes from

Table B-5. Standard Errors of
Estimated Numbers for
the Paper “Profile of
the Foreign-Born .. .”

Size of estimate Estimated
(thousands) standard

error
25 e 13
50 18
100 o 25
250 ... 40
500 ... 57
1000, .....oiiiiii 80
2500.. ... 126
5000.......00iiiiiiiii 177
10,000 ... 247
25000 ...l 372
50,000 ..., 480
100,000 ..........coiiii, 526
150,000 ....................l, 370

Note: Multiply the above standard errors
by 0.92 to estimate standard errors for 1983
and 1986.




table B-8 and is caiculated as
2,259 x 0.84.)

Differ-
X y ence
Base 228,000 209,000 -
Percent 52.5 41.8 10.7
b parameter 2,259 1,898 -
Standard error 5.0 4.7 6.9
90% conf. int. - - 03-
21.7

The standard error of the difference is
calculated as

Sy =150 +472=69

The 90-percent confidence interval
around the difference is caiculated as
10.7 + 1.6 x 6.9. Since this interval con-
tains zero, we cannot conclude at the
10-percent significance level that the per-
centage of Chinese-borm women who
are childless is different in 1988 and
1966.

Table B-6. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages for the Paper
“Profile of the Foreign-Born...”

Base of estimated percentage

(thousands)

Estimated percentages

1or99( 20r98| Sor95|100r 90| 25 or 75 50
25 . e 5.1 71 1.1 15.2 22.0 25.4
50 . 3.6 5.0 7.8 10.8 15.6 18.0
100. .. 25 3.6 5.5 7.6 11.0 12.7
250. .. .. 1.6 2.2 3.5 4.8 7.0 8.0
500. ...t 1.1 1.6 25 3.4 49 5.7
100000t 0.8 1.1 1.8 24 3.5 4.0
2500 ... ..., 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.2 2.5
5000 .......00iiiiiin, 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.1 16 1.8
10000........0cvviiinnn.. 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.1 1.3
25000........00iiiinnn 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8
50,000 .......000iiiiiiannn 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6
10000........cccvvnunnnnn. 0.08 0.11 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4
150,000........ccvvuennnn. ! 0.07 0.09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3

Note: Multiply the above standard errors by 0.92 to estimate standard errors for 1983 and

1986.

Table B-7. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Ratios for the Paper
“Profile of the Foreign-Born...”

Number of women Children ever born per 1,000 women

(thousands) 500( 1,000| 1.500| 2.000| 2.500| 3,000| 3500 4,000
25 209| 360| 507 653| 799| o944 1,089 1.234
50 ... 148| 255| 3s0| 462| 65| 667 770| 873
100, 105| 180 254 327| 309| 472 45| 617
250, 66| 114| 160| 207| 253| 209| 34a| 390
500 .0 47| 81| 13| 146| 179 211| 244| 276
1,000 .. 0ee a3| 57| 80| 103 126 49| 72| 195
2500 ... 21| 3| s1| 65| 80| 94| 109 123
5000 .. ... 15| 25| 36| 46| 57| 67| 77 87
10,000 .o nomiin 10| 18| 25| 33| 40| 47| 5 62
25000 .. .0 7| 11| 16| 21| 25| 30| 35 39
50,000 ... 5 8| 11| 15| 18| 21| 25 28

Note: Multiply the above standard errors by 0.92 to estimate standard errors for 1983 and

1986.

Standard error of a fertility ratio.
Separate standard error tables, tables
B-3 and B-7, provide standard errors for
fertility ratios. The standard errors in
tables B-3 and B-7 are a function of the
number of children ever bom per 1,000
women and the number of women in
that category. It should be noted that for
data involving only one event per wom-
an, e.g., one child ever bom, the tables
of standard errors of percentages (tables
B-2 or B-6) should be used with the ratio
converted to a percentage. For data in-
volving two or more possible events per
woman, the tables of standard errors of
estimated fertility ratios (tables B-3 or
B-7) should be used.

lllustration.

Table 11 of this report shows that
4,062,000 foreign-bom women 18 to 44
years oid in 1988 had 1,567 children ever
bom per 1,000 women. Using the appro-
priate estimates from table B-7 to inter-
polate the standard error gives a stan-
dard error of 43. The confidence interval
is from 1,498 to 1,636 children ever born
per 1,000 foreign-bom women 18 to 44
years old in 1988 (i.e., 1,567 + 1.6 x 43).

Standard error of a ratio. Certain esti-
mates may be calculated as the ratio of
two numbers. The standard error of a
ratio, x/y, may be computed using

NEREa

The standard error of the numerator, s,,
and that of the denominator, s,, may be
calculated using formula (2).

ly, use formula (1) and tables B-1
through B-3 and B-5 through B-7. In for-
mula (6), r represents the correlation be-
tween the numerator and the denomina-
tor of the estimate.

For one type of ratio, the denominator is
a count of families or households and
the numerator is a count of persons in
those families or households with a cer-
tain characteristic. If there is at least one
person with the characteristic in every
family or household, use 0.7 as an esti-
mate of r. An example of this type is the
mean number of children per family with
children.

For all other types of ratios, r is assumed
to be zero. If ris actually positive (nega-
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tive), then this procedure will provide an
overestimate (underestimate) of the stan-
dard error of the ratio. Examples of this
type are the mean number of children
per family and the poverty rate.

NOTE: For estimates expressed as the
ratio of x per 100 y or x per 1,000 y, mul-
tiply formula (6) by 100 or 1,000, respec-
tively, to obtain the standard error.

lllustration.
Table C of this report shows the ratio of
Chinese-bom women 18 to 44 years old,
x, to Japanese-born women 18 to 44
years old, y, is 2.9. The standard error of
this ratio is calculated as follows:
X y Ratio
Estimate 327,000 111,000 29
a parameter -0.001024 -0.001024 -
b parameter 2,259 2,259 -
Standard error 25,000 15,000 0.46

90% conf. int. - 22-
3.6
Using formula (6) with r = 0, the estimate
of the standard error is
327,000 ; .
Sy = 111,000 [m] + [ﬂﬂm]
= 0.46

The 90-percent confidence interval is cal-
culated as 2.9 + 1.6 x 0.46.

Table B-8. a and b Parameters and Factors for Estimated Numbers
and Percentages for the Paper “Profile of the

Foreign-Born . ..”

1988
Characteristic
a b f
Fertility
Women:
TotalorWhite .............coovvviiian.. -0.000038 2,259 0.59
Black ... -0.000277 2,259 0.59
Hispanic............cooooiiiiiiiiia, -0.000527 2,259 0.59
Births:
TotalorWhite ......ccvvviiineens -0.000007 4,120 0.80
BIACK . vt iiiii i -0.000950 4,029 0.79
HispaniC. . ....oovvieiiiiii i -0.001845 4,029 0.79
“Women With Fertility—Foreign Born by Age:
Latin America, Mexico:
18toddyears ..........covvevnnnannn. -0.000059 2,918 0.67
18to24vyears..............ouvenn.n -0.000199 2918 0.67
25to34vyears ..o, -0.000146 2,918 0.67
35todd4vyears..........oiiiiiinnn. —0.000197 2,918 0.67
Asia:
18toddyears.............coovvinnnnn. -0.001024 2,259 0.59
18to24years.........ccovevennnn.. -0.001024 2,259 0.59
25t034years .........oviiinnennn. -0.001024 2,259 0.59
35toddyears............cuuinn... -0.001024 2,259 0.59
All Other Regions (Canada, Europe, and
Soviet Union):
18toddyears..........cccvvvvvnnnnn. -0.000045 2,259 0.59
18to24years.........ooovvvnnnnn.. -0.000154 2,259 0.59
25t034years..............l —0.000113 2,259 0.59
35todd4years...........ciiiniennn. -0.000152 2,259 0.59
Births—Foreign Born by Age:
Latin America, Mexico:
18toddyears............ooviinnnnnn. -0.000120 5,923 0.96
18to24years...........coovvvinnn -0.000404 5,923 0.96
25t034years.........cooeviinninnn. —0.000297 5,923 0.96
35tod4dyears ...t -0.000399 5,923 0.96
Asia
18toddyears..............oivinnnn. —0.001828 4,029 0.79
18to24years............ceiiinn -0.001828 4,029 0.79
25t034years.........coviiiiiennn. -0.001828 4,029 0.79
35toddyears...........oiiiuinnn, -0.001828 4,029 0.79
All Other Regions (Canada, Europe, and
Soviet Union):
18tod4years.......ccovvvveninennn. -0.000083 4,120 0.80
18to24years...................... -0.000281 4,120 0.80
25t034vyears .........cciiiiiiennn. -0.000207 4,120 0.80
35tod4dyears...........iiiiiennn. -0.000278 4,120 0.80




1

]

i o

PO L la i

=

P,

[P IR YTIR T IR T

67

Table B-8. a and b Parameters and Factors for Estimated Numbers
and Percentages for the Paper “Profile of the

Foreign-Born . . .”—Con.

1988
Characteristic
a b f

Nonfertility
Latin America, Mexico ..................... -0.000998 15,968 1.57
ASIa .. e e -0.000592 9,475 1.21
Canada ........coviiiiii e -0.000998 15,968 1.57
All other regions (Europe, Soviet Union) ..... -0.000340 5,444 0.92
Nativeborn'.............ccoiiiiiiininn.n. -0.000037 5,319 0.91
Educational Attainment:

TotalorWhite .................cooiintt. -0.000014 2,743 0.65

Black ..o -0.000177 3,71 0.76

Hispanic. ...t —0.000468 6,551 1.01
Income:

TotalorWhite ..................ccvvnn.. -0.000012 2,505 0.62

Black ... —0.000102 2,864 0.67

Hispanic........... ... i, -0.000457 5,056 0.88
Labor Force:

TotalorWhite ..............ccceevvun.. -0.000024 2,762 0.65

BlaCK ..ottt -0.000177 2,762 0.65

HiSpaniC. . ....covviii i -0.000239 2,893 0.67
Marital Status:

TotalorWhite ..., -0.000029 5,319 0.91

Black ..ot -0.000315 7,628 1.09

Hispanic..........cooiiiivieiiiinnan... -0.001112 13,469 1.44

'Parameters for native born do not exist. these parameters are approximations. They
represent “‘marital status, household, and family characteristics—all household members."

Notes: Multiply the above parameters by 0.84 to estimate standard errors for 1983 and 1986.
Multiply the above parameters by 0.81, 0.88, 0.91, and 1.35 for the Northeast, Midwest,

South, and West, respectively.

Multiply the above parameters by 1.5 for nonmetropolitan characteristics.

Table B-9. Factors to be Applied
to Parameters for
State Estimates: 1988

State Factors
Massachusetts ................ 0.52
Connecticut................... 1.04
New York..............cu..n. 0.85
New Jersey................... 0.65
Pennsylvania.................. 0.96
Winois . ......oooiiiiiiiiinn., 1.00
Michigan. ..................... 0.79
Florida ....................... 0.87
Maryland ..................... 0.14
Virginia. ...l 1.46
Texas ......cocvvvineennnnnnn.. 1.35
California ..................... 1.31




Appendix C.

-3 Facslimile of Supplemental Questionnaire
of Current Population Survey

C-1. April 1983 Cwirent Population Survey

18A. | 188. RELATIONSHIP 1C. 180. AGE | 18E. MARITAL STATUS 18F.
LINE TO REFERENCE PERSON PARENT'S Married — civilien SPOUSE'S
NO. Reference Person WITH LINE spouse present . . .. . O | LINE
other relatives in housshold . .. O | NUMBER | NUMBER
Married —Armed Forces
(>N} Reference Person with © o <] ° © 0
11 NO other relitivas inhousshold O | I I 11 #P0use presant . ... . 11
ze .o| & ¢ e & Married — spouse sbesnt : =z
33 .ol 3 3 3 3 (Exchude sepereted). . O | 3 3
& .0 4 & 4
s 5 5 s s Widowed. ........... el S
[ .0 6 [ Divorced ............ o S
7 o ? 27 2
5 | Nomrel. of Ret. Person WITH & a g | Seestsdo ° -
9 OWN reletives in housshold ... O o 9 9 Never married ... ..... [e] 9
Non-rel. of Ref. Person with None None
) NOOWNrestvminhoushod O | © o
1

10G. SEX AND 18H. HIGHEST 1
RADE | R
- ::.m.:.mw; Arrenoeo |18 cRADE
Vet Stetwy) € W c |COMPLETED
Vietnam Era O I 11 Yu O
KoresnWar O c ¢ ¢ No O
WorldWar It O 3 3 3
WorldWar | O T+ 4 <
Other Service O S > .
Norvsteran O [} [}
7 None
Female.......... o B o

18J. RACE

1. White....... @]

2.Bleck. .. ... o]

3. Amer. Indian,
Aleut.Eskimo O

4. Asian or
Paciticlsl.... C

5.0ther....... €]

ORIGIN

WM O

VENOUPWAO O

LEAD IN: THIS MONTH WE ARE ASKING SOME ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS CONCERNING PLACE OF BIRTH AND IMMIGRATION

TRANSCRIPTION ITEM (FM for each person) 22. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM 37. In what month and yeer was . . .'s fast child born?
18L. Month and Yesr of person s birth Semple Person’s (item 29) Entry is: Month Y
{c.c. itoms 17a and 17c) U.S., Puerto Rico, or
) outlying sres of the United States O (Skip t0 40) :: g ?
JFM AMJ JAS OND All Other Entries ............... O (Ask33) Mer O e
000 00O 00O 000 Ax O 3
My O 4
(Yoar 19-) 32, 1s. .. 8 neturaiized citizen of the United States? e O s s
21234567289 B oy © ce
123456289 Yes, 8 neturslized citizen. . ... ... . O (Ask34) A O 22
St O ERS
(Ash question 29 first, then esk quastions 30 end 31) Notacitizen................. O (Ash 34) ot O 5
28. In what country born? Bom o © g Nov O
was...
30. I whet country wes . . .'s father born? 0o
31. in what country wes . . .’s mother born? 34. When did . . . come to the United States to stey? 38. How mamy of .. 's children ware born outaide
Before 1900 Yeor 19— the United Stastes, Puerto Rico, or outlying aress
Country l:m"' oo "l"'m" o 00 umwwm o
: None O w0
United States i o | o 1 o 22 1
Puerto Rico i o i o 1 o 33 e
) ]
4
Outlying sress ! ! ! % 3
of the United Stass| O ' o | o 55 3
Austrie 1o 1o | o (XS 5
Conade "o 1 o ! o 27 o (A%
] 1) ] 8 8 ?
o;(u:.(-urm) i o E o E o o 9 #
Cube o ! o I o 9 B
Cochosioeke ! O ! O | © 3-"‘_':""“:"0‘!0‘"‘" 100rmore ©
1 1 [l person
Dominican Republic E g E 8 i g (A) Fomale, 1810 44 yearsoid O (Ask 36) S.Humdmf:bﬁw:::.i:‘).
Germany ! ' ! (B)Allothers............. G (Ship t040) children born outside the United States
Gresce ! o ! o ! O &
Hungary E o E o E o 38. How manry bebles hes . . . ever had, if any? None O
Indis 1o [ T (Do not count stifbirths) 1
Ireland i o i o i o None O (Skip to 40) z
1 | 1 I 3
=P NS - : . :
Jocen bo 1o i o N > (o
: | : S s
K e} o o) s ?
anico P R G (k3 &
Norwey i o | o | o ? ° )
] ] ] -
Philippines ' © oo Yo [ ] 8 100r more O
Polend HEe] o 1 o 2
Sweden o [ 100rmore C 40. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
itad K ! o ! o ! o 'Who reported for this person?
u“u "W‘ 1 ] I
USSR . © ' o Yo Seit O
Vietnam o) ' o ' o Other ©
: 1 H
Other o] ' o | o©
1 1 1
| (Seechly) 1 (Spechly) | (Spectfy)
' ' i
! ' | Mother's
1 | L country of bitth —— o iiccczoszeszaaes
1 )
F
i :‘ country of birth—~
1
1
1

Pege 9
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C-2. June 1966 Current Populetion Survey

18A. | 188, RELATIONSHIP 10 18D. AGE | 18E. MARITAL STATUS 18F. 18G1. SEX 104, HiGHEST | | !
LINE TO REFERENCE PERSON PARENTS Merried — crilion SPOUSE'S GRADE 0. omaDE |10 race ] ™3
L Reference Person WITH LINE wpouse present . . ... o | LINE F-v-b o :7 ATTENDED | i eTED ORIGIN
Other relatives in housshokd ... O | NUMBER o NUMBER —{ E H C 1.Whie....... o
oo ° o @ | Meried -Armed Forces o o |62 VETERANSTATUS Yu O e e
pOouse present . . . . . [e] I 11 2.Black. . ..... [e] 11
11z 11 I 1 11 Vm7 : oz oz No O : 2
22 2 2 e ¢ Married — spouse sbeent e & 3 3 3 3. Amer. indien, 3 3
33 3 3 3 3 (Exclude sepereted) .. O 3 3 Vietnem Em O + &+ a Aleut Eskimo O %
¥ TP widowsd. e o ¥ KoenWee O | 5 = o 4 Adenor s
3 s s s 5 World War Il O o o et O :
G 6 6 6 Divorced . ........... el 6 World War | O 2 s
None  Other...... o ‘
? ? z 2 Soparated ... .. ° z Other Service O 5 [ “
8 | Nonrel. of Ret. Person WITH B ERE & wan O o a o
9 OWN relstives in housshold ... O 9 9 9 Never married ... ..... o 9 Norvet
Non-rel. of Ret. Person with None None
NOOWNreetvesinhoushod O | © o ] ]
1 1 1
- mw CHeCKITEM " 32, INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM 37. How many babies hes ... ever hed, if sny? TRANSCRIPTION ITEM
This M Sampie Person’s 1tem 29 entry 1s (Do not count still births) 18L. Month and Year of person’s birth
16-24 yesrsofage O (Ash 264) U.S.. Puerto Rico, or None O (Skip to 40) (c.c. Itams 176 end | 7c)
Alotherns ........ O (End Questions) outlying ares of the United States O (Skp t0 35) 10 (Moneh) (Yoar 19-)
20407 Schoa 75 Vo) UASTWEEK v ANOeS . ..o O (Ask33) 22 Jn O oc
M?MW-'HM-W& 4 O :: g - E
Mark “No"for summer vecetion)| 33. Is ... s naturslized citizen of the United States? 5 O . Aor O ; ;
Ye O ”; No O f 2 Yes, 8 nsturslizedcitizen. . ... . ....... O : g Mey O - &
Jun O s s
High School . . . 8 O
crupuum o }“"”" [ ] N a ° o i O 66
Notagatizen....  ......... .. [0 10+ O Ag O 72
200. 3. . . envolied In school as » full-time Born sbroad of American parent or perents O Seot O s
"""““hm 38. In whet month and yeer wes ..."s 3: <o 29
N time O } QUESTIONS 34. When did ... come to the United States to stay? (first) chitd born? o
Perttime O Eno Month Year 19-- Dec &
Before 1900 O 19
LEAD IN: This month we are asking some sdditions! Year 19- Jn O o
questions concerning plece of birth and immigration. (I) ? ::" g I
H
(Ask question 29 first, then esk question 30 end 31). 2 e Apr O a
29. in what country wes ... born? 3 3 May O o
30. In wht country wes ...s fether born? ; ;’ -'J‘": g 2:
31. In what country wes ...'s mother born? ¢ A:“ o N B
Sample Sample Person’s ? 7 Sept O oo
Person Father Mother 2 s oct O q
1
i o1 8 9 ';: o (1f 1 in 37, Skip to 40;
O (@)
I 6! o |3 wreaviewen cueck iTem otherwse ask 79)
! : This person is: 39. In whet month and yesr wes ...'s
1o 0 (A)...Fomale 1844 (l-f)ﬁ'::‘bom? Ve 1o
1 ' (4 -
H ' and has ever been married. . .. .. .. O (Ashk 36) - —_—
ond Totan). ... 8 ! g ! g . (B)...Female 18-44 and never married O (Skip fo 37) Jn O o
1 ' ¢ I
ol o} o (C)..Alothers. .. ... ... ... ... O (Skip to 43) ;: (3) *
.ol o, o 5
Ol Ol O |LEADIN: Nowwe would iike to ask some sdditions! questions Apr
! ' about sny children ... has hed. May
o4 9 H ° Jun 2
-0 O O |38 inwhet month snd yesr did ... marry for the first time? ot - N
ol o E o Month Yoar 19-- A .
i
g : o g Jon O o Sept
-0 0, Feo O T Oct ©
o1 o! © X
H i Mar O < Nov © [ ]
o1 o! O -
1 i Apr O 3 Dec <
01 01 0 Moy O . B
o1 o} © Jun O N 40. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
8 : g | g Ju 0 Female, age 1834 C (Ask 41)
s 1 ol o [ ] A O Allothers. . ... C (Go to 43)
. 1
.o o i o 5;:: g "Ask Items 41 end 42 of wormen herselr.
~01 01 0 Nov O : 1f not present, make telephone callbeck(s) __ ___
. g : [¢] ! [©] Dec O 41. Looking shesd, do you expect to
. oi o more,
0! ol o hvs ety more] chitdren? 43. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
o} o, C v,:, o :A!N?I / Last household member 144 0,
ol o} o Uncertam 2\ {(Go1043) [ ] snd Chilgren 013 .. © (220,
o i O ==(Specity) Last household member 14+
' i Mother’ 42. How many (more) do you expect to heve? and No children 0-13 (End questions)
1
1 1o 30 5 O . (Next 14+
- 2 o 4C e D AlOthers. o T mold member)

Page 9
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C-2. June 1966 Current Population Survey—Con.

FIRST CHILD
18A. | 188. RELATIONSHIP | 18C. PARS | 18D. | 18G1. sEx 18K. 47. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
e TOREF.PERS. | LINENO. | AGE | pg .. o | ORIGIN Sample Person’s (tem 44 Entry ls:

©0 |ownenia..... 0 e° Q0 | fomee-- 0 |2 © US.. Puerto Rico, or
1 I 1 )
I I | Brother/Sister. O - - | 18). RACE P outlying area of
2 2 | Other relative 3 ; 3 11, white o ; 5 the United States O (Next chifd or end]
33 of Ref Person O : B questionnaire)
% 4 [28Bwck .. O 3
F | Non-rel. of Re! 5 s |3 Amer Ing. s All Other Entries O (Ash 48)
S | Person —WITH c pt Aleut, e
6 | OWNRELS.in ] Esimo O
¢ | housshold.... O z 2 | e asonor ? || 48. 1s ... a naturaiizad citizen of
s | Nenre o e None g : Pac. Igl.. O g the United States? ]
) reils. inH.H... O o) 5. 0ther.... O
Yes, a ized citizen O
M. Inwhetcountrywes..bon?__ No:
(I1...’s fathes/ Bah i member" below and skip to '
47. If not, ask 45 end]or 46, as appropriats.) Notacatizen ........ .. O
45. In whet country wes ...'s fether bom? ___________________________ Born sbroad of Ames ican
46. In whet country wes .'smotherborn?_ __________________________ paventor parents .. .. O
Semple Parson Father  Mothar
Household Member . . ................ ... . .| HN e} ' o
United States. . . . . e} ' o ! o 40. When did ... come 10 the United States
Puerto Rico ... .. .o i o B o to say?
Outlying Ares of the US. . ......... o Vo . [¢)
o o ! o Yer19- 2 o
China . . ) ' o ! o a1 )
Cubs ............ ... o ' o ! o z
Dominican Republic (o] ! (e} H o 3
0 Germeny. . ..., e [ ! o 8
.) India. . . e o o ! o B
A Ialy. .. o I o ! o G
Jamaica . O : o] : o re
Mexico. ...l (o] ! o ! o] s
Philippines . . . . o . o : o 9
United Kingdom. o o | o
Vietnem_ ... o i o 1 o
Other (Specify above efter question). .. O i o E o (Next chidd or end questionneire)
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C-3. June 1966 Current Population Survey

::A." 188. RELATIONSHIP TO REFERENCE PERSON :.c';‘ 180. | 18€. MARITAL 18F. 19G1. SEX 18H. HIGHEST | | H
Ret. Paron WITH rel in M. ............ 01 o |PA AGE STATUS SPOUSE'S Meie T GRADE 1. GRADE | 180, A et T T
NoO. Ret. person with NO rel. in H'hI . . . ..02 O |LINE Maoiried— LINE Fomale & } ATenoeo | 9.5 et s
bl Py NUMBER COMPLETED| - ORIGIN
: pouse _— — te....... M P
oo “wo| oo ° prosnt 1 | . |18G2. VETERAN STATUS 5 ve ' e
I Lo | 11|11 Married— 11 Vetersn 1t . Black....... i
22 wo| z2|ze spoune e 7 B No & Amer. Indian, =<
33 ol 33|33 TR 33 Vietrem Eca 1 3 NevtEsmo 3 | 2
+ o + | z S KoresnWer 2 - N
3 o 5|ss s Workd Wer Il 3 5 Asian or >
6 o clee potii 6 Workd War | I Pacitic ta >
2 o 2]z - . 2 Other Service = : Other....... 5 ‘
8 Non-rel. of Ref. Person 2| 8= Secers S B N =
° mmomm in Hhid 12 0 9|99 Never B Norvetersn % | °
None married G
Non-rel. ~v\ m
o Toaminate) vith N0 OWN re i Frmig o|®° o © . " {:',,':,'Z'
S E——— 1 1 1
2.0 I
('r‘“'“' ?:ﬂ‘m“'.mm 34. How meny bebies hes ... ever hed, If any? LEAD IN: This month we are asking some sdditions! questions] 43. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
This . (Do not count st births) concarning country of birth, immigration and emigration. Sample Person's item 40 entry is:
16-24 yearsof age O (Ask 26A) None whet countr US., Puerto Rico, or outlying
Allothers ... O (Ship 10 26) 1) 12345678010 : ::mm:m'mmr oros of the United States .. = (S o 46}
X Allothers. .. ............. O (Ask 44
20 (7 School" W 19, Verky) LASTWEEK was || saprosy O C OO CCC OO0 |42 inwhet country wes...'s mother bom? (s
Mumq.;wdud,nﬂ..u Semple rvb Semple | 44. s ... a netursiized citizen of the Uniwed States?
‘seasanel vecetion. Merk “No™for summer vecetion)]| 35. In what month and yeer wes ._'s (first) = Mother Yes. 8 naturelized citizen . s}
Yo O (g Mo O upm || BNy g United States. ©c oo Notacitizen .. .. -
- Puerto Rico .. ... ... o1 o1 o Bom sbroed of "
High School . . . Jn O o) i h American perent or perents
c:;.au“" S %{um) . - : Outlymg AreoftheUS. G | © | ©O
Mo O : o | o ' o 46. When did ... come to the United States 0 stey?
Conade............ ... ' ' ~ -
m.:...muhm-,uu- ao B 3 China (Inchudes Hong Kong ' ! Yewlp-- O 12 g; sezw )
"F'“""""'m‘“"'o"’ Moy O 4 wdTamen). ... 0 | o | O Ole3s®s67m9,
Port time O }(Mm :‘In g S 5 Colombia . ............. o i [eBe] Before 1900 O
6 6 ! !
20C. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM A O 7 Cuba. 2 1 O 1 O 40, INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM (Rosstion mumber)
Who responded to the lsbor force itsms Seo O 8 8 Dominican Republic. . . . . ¢ o, O . o First digit of SEGMENT number is:
for this person? Oct O 9 1 Sevedor .. ... ... .. o ; ° o 1,2,3 O (Go to mext 14+ H.H. member)
Seit O " e O (r1in 34, Shp w037 ' ' 4.6.6.7.8 O (Ask47)
° Dec O -;x g Germany . . ............ c , 0 O
Other ° 7 otherwise ash 36) o L o |47 Dom...hewany ing NATURAL parens,
36, In whet month and yeer wes ...'s (lest) ' ! broshens, sisters or children?
child born? 10 | © Parents O Howmeny? I C
REMINDER: ASK THE L.F. ITEMS FOR ALL H.H. ) H : +
MEMBERS BEFORE ASKING THE SUPPLEMENT Month Yow 19— {0 1 o | ve o [Brothes O Howmemw? 1 2 3% ]
H H Sisters O Howmeny? 1 & 3 ¢
SUPPLEMENT QUESTIONS Pl ° i oo Chitdren O Howmeny? 1 2 3 4]
H
32. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM Mer O M i o i o (Go to trem 48)
u‘h;hul-n‘l: . Apr O . 3 Vo ' o No O (End questions) .
hes over been married ... O (Ask 33) ':n’ g s ; S ] o |48 Dosnyof ..s NATURAL perent, broshers,
(8) Female 18—44 M O e o ' ; sisters, or chiidren currently live outaide
and never mermied. .. .. .. O (Ash34) O 5 5 p e o the United Stetes?
' ! Parents O Howmeny? I C
o) o
(ChANOthers............... O (Ask 40) s O 8 3 E i Ve G JBroten O Howmeny? 1z 34%
8: 8 ° i oo Saters O Howmeny? 1 C 3 +:
LEAD IN: This month we are asking some sdditions! Dec O i o1 o Cni O Howmem? 12 3%
ot how marry children H ° i ° (Go to irem 49) -
heve or expect to heve. H ' ewestions)
oy o ot 37. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM b | o |mo
' 40. Did (whis personjeny of thess peopls) ever live
33. In what month and yeer did ... merry Femaie, age 18-30 O (Ask 38) oo in the United Scates?
h ]
the first time? AllOthers . ...... O (Ask 40) HE I ) Parents O Howmeny? 1 ¢
Month Yeor 19— ! 1 Brothers O Howmeny? I - 3 &l
Yomh c! o | vwmo ey
O e v o e o i - Sigvers O Howmany? 1 2 3 ’+:
letnem ... ... o Children O Howmeny? 1 &
Feb O 1 Ash items 38 end 39 of wormen herself. 1 ] ress
Mo O > 11 2ot peesemt, e slophorn cobbuch(s] Yugostevie . ... ... ... c !t o! o No O
] )
“A:" g ] : 38, Looking shesd, do you 8qpect 10 heve any Other.. .............. o1 o1 o0 T s he last person 14° years of age
-~ o . (more) chitdren? . J in the household, go to pege 2 end complete
Itams 5056 for emy children 0—13 years old.
O 66 Ym O (Ask3¥9) = . 0 CPS-686
Ay O 272 No O }1600‘0 (Specify Sample person's country of birth)
S O 88 Uncertsin O 18L. TRANSCRIPTION ITEM (c.c. s 1 Jo and 1)
Month and yeer of person’s birth
Oct O 9 3. How meny (more)do you expect toheve? | ___________________ B
Nov O (Specity Father's country of birth) Month
D« O 10 30 5 O JFM AMJ JAS OND
20 «0 & o 000 OO0 00O 0CO
_________ S eamivy ot by Yo 1. @1 2345628
Sout T — 20123456789




C-3. June 1983 Current Population Survey—Con.

FIRST CHILD
18A. | 188. RELATIONSHIP | 18C. PAR'S | 18D. | 18G1. SEX 18K, 54. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM
ol TOREF.PERS. |LINENO. | AGE | pg... 1 [ORIGIN Sample Person’s Item 50 Entry Is:
Nat./AdChild 06 O @0 | @0 | Femee.. 2 | @ © )
22 | smocnia....08 0 SH RE e 11 “ixxﬁx“
Grandchild ... 07 O 2e e d 2 2 (Next child or
2 2 | Brothersme 00 © 33| 3|iwhie.... 1|3 3 the United States O g ro CPS-686 1f
o |Omerrel. . 10 0 + % |2.Black.... @ % All Other Entries O (""A;"“""”'
5 Foster Child.. 11 O S S | 3. Amer. Ind. S
Non-rel. [ G Aleut, [
G | _wWITH OWN ] Esimo 3
2| Rets.... 12 O z ? | 4 asanor 7 || 85. s . 2 neturalized citizen of
& |Noniel -NO' None g g hac .. & g the United Staves? ]
o | OWNres.. 14 O | 5.0ther.... S
Yas. 8 lized citizen O
50. In whet country wes . . . born?
(ans‘:’”bm"m"‘\\ Person Father Mother No.
ewsl) W , , , Notacitizen .......... o
-
51. INTERVIEWER CHECK ITEM | - E g 5 8 Born sbrosd of American
Are this child's perents housshold | oo parent or parents . . . . . fo)
members? ! ! oo
Yes—both... O (Skiprosd) | e ta
Yeos — 1 0 | O |56 Whendid...come to the United States
:!_othovmiv QO (Ask 52) ! ° : ° o stay?
fatheronly O (Asks3 | foi1 o
No —neither.. O (Ask52 | Vol o Yeor 19— o
and 53) ! i o1t o . 1 .
52. In whet country wes . . .’ | 1 0 E o 2
bom? 1 Oy O 3
(FHll circle under “Father* i o' o q
column.) i 00 3
io4 o0 6
53. In whet country wes . . .'s mother oo ? 7
born? 8 &
(FIN circle under “Mother" / 2
column.) e If this Is the last child n the household,
: 90 to CPS-686 If appliceble.
) T -—

i U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1991 0 - 305-721





